This  is  a  digital  copy  of  a  book  that  was  preserved  for  generations  on  library  shelves  before  it  was  carefully  scanned  by  Google  as  part  of  a  project 
to  make  the  world's  books  discoverable  online. 

It  has  survived  long  enough  for  the  copyright  to  expire  and  the  book  to  enter  the  public  domain.  A  public  domain  book  is  one  that  was  never  subject 
to  copyright  or  whose  legal  copyright  term  has  expired.  Whether  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  may  vary  country  to  country.  Public  domain  books 
are  our  gateways  to  the  past,  representing  a  wealth  of  history,  culture  and  knowledge  that's  often  difficult  to  discover. 

Marks,  notations  and  other  marginalia  present  in  the  original  volume  will  appear  in  this  file  -  a  reminder  of  this  book's  long  journey  from  the 
publisher  to  a  library  and  finally  to  you. 

Usage  guidelines 

Google  is  proud  to  partner  with  libraries  to  digitize  public  domain  materials  and  make  them  widely  accessible.  Public  domain  books  belong  to  the 
public  and  we  are  merely  their  custodians.  Nevertheless,  this  work  is  expensive,  so  in  order  to  keep  providing  this  resource,  we  have  taken  steps  to 
prevent  abuse  by  commercial  parties,  including  placing  technical  restrictions  on  automated  querying. 

We  also  ask  that  you: 

+  Make  non-commercial  use  of  the  files  We  designed  Google  Book  Search  for  use  by  individuals,  and  we  request  that  you  use  these  files  for 
personal,  non-commercial  purposes. 

+  Refrain  from  automated  querying  Do  not  send  automated  queries  of  any  sort  to  Google's  system:  If  you  are  conducting  research  on  machine 
translation,  optical  character  recognition  or  other  areas  where  access  to  a  large  amount  of  text  is  helpful,  please  contact  us.  We  encourage  the 
use  of  public  domain  materials  for  these  purposes  and  may  be  able  to  help. 

+  Maintain  attribution  The  Google  "watermark"  you  see  on  each  file  is  essential  for  informing  people  about  this  project  and  helping  them  find 
additional  materials  through  Google  Book  Search.  Please  do  not  remove  it. 

+  Keep  it  legal  Whatever  your  use,  remember  that  you  are  responsible  for  ensuring  that  what  you  are  doing  is  legal.  Do  not  assume  that  just 
because  we  believe  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  the  United  States,  that  the  work  is  also  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  other 
countries.  Whether  a  book  is  still  in  copyright  varies  from  country  to  country,  and  we  can't  offer  guidance  on  whether  any  specific  use  of 
any  specific  book  is  allowed.  Please  do  not  assume  that  a  book's  appearance  in  Google  Book  Search  means  it  can  be  used  in  any  manner 
anywhere  in  the  world.  Copyright  infringement  liability  can  be  quite  severe. 

About  Google  Book  Search 

Google's  mission  is  to  organize  the  world's  information  and  to  make  it  universally  accessible  and  useful.  Google  Book  Search  helps  readers 
discover  the  world's  books  while  helping  authors  and  publishers  reach  new  audiences.  You  can  search  through  the  full  text  of  this  book  on  the  web 


at|http  :  //books  .  google  .  com/ 


3dl 


THE 


PARLIAMENTAEI  DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED  EDITION),  ^  "'_: _if 


FOURTH      SERIES. 

SEVENTH   SESSION    OF    THE   TWENTY-SIXTH    PARLIAMENT 

OF  THE 

TNITED  KINGDOM  OF  GREAT  BRITAIN  AND  IRELAND. 


63  VICTORIA. 


VOLUME    LXXXL 

)MPRISING  THE  PERIOD  FROM  THE  TWENTY-SECOND  DAY  OF  MARCH 
TO  THE  NINTH  DAY  OF  APRIL. 


1900. 


FOURTH    VOLUMK    OF    SESSION. 


PRINTED   AND    PUBLISHED, 

UNDBB   CONTKACT   WITH    HKE    ilAJESTY'S   STATIONBEY   OKFICB, 

BY 

WYMAN    AND    SONS,    LIMITED,    FETTER    LANE,    LONDON. 


Chronology  of  "  The  Parliamentary  Debates." 


THK  PAIILIAMKNTAKY  HISTUllV  contains  all  that  can  Ikj  cnllcctcd  of  the  J.ej^islative 
History  of  this  country  from  the  Conijuest  to  the  close  of  the  XVIllth  Century  (1803),  36  vols. 
The  cliief  sources  whence  these  Debates  are  (lerived  are  the  Constitutional  ifistory,  24  vols.  ; 
Sir  Sinionds  D'Ewas'  Journal;  Debates  of  the  Commons  in  1020  and  1021;  Chandler  and 
Timberland's  Debates,  22  vols.  ;  (irey's  Delwites  of  the  Commons,  froni  16(57  to  1694,  10  vols  ; 
Almon's  i)e)»ates,  24  vols.  ;  DebrettV  Debates,  63  vols. ;  The  Hardwicke  Pajiers  ;  Debates  in 
Parliament  by  Dr.  Johnson,  <feo.,  i^-c. 

THE  PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES  commence  with  the  year  1803,  and  the  contents  are 
set  forth  in  the  f olio  win  j^  Chronological  Table  :— 


HISTORY. 

CONQUEST  to  34  GEO.  II. -1066  to  1760. 

Vol.  1   to  15,  1  Will.  I.  to  34  Geo.  II. 
1 000-1760 

EEIGN  OF  GEORGE  III. -1760  to  1820. 

Vol.  15  to  35,  1  Geo.  III.  to  40  Geo.  III. 
1700-1800 

(FiusT  Parliament.) 

Vol.35    41  Geo.  Ill 1801 

—   36    42        —      1802 

(SE(.'ONn  Parliament.) 
Vol.  30     42  (^EO.  Ill 1 802-3 


DEBATES. 
First  Series. 

(Second  Parliament — roniiinn'iL) 

Vol.    1    Sc    2. ..44  Geo.  Ill 1803  4 

—  3  to    5. ..45         —       1805 

—  0   &    7. ..46         —       180G 

(Third  Parliament.) 
Vol.     8&    9. ..47    Geo.  Ill  1806-7 

(ForiiTii  Parliament.) 

Vol.    9  to  11. ..48    (^Eo.  Ill 1807-S 

--    12 -14. ..49         —       180T) 

—  15     -  17. ..50  —       1810 

—  18  —  20... 51  —       ...    1810-11 

—  21   -  23. ..52  —       1812 

(Fifth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  24  to  26. ..53  Geo.  III.  ...   1812-13 

t"fe  28. ..54         —  ...    1813-14 

to  31... 55         —  ...    1814-15 

34. ..50         ~  1816 

&  36. ..57         —  1817 

38. ..58         —  1818 


21 
29 
32 
35 
37 


(Sixth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  39  iV:   40... 59  Geo.  Ill 1819 

—  41    00         —       ...   1819-20 

Second  Seties. 

BEIGN  OF   GEORGE  IV. -1820  to  1830. 

(Seventh  Parliament.) 

Vol.    1  to    3...  1  Geo.  IV 1820 

—  4  &     5...  2         —       1821 

_      6  —    7...  3         —       1822 

_      8—    9...  4         — 1823 

__    10  —  11...  5         --       1824 

—  12  —  13...  6         —       .1825-6 

_    14  _  ID...  7         —       1826 

(P:ighth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  10  7  Geo.  IV 1826 

—  17  8    —   1827 

—  18  i^   19...  9    —   1828 

—  20—  21. ..10    --   1829 

—  22  to  25. ..11    —   1830 

Tliird  Series. 

EEIGN  OP  WILLIAM  IV. -1830  to  1837. 

(Ninth  Parliament.) 
Vol.    1    to    .S...  1  Will.  IV 1830-1 

(Tenth  Parliament.) 

Vol.    4  to    3...  2  Will.  IV 1831 

9        14...  3         -  -        1832 

(Eleventh  Parliament.) 

Vol.  15  to  20...  4  Will.  IV 1833 

—  21  —  25...  5         —       1834 

(Twelfth  Parliajvient.) 

Vol.  26  to  30...  6  Will.  IV 1835 

—  31  —  35...  7         —       1836 

—  36  —  38...  8         —       1837 
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(TniRTKENTU  PaULFAMKNT.) 


Vol. 


39  to  44... 
45  —  50... 
51  —  55... 
56—  58... 


1  Victoria  1S3(S 

2  —         1839 

3  —         1840 

4  —  (a)  1841 


PAULIAMKNTAKY    DEBATES  "-ronf. 

(Twentieth  Pauijament — ronf. ) 

Vol.  204  to  208. . .34  Victoria    1 871 

209      213. ..35  1872 

—    214--217...3G  -         1873 


(Fourteenth  Parliament.) 


Vol. 


59  .. 

60  to 
66  — 
72  — 
77  - — 
83  — 
89  — 


Victoria 


65...  5 
71...  6 

76...  7 
82...  8 
88...  9 
94. ..10 


(b)  1841 

1842 

1843 

1844 

1845 

1846 

(a)  1847 


Vol. 


(Fifteenth  Parliament.) 

95  10  Victoria   (b)  1847 

1848 

1849 

—    1850 

1851 

(a)  1852 


96  to  101. 

..11 

102—107. 

.12 

108—113. 

.13 

114-118. 

.14 

119— 122. ..15 


(Sixteenth  Parliament.) 
Vol  1 23  15  Victoria  (h)  1852 


124  to  129. 

..16 

1853 

130  —135. 

.17 

1854 

136  —139. 

.18    - 

1855 

140—143. 

.19 

1856 

144  

.20 

(a)  1857 

(Seventeenth  Parliament.) 
Vol  145  to  147... 20  Victoria  (b)  1857 


148 
152 


-151  ..21 
-153. ..22 


.1858 
(a)  1859 


Vol. 


.(Eighteenth  Parliament.) 
154  to  155... 22  Victoria     (b)  1859 


156 
161 
165 
169 
173 
177 


-160...  23 
-164...  24 

-168. ..25 

-172. ..26 

176. ..27 

-180. ..28 


.1860 
.1861 
.1862 
.1863 
.1864 
.1865 


(Nineteenth  Parliament.) 

Vol  181  to  184. ..29  Victoria   1866 

—  185— 189. ..30        —         1867 

—  190— 193. ..31         —         ...  1867-8 

(Twentieth  Parliament.) 

Vol  1 94  to  1 98 ...  32  Victoria    ...  1 868-9 

—  199—203     33         .-  1870 


(Twenty-First  Parliament.) 
Vol  218  to  22 1...37  Victoria    1874 


Vol. 


222  —226. 

..38 

— 

1875 

227  —231. 

.39 

— 

1876 

232  —236. 

.40 

—  - 

1877 

237 242. 

.41 

— 

1878 

243  —249. 

.42 

— 

...  1878-9 

250  ^  251 . 

.43 

— 

(a)  1880 

(Twenty-Second  Parliament.) 

252  to  256. 

.43  V 

ICTORIA 

(]))  1880 

257  — 26D. 

.44 

1881 

266  —273. 

.45 

— 

(a)  1882 

274  &  275. ..45 
276  to 283... 46 
284-  292... 47 
293  —.301...  48 


(b)  1882 

1883 

1884 

...  1884-5 


(Twenty-Third  Parliament. 
Vol.  302  to  307... 49  Victoria      (a)  1886 

(Twenty- Fourth  Parliament.) 

(b)  1886 

1887 

1888 

1889 

1890 

..  1890-1 


Vol.  308  &  309... 49  Victoria 

—  310  to  321... 50 

—  322  —332... 51         — 
_    3.33— 340... 52 

_    341  —348... 53         — 
__   349— 356... 54         - 


Fourth  Series. 

(Twenty-Fourth  Parll^ment— rw?/.) 
Vol      1  to     6... 55  Victoria  1892 

(Twenty-Fifth  Parliament.) 

Vol       7     56  Victoria  1892 

--  8   to  21. ..57  -  .-.  1893-4 

—  22  -     29. ..57  1894 

.  .  30—  35. ..58         —  1895 


(Twenty-Sixth 

59 

44. ..59 
52. ..60 
65. ..61 
76. ..62 


Vol. 
—     37  to 


36 
37 

45  — 
53  - 
66- 
77  . 
7«     . 

79  . 

80  . 

81  . 


.63 
.63 
.63 
.63 
.63 


Parliament.) 

Victoria  1895 

...  1895-6 
1897 

—         1898 

1899 

1899 

—         1900 

—         1900 

—         1900 

—         1900 


HER  ^lAJESTY'S  PRINCIPAL  OFFICERS 
OF  STATE,  Etc. 


THE    CABINET. 

Priiuc  Minister  and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs Most  Hon.  the  Marquess  of 

Salisbury,  K.G. 

Lord  President  of  the  Council His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Devonshire,  K.G 

Lortl  Chancellor Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Halsbury. 

Ixird  Privv  Seal Rt.  Hon.  Viscount  Cross,  G.C.B.,  G.C.S.T. 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury Rt.  Hon.  ARTHUR  J.  Balfour. 

Secretaries  of  State 

Home  Department Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley,  lit. 

Colonial Rt.  Hon.  Joseph  Chamberlain. 

War Most  Hon.  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  K.G.,G.C.M.G.,  G.C.S.L 

India Rt.  Hon.  Lord  George  Hamilton. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach,  Bt. 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty Rt.  Hoq^  George  Joachim  Goschen. 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelan({- Rt.  Hon.  Earl  Cadogan,  K.G. 

Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland Rt.  Hon.  Lord  ASHBOURNE. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Thomson  Ritchie. 

Secretary  for  Scotland Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh. 

President  of  the  Local  Government  Board Rt.  Hon.  Henry  Chaplin. 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster Rt.  Hon.  Lord  James  of  HEBKKonn 

First  Commissioner  of  ^Vorks Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers  Douglas. 

['resident  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture Rt.  Hon.  Walter  H.  Long. 

NOT  IN  THE  CABINP:T. 

Postmaster- General Duke  of  Norfolk,  K.G. 

ParliamenUiry  Secretary  to  the  Tretisury Rt.  Hon.  Sir  W.  Waliiond,  M.P 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  Trwisury Rt.  Hon.  K.  W.  HANUUitY,  M.P. 

(.'liief  Secretary  for  Ireland Rt.Hon.  Gerald  W.  Balfour,  M.P. 

Vice-President  of  the  Committee  of  Council Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  Eldox  (4orst,  M.P. 

Secretary  to  the  Ailmiralty W.  G.  Kllison  Macartney,  Esq.,  M.P. 


fH.  T.  Anstruther,  Esq.,  M.P. 

-hvj         


Lords  of  the  Admiralty- 


Lords  of  the  Treasury \  William  Hayes  Fisher,  Esq.,  M.P. 

[Lord  Stanley,  M.P. 
(Admiral  Sir  F.  W.  Richards,  G.C  B 
Vice- Admiral  Sir  F.  G.  D.  Bedford,  K.C.B. 
Rear- Admiral  A.  K.  Wilson,  V.C,  C.B. 
Capt.  A.  W.  Moore,  C.B.,  C.M.G. 
[j.  Austen  Chamberlain,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretary,  I'oreign  Office Rt.  Hon.  W.  St.  John  Brodrick,  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretiiry,  Home  Office Rt.  Hon.  Jesse  Collings,  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretary,  Colonial  Office Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Selborne. 

Parliamentary  Secretary,  India  Office Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Onslow,  G.C.M.G. 

Parliamentary  Secretary,  War  Office George  Wyndham,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Dudley. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board T.  W.  Russell,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Financial  Secretary,  War  Office J.  Powell- Williams,  I^^j.,  M.P. 

Attorney-General Sir  RiCH.VRD  E.  Webster,  Bt.,  G.C.^LG.,  Q.C.,  M.P. 

Solicitor-General Sir  R.  B.  Fin  lay,  Q.C,  M.P. 


vi  HER  MAJESTY^S  PKINCIPAL  OFFICERS  OF  STATE. -((7(m/.) 

OTHER  OFFICERS  OF  STATE. 

Judge  Advocate-General Kt.  Hon.  Sir  F.  H.  Jeune,  K.C.B.,  President  Prol>atc,  Divorce, 

and  Admiralty  Courts. 

Lord  Chamberlain Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Hopetoun,  G.C.M.G. 

Alee- Chamberlain Hon.  AiLWYN  E.  Fellowes,  M.V. 

Lord  Steward Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Pembroke  and  Montgomkuy,  G.C.V.O. 

Master  of  the  Hoi-se His  Grace  the  Duke  of  I'ortland,  K.G.,  G.C.V.O. 

Pay  master- General His  (irace  the  Duke  of  Marlbokough. 

Comptroller  of  the  Household Viscount  Valentia,  M.P. 

Treasurer  of  the  Household Viscount  CuRZON,  M.P. 

Master  of  the  Buckhounds Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Coventry, 

Captain  Yeoman  of  the  Guard Rt.  Hon.  Earl  Waldecjrave. 

i General  Rt.  Hon.  Viscount  Bridport,  Ci.C.B.  (permanent). 
Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  KiNTORE,  (J.C.M.Ci. 
Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Denbigh. 
Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Churchill. 
Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Harris,  G.C.S.I.,  G.C.LE. 
Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Lawrence. 
Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Clarendon. 
Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Bacjot. 

SCOTLAND. 

Chief  Secretary Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh. 

Lord  Justico-(ieneral Rt.  Hon.  J.  B.  j5alfour. 

Lord  Advocate Rt.  Hon.  A.  (r.  Murray,  Q.C,  M.P. 

Lord  Justice  Clerk Rt.  Hon.  Lord  KiN.SBUR(;n,  C.B. 

Lonl  Clerk  Register His  (irace  the  Duke  of  .Montrose,  K.T. 

Lord  Higli  Ccinimissioner Rt.  H<m.  Earl  of  Lkven  and  Melville. 

Solicitor-Genenil—  Chaklks  Scott-Dickson,  Es([.,  <^C. 

IKKLANl). 

Lord  Lieutenant  -   -Itl.  Hon.  Earl  Cadocjan,  K.(i. 

Lord  Cliancellor Lord  Ashbol'knk. 

Chief  Secretary         Hi.  Uon.  (iEUALD  W.  Halfouh,  M.I*. 
Under  SenetJiry     — lU.  Hon.  Sir  David  Haukel,  K.C.  15. 
-Vttorney-(Jeiieral--    Rt.  Hon.  .1.  .\TKIN.S0N,  M.I*. 
Solicitor-(Jeneral —  Geo.  Wkkjht,  Esq, 


PIIINOIPAL  OFFICERS  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

(*hairman  of  Connnittees Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  MORLEY. 

Clerk  of  Parliaments Henry  J.  li.  Graham,  Esq.,  C.B. 

Deputy  Clerk  of  Parliaments  (Clerk  Assistant) Hon.  E.  1*.  Thesigek,  C.  B. 

Readintj-Clerk  and  Clerk  of  Outdoor  Committees 

Counsel  to  the  Chairman  of  Committees Albert  (iRAY,  E.sq. 

(%ief  Clerk  and  Clerk  of  Public  Bills H.  C.  Malkin,  E.sq. 

Senior  Clerks 

Clerk  of  Private  Bills,  and  Taxing;  Urticer  of  Private  Bill  Co.^ts IL  W.  Monro,  Es<|. 

Peers' Printe<l  Paper  () Hi ce A.  Harrison,  Esq. 

Principal   Clerk,   Judicial    Department,  and  Taxiiij^  GHicer   of  Judicial  Costs E.    V. 

Taylor,  Esci. 

Clerk  of  the  JouniaKs \V.  A.  LE«iH,  E«q. 

Princinal  Ch»rk  of  Private  Coimiiittees     J.  V.  SVMo.Ns  .JKUNE,  Esq. 
Other  Clerks E  Skene,  Esq.  ;  W.  11.  Hamilton  (Joruon,  Esq.  ;  ('.  L.  AN-'-rRiTiiEi:,  E^q. 

(Clerk  attending  the  Taljle,  ;  Hon.    A.  McDonnell  :  A.  M.  UmiiNsoN,  Esq.  :   M.  W  St. 

John,  Esq.  :  V.  M.  Hiiujulph,  E.^q.  :  Hon.  E.  \.  Stonor;  H.  J.  E.  I^vhelev,  Esq.  : 

C.    HeAULAM,  Esq.  ;  J.  B.  HOTHAM,  Esq. 

Accountant <•'.  hULKEs,  Esq. 

Copyist Mr.  T.  A.  C  uirr  ;  Assist*int  Comist  - — Mr.  H.  P.  NoRRi.s. 

Messengers Mes.srs.  W.  Worfkll,  A.  A.  Worfell,  C.  E.  Chizlett,  A.  N.  Stole,  J.  W.  V. 

J.OCKE,  J.  McMillan,  (i.  Bennett. 

Lihrarian S.  Arthlr  Strong,  Esij. 

Assistant  Lihrarian A.  H.  M.  BUTLER,  Esq. 

Me.ssenger Mr.  W.  H.  CJ.  Strevens. 

Examinei-8  for  Standing  Orders C.  W.  Campion,  Esq.  ;  J.  E.  Symons  Jeune,  Es<i.  ;  Clerk 

J.  w.  CL  Bond,  Esq. 

(ii  nt'leman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod Gen.  Sir  Michael  A.  S.  Biddulph,  G.C.B. 

Veoiiian  Cshcr- -     C;in(ain  T.  D.  RuTLllJ. 

Serjeant  at -.\n I i.s .\lajor-(ioneraI  Sir  Arthlr  Ellis,  K.C.  V.O  ,  C.S.l. 


HER  MAJESTY^S  PRINCIPAL  OFFICERS  OF  STATE.— ((?(m<.)  Tii 

PRINCIPAL  OFFICERS  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS.— (6'owf.) 

Deputy  Serjeant-at-Arms S.  Hand,  Esq. 

Resident  Superintendent Mr.  J.  K.  Williams. 

Shorthand  Writer W.  H.  GURNEY  Salter,  Esq. 

Principal  Doorkeepers Messrs.  W.  Chandler, T£.  Fox,  F.  HolMan. 

Fir:st  Class  Assistants Messrs.  C.  Walker,  J.  Hedley,  J.  Lane. 

Second  Class  Assistants Messrs.  B.  Gallop,  H.  B.  Strevens,  G.  W.  Cross,  W.  Stoit. 

Third  Class  Assistants Messrs.  J.  Woolacott,  A.  A.  Edney,  J.  F.  Baum. 
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penses as  the  Treasury  may  certify  to  have  been  necessarily  incurred  by 
the  General  Medical  Council  under  any  Act  of  the  present  session,  to 
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(Sir  John  Gcnst,) 
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8ub-Hection: — *(!•)  The  provisions  of  the  Public  Libraries  Act,  1892,  shall 
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Tlie    iMi'd     Chancellor    for                  Lord  Monieagle  and  Brandon   ...     154 
Ireland  (Lord  Ashbourne)     153        Lord  Windsor 154 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Clause  10  agreed  to. 

Clause  11 : — 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  Sub-Section  2,  line  22,  to  leave  out  '  without  the  order  of  a  judge  in 
chambers  being  first  obtained.'  " — {Lord  Windsor.) 

TJie   Lard   Chancellor   (TJie  Lord  Windsor 155 

Earl  of  Halshury)         ...     155 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  11,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  12  and  13  agreed  to. 

Schedule. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  6,  to  leave  out  lines  29  and  30."— (Zorrf  Harris.) 

Agreed  to. 

Bill  recommitted  to  the  Standing  Committee;  and  to  h%  printed  as 
amended.     (No.  38.) 

Census  (Great  Britain)  Bill — House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order) ; 
Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  Standing  Committee  negatived ;  an4 
Bill  to  DC  read  the  Third  Time  on  Monday  next 1 56 

The  New  Education  Code— Grants,  Inspection,  etc. 

Discussion  :— 

LordReay 156        The  Earl  of  Kvmbtrley 163 

The  Lcn-d  President  of  the 

Cou/ncil    {The    Duke    of 

Devonshire)       360 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutM  before  Six  of  the  clock. 
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**  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That,'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to 
add  the  words,  *  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  provision  for  Universities  is 
totally  inadequate,  and  none  can  be  regarded  as  equitable  which  does  not  secure 
for  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  equally  with  other  members  of  the  com- 
munity, facilities  for  University  Education  without  violence  to  their  religious 
feeling,'  instead  thereof  "—(-flfr.  J.  P.  FarrelL) 

'That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 


Question  proposed, 
part  of  the  Question." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  T.  G.  Esmonde  (Kerry, 
W.)       209 

Mr.  Grant  Lawson  (York- 
shire, N.E.,  Thirsk)       ...     214 

Sir  William  Anson  (Oxford 
University)        221 

Mr.  William  Jones  (Carnar- 
vonshire, Arfon) 224 

Mr.  Lecky  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity)       230 

Mr.  Carvell  Jniliams  (Not- 
tinghamshire, Mansfield)       237 


Mr.  Malcolm(Suffolk,  Stounnarket) 

Mr.  Bryce  (Aberdeen,  S.) 

Sir  Mark  Stevxirt  (Kirkcudbright- 
shire)... 

Mr.  Samuel  Young  (Cavan,  E.)... 

Mr.  Armld-Forsier  (Belfast,  W.) 

Mr.  Dillon  (Mayo,  E.) 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) 

Mr.  J.  Morley  (Montrose  Burghs) 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  (Lmth,  N.)    ... 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes,  177  ;  Noes,  91. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 
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MiDWiVES  [Expenses] — Considered  in  Committee.    (In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Grant  Lawson,  Yorkshire,  N.K.,  Thirsk,  in  the  Chair.] 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Pariiament,  of  such  Expenses 
as  the  Treasury  may  certify  to  have  been  necessarily  incurred  by  the 
General  Medical  Council  under  any  Act  of  the  present  session,  to  secure 
the  better  training  of  Midwives,  and  to  regulate  their  practice." — (Sir 
John  Goi'st.) 

Mr,  Caldwell  {Lanarkshire^  Mid) •        300 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to 
the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Adjourned  at  two  minutes  after  Twelve  of  the  clock. 
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Standing  Orders  Committee — Report  from,  That  the  Standing  Orders  not 
complied  with  in  respect  of  the  Central  London  Railway  Bill  ought  to  be 
dispensed  with.  That  the  Standing  Orders  not  complied  with  in  respect 
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provided  that  the  powers  to  construct  Tramways  No.  1,  2,  and  so  much  of 
No.  3  as  lies  outside  the  burgh  of  Dumbarton,  be  struck  out  of  the  Bill. 
Read,  and  agreed  to 301 

Oowes  Pier  Bill  [h.l.] — Witnesses  ordered  to  attend  the  Select  Committee  ...     302 
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Army  and   Navy  Investment  Trast  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  New  Russia  Company 

Bill  [h.l.] — Committee  to  meet  to-morrow 'iW^ 
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Newtown  and  Llanllwchaiam  Urban  District  Qas  Bill  [h.l.]— Com- 
mittee to  meet  on  Friday  next  302 
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the  House  as  a  member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bills  in  the 
place  of  the  Viscount  Templeton  ;  read,  and  agreed  to       302 
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Foreign  Countries       303 
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Second  Reading  put  off  to  Thursday  next. 

Census  (Great  Britain)  Bill--[Third  Reading.] 
Order  of  the  day  for  the  Third  Reading  read. 
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On  Question,  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  the  third  time  (according  to  Order), 
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House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  before  Five  of  the  clock. 
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Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  143.] 

Sea  Fisheries  Bill— 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  {Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon)        336 

Mr.  Maurice  Healy  336 

Question  proposed,  that  the  Bill  bo  now  read  a  first  time. 

Mr.    Tennant  (Berwickshire)    336        Mr.  Ritchie        336 

Bill  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  Sea  Fisheries,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Ritchie  and  Secretary  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley. 

Sea  Fisheries  Bill — "To  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  Sea  Fisheries,"  pre- 
sented, and  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  ThunwA.^  ^ 
and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  144."| 

e  2 
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Finance  Bill — Considered  in  Committee. 

[Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  (Sheffield,  Hallam)  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  1  : — 
Amendment  proposed — 

"On  page  1,  line  16,  to  leave  out  the  words  *or  Ireland.*  " — {Mr.  John 
Redmond.) 

Question  proposed—  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  SmftMacNeill{D(megaly  Mr,    William    Redrmnd    (Clares 

S,)         344  E.) 358 

Mr,  Flynn  {Cork,  N.)        ...  346        Mr,  PinkerUm  {Galtuay)  ...  361 

The      Chancellor      of     the  Sergeant  Hemphill  {Tyrone^  N.)  362 

Exchequer  (Sir  M,  Hicks-  Mr,  Daly  {Monaghan,  S,)         ...  365 

Beach,  Bristol,  JV.)  350        Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  {Donegal, 

Sir  JFilliam  Harcaiirt  {Mon-  E.) 366 

mouthshire,  W.) 351         Dr,  Ambrose  {Mayo,  W,)        ...  368 

Mr,   Maurice  Healy  (Cork)  353        Mr,  J.  F,  X,  ffBiien 368 

Mr.  Doogan  {Tiji'one,  E.)  ...  356        Mr.  Flavin {Keiry,  N,) 369 

Mr.  Bartley  {Islington,  N.)  357        Mr.  Jordan  {Fermanagh,  S,)    ...  370 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided. — Ayes,  204 ;  Noes,  49.     (Division  List  No.  79.) 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  20,  to  leave  out  the  word  *  six '  and  insert  the  word  *  four  * 
instead  thereof." — {Mr.  Loxigh.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  six '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,    Buchanan    {Abei'deen-  Mr,    J,  A,   Pease  {Northumber- 

shire,  E,)  374  land,  Tyneside)  376 

Col,  Milvxxrd  {JFarwickshire,  Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach       377 

Stratford-on-Avon)        ...     375         Capt,  Sinclair  {Forfarshire)      ...  377 

Mr.  Daly  {Monaghon,  S.)         ...  378 
Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  135  ;  Noes,  62.    (Division  List  No.  80.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Clause  1  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.  Field  {Dublin,  St.  Pat-  Mr.  Labouchere  (Noiihamptm)  ...  384 

rick)       379         Mr.  James  Lcndher  {Kent,  Tlianet)  387 

Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach  . . .     383         Mr,  Edmund  liobertson  {Dundee)  389 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles  {Lynn  B4gis)  391 
Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  172 ;  Noes,  69.   (Division  List  No.  81.) 

Clause  2  : — 

Amendment  proposed, 

"In  page  1,  line 22,  to  leave  out  the  words  ' or  Ireland.'"— (ifr.  William 
Redmond.) 
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Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  *or  Ireland'  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  M,  Hicks-Beach  ...     400        Sir  William  Harccmrt 403 

Mr,  Loiigh  (Islington,    W,)     400         Mr.  Flynn        404 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  210  ;  Noes,  36.   (Division  List  No.  82.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Clause  2  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.  Dillon  {Mayo,  E.)      ...     409         Mr.  Edward  Barry  {Cork  Cotmty, 

Mr.  Daly 41*1  S.)     414 

Mr.  Flavin  412 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  179  ;  Noes,  29.   (Division  List  No.  83.) 

Clause  3. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  William  Bedmond.) — 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  progress  ;  to  sit  again  to-morrow. 

B01LER.S  Recjistration  and  Inspection — Committee  appointed  to  consider 
and  report  on  the  advisability  of  legislation  to  ensure  the  systematic  and 
regular  inspection  and  certification  of  boilers,  with  the  object  of  diminish- 
ing the  risk  to  life  and  property  arising  from  boiler  explosions. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quomm.— (3//*.  Anstndlier.) 415 


NEW  BILL. 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment — Bill  to  amend  the  Merchant  Ship- 
ping Acts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Field,  Mr.  Carew,  and 
Mr.  Clancy 415 


Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill— ''To  amend  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Acts,"  presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Wednesday,  4th  April,  and  to  be  printed.      [Bill  145 — 

Adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  after  Twelve  of  the  clock. 
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LORDS :    TUESDAY,  27th  MARCH,  1900. 

EOYAL  ASSENT. 

Commission — The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal  Assent — 1,  War  Loan  ; 

2,  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2) ;  3,  Census  (Great  Britain) 417 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Bany  Railway  (Steam  Vessels)  Bill  [ill.]— Falkirk  and  District  Water 
Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Cleethorpes  Gas  Bill  [k.L. J— Reported  from  the  Select 
Committee  with  amendments...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     417 

New  Russia  Company  Bill  [h.  l.]  — lieported  with  amendments       417 

Army  and  Navy  Investment  Trust  Bill  [H.L.]~Reported  with  amend- 
ments    417 

Mersev  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  Bill  [h.l.]— Governments  Stock  and 
otner  Securities  Investment  Company  Bill  [h.l.] — Read  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons      417 

Hamilton  Burgh  Bill — Brought  from  Commons ;  read  first  time,  and  referred 

to  the  Examiners         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     417 

Lee  Oonservanc^r  Bill — Message  from  the  Commons  for  leave  for  the  Lord 
Russell  of  Killowen  to  attend  to  be  examined  as  a  witness  before  the 
Select  Committee  of  that  House  ;  leave  given  for  his  Lordship  to  attend 
if  he  think  fit,  and  his  Lordship  consenting  thereto,  a  message  ordered  to 
be  sent  to  the  Commons  to  acquaint  them  therewith         417 

Leith  Burgh  Provisional  Order  Bill  [h.l.]— Read  third  time  (according 

to  Order),  and  passed,  afnd  sent  to  the  Commons  ...         ...         ...         ...     417 

Military  Lands  Provisional  Order  Bill— l^ad  second  time  (according  to 
Order),  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday 
next      418 

BETUHXS,  BEPORTS,  ETC. 

Trade  Reports— Annual  Series— No.  2391.    Texas  418 

Irish  Land  Conmission  (Agriciltural  Department) — Return  of  prices 
of  Irish  agricultural  produce  for  the  years  1881  to  1899  inclusive. 
Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table        418 

London  Government  Act,  1899  (Metropolitan  Boroughs)— Orders  in 
Council  for  the  establishment  of  the  Metropolitan  Boroughs  of  Holbom, 
St.  Pancras,  and  Stepney,  and  incorporating  the  councils  thereof  and  for 
other  purposes  connected  therewith.  Laid  before  the  House  (piu^uant  to 
Act),  and  to  be  piinted.     (No.  36) 418 

Public  Libraries  Bill  [h.lJ — Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee  with 
further  amendments.  The  Report  of  the  amendments  made  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  and  by  the  Standing  Committee  to  be 
received  on  Monday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  39)     418 
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Youthful  Oflfenders  Bill  [h.l.]— [Third  Reading]— Order  of  the  Day  for 
the  Third  Reading  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time."— (Z<?/y/  Janies  of 
Hereford.) 

Discussion  : — 

Lord  Monlcswell     i22         Lord  Norton       421 

Tlie  Lord  Privy  Seal  ( VtscoiuU 
Cross) 421 

On  Question,  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  third  time  accordingly. 

i\jnendment  moved — 

"In  page  4,  at  the  end  of  Clause  7,  to  insert,  as  a  new  clause,  *  The  power  of 
recalling  a  child  to  an  industrial  school  while  under  the  supervision  of  the 
managers  confen-ed  by  the  Industrial  Schools  Act  Amendment  Act,  1894,  shall 
be  exerciseable  in  respect  of  every  such  child,  whether  licensed  to  employment 
or  not.'  "—{Lord  MonkstoelL) 

Lo7'd  James  of  Hereford 424 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House,  withdrawn. 
Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Militia  and  Militia  Reserve  Statistics — Question,  Lord  Raglan ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)     425 

House  of  Lords  Offices— First  Report  from  the  Select  Committee  con- 
sidered (according  to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  of  the  clock. 
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PPdVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 

Private  Bills  [Lords]  (Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into 
COMPLIED  with) — Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  that,  in  the  case  of  the 
following  Bills,  originating  in  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First  Reading 
thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied  with,  viz. :— Donegal  Railway  Bill 
[Lords] ;  Lancashire  Inebriates  Acts  Board  Bill  [Lords] ;  Otley  Urban 
District  Council  Water  Bill  [Lords].  Ordered  that  the  Bills  be  read  a 
second  time     426 

Private  Bills  (Petition  for  Additional  Provision)  (Standing  Orders 
NOT  complied  with) — Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from 
one  of  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  that,  in  the  case  of  the 
Petition  for  additional  Provision  in  the  following  Bill,  the  Standing  Orders 
have  not  been  complied  with,  viz.: — Metropolitan  District  Railway  Bill. 
Ordered,  That  the  Report  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders 427 

Oity  and  South  London  Railway  Bill — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

[New  Title] 427 
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Grantham   Gas    Bill ;    Redhill   Gas   Bill — Read  the  third  time,  and 

passed 427 

Hartlepool  Gas  and  Water  Bill ;  Wetherby  District  Water  Bill- 
As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  ...         ...         ...     427 

Southport  Extension  and  Tramways  Bill  [By  OrderJ—Order  for 
consideration  of  Bill,  as  amended,  reaa. 

Mr.  Lough  (Islington,  jr.)  427 

Bill  ordered  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

Stockport    Corporation    Tramways   Bill    [By   Order]— As  amended, 

considered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  427 

London  United  Tramways  Bill  [by  Order] — Bill  read  a  second  time  and 
committed. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  Committee  on  the  London 
United  Tramways  Bill,  to  consider  whether  it  is  desirable  to  introduce 
into  the  Bill  provisions  to  secure  cheap  fares  for  the  labouring  classes,  and 
whether  amendments  should  be  made  in  the  clauses  with  this  object  in 
the  original  Acts  of  the  company  in  respect  to  the  number  of  cars  run,  the 
hours  at  which  the  cars  are  run,  the  maximum  and  minimum  fares 
charged,  and  whether  penalties  should  be  inserted  to  secure  the  objects  of 
the  clauses. — {Mr.  Loii^h.)      ...         ...         428 

Local  GtOVErnment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2) — Bill  to  con- 
firm two  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland 
relating  to  the  towns  of  Fethard  and  Skibbereen,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  and  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour 428 

Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill— ''To 

confirm  two  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  for 
Ireland  relating  to  the  towns  of  Fethard  and  Skibbereen,"  presented,  and 
read  the  first  time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for 
Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  147.]  428 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1) — Bill  to  confirm  certain 
Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating  to  Accrington, 
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visional Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating  to  Accrington, 
Chipping  Norton,  Gosport,  and  Alverstoke,  Kingswinford  (Rural),  Newport 
Pagnell,  and  Wirral  (Rural),"  presented,  and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be 
referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed. 
[BillUS.l        428 

Royal  Assent — Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commissioners. 
The  House  went,  and  being  returned, 
Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent  to : — 
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3.  Census  (Great  Britain)  Act,  1900        429 
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Finance  Bill — Considered  in  Committee. 

[Mr.  John  Ellis,  Nottinghamshire,  Rushcliffe,  in  the  Chair.] 
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Mr.    Hayden   {Roscommon^  Ths  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

S.)       458  {Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 

fr.) 460 

Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  5  agreed  to. 
Clause  G  : — 

Amendment  proposed —  • 

"  In  page  4,  line  13,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  the  United  Kingdom,'  and 
insert  the  words  *  Great  Britain '  instead  thereof." — {Mr  Flijnn.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  the  United  Kingdom  *  stand  part 
ol  the  clause," 


CoL  Kenyon-Slamy  {Shropshire, 

475 

Newport)      

492 

483 

Major  Basch  {EsseXy  S.E.)      ... 
Capt.  Pretyman  {Suffolk,  IFood- 

494 

485 

biidge) 
Mr.  R.  Jaspei^  More  {Shropshire, 

495 

490 

Lxidhw)       

495 

Mr,  Gretfon  {Derbyshire,  S.)    ... 

496 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  Clause  6  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  Cuthbert  Quitter  {Suffolk, 
Sudbury) 

Sir  M.  Ilich  Beach 

Sir  JVilliam  Harcourt  {Mon- 
mouthshire, JV.) 

Mr.  JVhiitaker  {Yorkshire, 
JF,R.,  Spen  Valley)     ... 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes,  223  ;  Noes,  31.     (Division  List  No.  85.) 

Clause  7  : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  pa^je  4,  line  29,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  The  United  Kingdom/  in  order 
to  insert  ihe  words  *  Great  Britain'  instead  thereof."— (3/r.  WUttam Redmond.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  The  United  Kingdom  '  stand  part 
of  the  clause." 

Mr.  Flytm  503 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  146  ;  Noes,  36.     (Division  List  No.  86.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Clause  7  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  Daly 507  Mr.  Flavin  507 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  126  ;  Noes,  36.     (Division  List  No.  87.) 

Mr.  Lough  (Islington,  W.)  formally  moved  to  omit  Clause  8. 

Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach  511 

Question,  "That  Clause  8  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put  and  negatived. 

Clause  9 : — 

Que3tion  proposed,  "  That  Clause  9  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  Albert  Rollit  {Islington,  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson  {Dundee)     513 

S.)        511  Mr,  Gibson  Howks  {Lynn  Regis)     514 

Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach         ...     512  Mr.  Lough  {Islingt(m,JF.)       .,.     514 

Mr.  JFarr  {Livopool,  E. 
Toxteih)  513 

Clause  put,  and  negatived. 
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Claav;  10:-- 

Amendment  propr>3ed  — 

*'  In  page  10,  line  28,  to  leive  out  the  words  *  or  any  other  person.'" — {Mr. 
Gibson  Bouries.) 

Qiie-Jtion  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clause." 

The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Wetjster,  hie  of  IFight)         515 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

''  In  pa^^e  5,  line  29,  after  the  words  '  death  of  the  deceased/  to  insert  the 
words  '  to  the  extent  to  which  a  benefit  accraes  or  arises  by  the  oessor  of  such 
^tate  or  interest.'  "—{Mr  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  Iiichinl  JVeh^t^r         516 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  Claufle  10,  page  5,  line  34,  after  the  words  last  inserted,  to  insert '  by  the 
deceased.' "— (>/r.  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  FiUihard  Webster         518 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  6,  line  36,  after  the  word  'assurance'  to  insert  the  word  'divesting.'  ' — 
(The  Attorney  General.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  *  divesting '  be  there  inserted. 

Mr.  Maurice  Healy  {Cork)  519 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  10,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  G,  line  3,  to  leave  out  sub-section  (I)." — [Mr.  Maurice  Healy.) 
Question  proposed,  "That  sub-section  (1)  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Discussion  :— 

TJie  Solicitor  Genei-al  {Sir  Mr.  Butcher  {Y(/rk)  524 

Robert   Finlay^   Inver-  Captain  Pretyman 525 

ness  Burghs) 521        Mr.  Maurice  Healy  528 

Mr.  Gibson  Boioles       ...  522 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Amendment  proposed- 
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"In  page  6,  line  7,  after  the  word  *  interest'  to  add :  *  Provided  that  where 


an  interest  in  expectancy  in  any  property  has  before  the  passing  of  this  Act 
been  bona  fide  sold  or  mortgaged  for  full  consideration  in  money  or  i 
worth,  then  no  other  duty  on  such  property  shall  be  payable  by  tne  pu 
or  morb^gee  when  the  interest  falls  into  i>ossession  than  would  have  been 


payable  if  this  section  had  not  passed  ;  and  in  the  case  of  a  mortgage  any 
higher  duty  payable  by  the  mortgagor  shall  rank  as  a  charge  subsequent  to 
that  of  the  mortgagee.'"— (il/r.  Courtney.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  Robert  Fmlay 530        Mr,  Gibson  Bowles        

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Gibmn  Bowks  ,,.     531         Sir  Robert  Finlay  

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  12:  — 

Mr.  Maurice  Healy  ...     532         Sir  Robert  Finlfd/ 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  :— 
Amendment  proposed — 

"In  jMige  6,  line  32,  after  the  words  *  Income  Tax,' to  insert  the  words 
*  (Ireat  Britain.'"— (if r.  Maurice  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach  ...     536        Mr.  Lough        

Question  put : — 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  29  ;  Noes,  165.     (Division  List  No.  88.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  : — 

Motion   made  and  Question   proposed,  "That   the  Chairman  do   report 
Progress  ;  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Mr.  Flynn.) 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  M.  Hicks- Beach            ...     541 
Mr.  Swift  MarNeill  {Done- 
gal, S.)  542 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  15,  16,  and  17  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Thursday. 

Ancient  Monuments  Protection  Bill — Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  4  : — 

Committee  Report  progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Thursday 

Business  of  the  House--  On  the  Motion  for  adjournment,  Mr.  Anstruther 


Mr.  John  Rednwncl  (JFaterford) 
Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach       


530 


531 


5  3  J 


537 


542 
543 


544 


iS4^ 


(St.  Andrews  Burghs) 

Uoase  adjourned  at  twenty -five  mmutea  U>  Tv«^\v^  c^l  \X\^  «i^^iOsJ^,- 
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Aliens— Return  presented,  relative  thereto  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary 
Paper,  No.  140,  of  Session  1899)  [Address  31st  January ;  Mr,  Je^se  Collings] 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  113.]        546 

Metropolitan  Cattle  Market— Accounts  presented  for  the  year  1899,  with 
an  account   of  extraordinary  Works  executed    otlier  than  the  general 
.    Repairs  for  the  same  period  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        546 
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Irish  Land  Commission  (Rules)— Copy  presented  of  Rule  made  by  the 
Irish  Land  Commission  under  the  Land  Purchase  Acts,  dated  the  19th 
March,  1900  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  546 

Railways  (Ireland)  Act,  1896  (Rules)— Copy  presented  of  Order  in 
Council,  dated  22nd  March,  1900,  amending  the  Railways  (Ireland)  Order, 
1897  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  546 

China  (No.  1,  1900) — Copy  presented  of  further  Correspondence  respecting 
the  Affairs  of  China  [in  continuation  of  China  (Nos.  1  and  2,  1899)]  [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table ...     540 

Corporal  Panishment  Bill— [Second  Reading]. 

Onler  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,   and   Question   proposed  : — **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time." — {Mr.  Hlutrton.) 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  *now,*  and  at  the  end  of  tlie  Question  to  add  the 
words  '  upon  this  day  six  months.'"— (ilfr.  Lloyd  Morgan.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.  H.  D.  Greene  {Shrews-  Mr.  Astjuifh  {Fifeshire,  E.)      ...  580 

hury) 561            The,  Se(retary  of   Shite  for   iJie 

Col.  Kenyon-Slaney  {Shrop-  Home Department{Sir M.lVliUe 

shire,  Newport) 569               Jtidley  {Lariciuihire,  Blackpool)  582 

J  Jr.  Farquharson  {Ahndeen-  Col.  hxkwood  {Essex,  Epping) ...  587 

shire,  IV.)         573           Mr.  Dillon  {Mayo,  E.)            ...  588 

Sergeant  IIemphill{Tyi'one,N.)  bib  Col.  Sandys  {Lancashire^  Bootle)  591 

Capt.  Phillpotts  {Devonshire,  Mr.  William    Redmond   {Clare, 

Torquay)  578  E.) 592 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided— Ayes,  72  ;  Noes,  195.     (Division  List  No.  89.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put  and  agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  put  off  for  six  months. 

Coal  Mines  Reffulation  Acta  Amendment  Bill— Second  Reading— Order 
for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Bnrlow.) 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.    Woods    {Essex,    Wah  Mr.  Banbury  {Cambenvell,  Peck- 

iham^itoiv)         597  Jmm) 598 

Mr.  Austin  {lAmerick,  W.)  599 

It  being  half-past  Five  of  the  clock,  the  debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 
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Highways  and  Bridges  Act  (1891)  Amendment  Bill— Considered  in 
Committee  ;  Committee  report  progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Wednesday 
next      ...         599 

Airdrie  and  Coatbridge  Tramways  Bill— Reported,  with  Amendments ; 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed      ...     599 

Business  of  the  House — On  the  motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House— Questions,  Sir  Henry  Fowler  (Wolverhampton,  K),  Mr.  Buchanan 
(Aberdeenshire,  K),  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  (Wiltshire,  Cricklade), 
and  Mr.  Galloway  (Manchester,  S.W.) ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol,  W.)      599 

Adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  before  Six  of  the  clock. 
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PJtlFATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 

The  Lord  ChancellOiI  acquainted  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  •  the 
Parliaments  had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  certificate  from  the 
Examiners  that  the  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bill 
have  not  been  complied  with — Portland  Urban  District  Gas.  The 
same  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table ...     601 

Edinburgh  District  Lunacy  Board  Bill  [h.l.]  -Reported  from  the  Select 

Committee  with  amendments  ...     601 

Cowes  Pier  Bill  [H.L.J—The  Queen's  consent  signified;  and  Bill  reported 

from  the  Select  Committee  with  amendments         ...         ...         ...         ...     601 

Exmouth  and  District  Water  BiU  [h.l.]— Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, That  the  promoters  do  not  intend  to  proceed  further  with  the  Bill; 
Ordered  that  the  Bill  be  not  further  proceeded  with  ...         ...         ...     601 

Pontefract  Park  Bill ;  Colonial  Bank  Bill— Read  2^,  and  committed  ...     601 

Lincoln  Corporation  (Tramways)  Bill  [h.l.] -Read  3^  and  passed,  and 

sent  to  the  Commons ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     601 

City  and  South  London  Railway  BiU ;  Grantham  Gas  Bill ;  Redhill  Oas 
Bill — Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1^ ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners        ...     601 

Military  Lands  Provisional  Order  Bill— House  in  Committee  (according 
to  order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  Standing  Committee  negar 
tived ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3«  to-morrow 601 

Oreat  Southern  and  Western  and  Waterford  and  Central  Ireland 
Railway  Companies  Amalgamation  Bill  [ill.]  ;  Great  Southern  and 
Western  and  Waterford,  Limerick,  and  Western  Railway  Companies 
Amalgamation  [ill.]  ;  Midland  Great  Western  Railway  of  Ireland  Bill 
[h.l.].  Moved  to  resolve.  That  it  is  desirable  that  the  Great  Southern  and 
\Vestcrn  and  ^^'aterford  and  Central  Ireland  Railway  Companies  Ainalga- 
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mation  Bill  [h.l.];  The  Great  Southern  and  Western  and  Waterford, 
Limerick,  and  Western  Railway  Companies  Amalgamation  Bill  [h.i..],  and 
the  Midland  Great  Western  Railway  of  Ireland  BillfH.lJ,  be  referred  to 
a  Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament. — {The  Earl  of  MorUy.) 

Discussion— 

Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon     603         The  CJuiirman  of  Committees  (The 
LardGreville  604  Earl  of  MorUy)         604 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  that  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Commons  to  communicate  this 
Resolution,  and  to  desire  their  concurrence. 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  &c. 

Trade   Reports — Annual  Series:  No.   2,392.      Trade    of  Curac^oa  and  its 

Dependencies 605 

China,  No.  1  (1900) — Further  correspondence  respecting  the  affairs  of  China 

(in  continuation  of  China,  Nos.  1  and  2).     (1899.) 605 

Colonies — Papers  relating  to  university  education  of  Roman  Catholics  in 

certain  colonies.  605 

Irish  Land  Commission  (Rules) — Rule,  dated  19th  March,  1900,  under 
the  Land  Purchase  Acts.  Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table : 606 

Railways   (Ireland)   Act,  1896   (Rules)— Order  in  Council,   dated   22nd 

March,  1900,  amending  the  Railways  (Ireland)  Order,  1897         606 

Metropolitan  Cattle  Market — Account  of  moneys  received  and  paid  by 
the  Chamberlain  of  the  City  of  London  in  relation  to  the  Metropolitan 
Cattle  Market,  for  the  year  1899  ;  also  an  account  of  extraordinary  works 
executed  other  than  general  repairs  for  the  same  period.  Laid  before  the 
House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table  606 

London  Government  Act,  1899  (Metropolitan  BoROUGHS)~Draft  Orders 
in  Council  for  the  establishment  of  the  metropolitan  boroughs  of  Chelsea, 
Finsbury,  Kensington,  and  Paddington,  and  incorporating  the  councils 
thereof,  and  for  other  purposes  connected  therewith.  Laid  before  the 
House  (pursuant  to  Act)  and  to  be  printed  [No.  40]  606 

Copyright  Bill  [h.l.] — [Second  ReadingI— Order  of  the  day  for  the 
Second  Reading  read.  Moved, — That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time  {Lord  Monkswell)  ^      

Discussion  : — 

The,  Secretary  for  Scotland  The    Lord    Cluincelhr   (T/ie 

{Lard  Balfour  of  Burleigh)     606  Earl  of  Halsbury)  ...     609 

The  Under-Secretary  of  State  Lai^d  Thring         609 

for  the  Colonies  {Ths  Earl 
ofSelbome)        608 

On  Question  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*    and  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 
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Thfi  UAUnnnf^  Ix^tfia  wttrt:  named  of  the  Select  Committee — L.  Cliazicellor, 
E  S^lb^>m'^r,  V.  Knut*f''/r'L  L.  Balfour,  L.  Hatherton.  L.  Monkswell, 
l>,  Turing,  1^  Fairer.  L.  U>U,r.  L.  Davey,  L.  Avebury.  The  Committee 
t^>  meet  on  Tuesday  next,  at  Twelve  o'clock,  and  to  appoint  their  own 
Chairrrjan. 

Oopyrij^t  ^Artistic;  Bill  [h.l.]  [Second  Reading].    Order  of  the  day  for 

tht:  Sec'jnd  Heading  read. 

/yW  MoiJcm^JJ 610 

Bill  rea/^J  2**  ^according  to  order;,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Thf;  I^orrl^*  following  were  named  of  the  Select  Committee — L.  Chancellor, 
K.  Sfrl!jor:io,  V.  Knut-jford.  L.  Bdfour,  L.  Hatherton,  L.  MonksweH 
L.  Thririg,  L.  P'arrer,  L.  \NVIby,  L.  Havey,  L.  Avebury.  The  Committee 
to  uvzfX  on  Tue.viay  next,  at  Twelve  o'clock,  and  to  appoint  their  own 
Chairman. 

Cor/AIAL   I>EFFA'r:E. 

77<^  A''/r/  ^//  (htnpenhwn    ...     6 1 1  The  Enrl  of  Skiborne       ...     615 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill  [h.l.]  — Fuiid.s  Availal)le.  Moved,  That  there  be 
laid  lif^forc  th^j  Hoii'ie  a  Return  of  all  the  funds  available  in  whole  or  in 
fiart  under  thf;  Ivlucation  (Scotland)  Bill  [h.l.],  and  the  purposes  for 
which  they  have  hitherto  l»een  used  by  the  various  county  and  burgh 
authoritioH  in  Scotland.  -(The  T/n-d  Tweedmouth.) 

The  S^rretarif  for  S^othn/l  ( Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh)     ...      619 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn.- 

KriLTATfON,  KTC,  ScHK.MES— Okders  IN  CouNCii^— Ordered,  That  where  by 
Statute  any  Hcheme  before  it  can  be  sanctioned  by  Onler  in  Council  is 
o^He^^rl  to  lii;  on  the  Tabic  for  a  prescribed  number  of  days,  it  shall  be 
Irtirj  tm  the  Tabic  in  a  printed  form,  and  not  otherwise ;  and  thereupon 
Hhall  fr^rthwith  be  circulated  to  the  Members  of  this  House. — (The 
MnrffiifAn  if  SnlUhnrjf.) 

Commissions  kok  Ykumanky  Officers — Que«tion,  Lord  Newton  ;  Answer, 

The  SecroUiry  of  State  for  War  (The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)     621 

Kktmiki)  Ahmy  Officers  in  the  Milpfia. 

hn'd  lUf/lan  622         The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne      ...     623 

SiTKiiSFj^siMN  OF  Mir.rriA  Officers    (Juestion,  Lord  Raglan ;  Answer,  The 

MarcjnoMH  of  LaiiK(Iowne         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     625 

lloMK    Defensive    Force- -Question,  The  l^^irl  of  Wcmyss;   Answer,  The 

Mar(|UOHH  of  LanHdownc         626 

XEir    BILL. 

Bale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Children  (Ireland)  Bill  [h.l.]— A  Bill 
to  prohibit  the  sale  of  iiito.xicating  liquors  to  children  was  presented  by 
Lord  SudK\v  (E.  Airan)  (for  the  Viscount  Templeton) ;  read  1«;  to  be 
printnd,  juul  to  bo  road  2^*  on  Tuesday  next.     [No.  4L] 

lloustt  adj(mrne<l  at  five  minutes  before  Kix  o^  the  clock. 
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COMMONS:  THURSDAY,  29th  MARCH,  1900. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Private  Bills  (Standing  Order  62  Complied  with). — Mr.  Speaker  laid 
upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for 
Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following  Bills,  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof.  Standing  Order  No.  62  has  been  complied  with,  viz. : — 
London  and  India  Docks  Joint  Committee  Bill.  Ordered,  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  ...         ...     627 

Private  Bill  Petitions  (Standing  Orders  not  Complied  with). — Mr. 
Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Petition  for  the  follow- 
ing Bill,  the  Standing  Orders  have  not  been  complied  Avith,  viz. : — 
Portland  Urban  District  Gas.  Ordered,  That  the  Report  be  referred  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders 628 

Land  Registry  (New  Buildings)   Bill— Ordered,  That  the  Examiners  of 
•   Petitions  for  Private  Bills  do  examine  the  Land  Registry  (New  Buildings) 
Bill,  with  respect   to  compliance  with  the  Standing  Orders  relative   to 
Private  Bills. — (J Jr.  Farqulmmon) 628 

Airdrie,  Coatbridge,  and  District  Water  Trust  Bill;  Morecambe 
Urban  District  Council  Gas  Bill ;  Osset  Corporation  Gas  Bill— Read  the 
third  time,  and  passed  628 

Great  Eastern  Railway  Bill ;  Great  Northern  Railway  Bill  j  North 
Warwickshire  Water  Bill ;  Spalding  Urban  District  Council  (Water)  Bill — 
As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  628 

Universal   Life   Assurance   Society  Bill   [Lords]   (Stamp  Duties)— 

Considered  in  Committee.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize 
the  imposition  of  the  following  Stamp  Duties  uj)on  certiiin  Memorials 
under  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  relating  to  the  Universal  Life 
Assurance  Society,  viz. : — For  and  upon  the  First  Memorial  enrolled  of 
the  names  of  persons  who  shall  be  deemed,  held,  and  taken  to  bo  Trustees 
of  the  Society,  the  sum  of  Five  pounds ;  and  upon  every  other  such 
Memorial  in  which  the  name  of  any  person  shall  for  the  first  .time  be 
inserted  as  a  Trustee  of  the  Society,  the  sum  of  Five  pounds.  Resolution 
to  be  reported  To-morrow      ...         628 

Lowestoft  Railway  Bill — Order  [19th  February]  that  the  Lowestoft 
Railway  Bill  be  committed,  read,  and  discharged.  Ordered,  That  the 
Bill  be  withdrawn — {Dr.  Farquharson)  629 

London  Water  (Purchase)  Bill  [by  Oi-der]— ^Order  read,  for  resuming 
Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [22nd  March],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed.     Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  Stuart  {Shai'cditch,  Hoxtm) 629 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  To  leave  out  the  word  *now  '  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the 
words  *  upon  this  day  six  months.'  "— ( J/r.  Whitmore.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  oi  t\i6  ^'b^XAsycv'" 
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Mr.  Samuel  Montagu  (Tower 

Hamlets,  JVhitechapel)  ... 

664 

039 

Mr,  Steadman  {Tower  Ham- 

lets, Stepney)      

665 

Sir   IFcdter    Fader  {Derby- 

shire, Ilkeston)    ... 

666 

044 

The  Secretary  to  the   Local 
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C^ucstion  put. 

Tlin  House  (lividod  :     Ayes,  151  ;  Xoes,  234.     (Division  List  No.  90.) 

Won  Is  a(l<lc<l. 

Miiiu  t/uestion,  .is  amondod,  put  and  agreed  to. 

Second  Ivi*ading  put  oft' for  six  months. 

London    Water    (Welsh    Supply)    Bill  [by    Order]— Order   for  Second 
Koading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  & 
second  time."— (J/r.  Steadman.) 

Amendment  proposed    - 

**  To  hvive  out  tliw  wonl  '  now'  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  aild  the 
words  *  upon  this  day  six  months.'  " — {Sir  Frederick  Di^on-Hartlnnd.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Discission  : 


The  President  of  the  Local 
(roremmetit  Board,  Mr.  CJuiplin 
(Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) 

Mr.  Sydn4<y  Buxion  (Tower  Hani- 
lets,  Poplar) 


Sir  J.  T.  hilhcyn  Llenrlyn 
(Stmnsea  Town)...         ...     674 
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Mr.  John    liu^rns  (Iiatter.<ea)     676 

.Mr.  Hrtfnmor  ,/o«'  ,<  (Sn\nu<ra 
i  district) 076 

Amendinont,  by  leiive,  withdrawn. 
Motion,  by  lt>avi\  withdrawn. 
Bill  withdrawn. 
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Finance  Bill — Considered  in  Committee. 

[Mr.  John  Ellis  (Nottinghamshire,  Rushcliffe)  in  the  Chair.] 

New  clause — 

"  (1)  If  any  manufacturer  of  tobacco  sliall  have  in  his  custody  or  po^f'Ses- 
sion  tit  for  sale,  or  shall  tender  for  drawback,  or  if  any  dealer  in  or  retailer 
of  tobacco  sliall  have  in  his  custody  or  possession  any  tobacco  containing  a 
greater  proportion  of  oil  than  3  per  cent. ,  he  shall  incur  an  excise  penalty 
of  £50,  and  the  tobacco  sliall  be  forfeited. 

(2)  The  expression  *  oil '  in  tliLs  section  includes  any  substance  of  a 
fatty  or  oilv  nature  which  may  l)e  present  in  telwicco,  and  the  expression 
'  fit  for  sale  shall,  f*s  respects  roll  or  cut  toliacco,  have  the  meaning  assigned 
to  it  by  Section  4  of  the  Customs  ami  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1887. 

(3)  In  computinj^  the  amount  of  moisture  in  one  hundred  pounds  of 
tobacco  for  the  purposes  of  that  part  of  Section  1  of  the  Manufactured 
Tobacco  Act,  1863  (as  amended  by  subse<[uent  Acts),  which  deals  with  ihe 
calculation  of  moisture  for  rlrawback.  any  iraction  of  a  pountl  of  moisture— 

(a)  if  it  is  over  any  number  of  entire  i)ounds  le%»s  than  fourteen,  shall 
be  treated  as  an  entire  pound,  and 

(6)  if  it  is  over  fourteen  entire  pounds,  or  any  numlier  of  entire  pounds 
exceeding  fourteen,  shall  be  dlsreganled  ; 

and  the  quantity  of  dry  tobacoo  shall  be  treated  &s  diminished  or  increased 
accordingly. 

This  sub-section  shall  not  ai)ply  to  snuff.''— (Tifre  ChnnrrUor  of  the  E^.- 
cAegiter.) — 
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Brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Sir  J,  A.  JVillox  {Live^-pool,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Everton)  721  (Sir  M,   Hicks  Bemh,   Bristol, 

)r.) 721 

Clause  (by  leave)  withdrawn. 
New  clause — 


*  Tlie  duty  to  be  paid  on  goods  or  commodities  deposited  in  a  customs 
ceise  warehouse  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  duty  cnariceable  at  the  date 
of  the  actual  removal  of  those  goods  or  commodities  from  the  warehouse,  and 


if  Wore  that  date  any  suras  shall  have  \teen  paid  in  respect. of  duty,  the 
difference  (if  any)  between  the  sums  so  paid  and  the  actual  duty  chargeable 
shall  be  paid  or  repaid,  as  the  case  may  he."— {The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer.)— 

Brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  Gibson  Bowles  (L/nn  Sir  JVilliam  Har court  (Monmouth- 

Refjis)     ...  722             shire,  JF.)      723 

Sir  M.  llich  Bench           ...  722         Mr.  Lough         724 

Mr.  Lough  {IsUnqton,  JF.)...  112,         Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach       724 

Sir  J.  Lmg  {Duiuiee)        ...  7 2 3 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added. 

New  clause — 

"  Estate  duty  shall  not  be  payable  on  an  estate  the  principal  value  of 
which  does  not  exceed  five  thousand  pounds  in  the  case  of  any  person  killed, 
or  dyin^  within  twelve  months  from  the  effect  of  any  wound  received,  in 
the  perK»rmance  of  his  duty  in  the  Navy,  the  Army,  or  other  forces  of  the 
Crown.  The  date  from  which  this  exemption  may  1>e  claimed  shall  be  the 
twelfth  day  of  October  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-nine.  The 
Treasury  may,  if  they  think  fit,  authorise  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue  to  remit  the  death  duties  in  any  case  of  an  estate  tiie  principal  value 
of  which  does  not  exceed  five  thousand  pounds,  when  the  person  loses  his  life 
in  the  performance  of  some  heroic  act  of  saving  or  attempting  to  save  another 
person  or  persons  from  danger,  disease,  or  accident." — {mr.  Bartley.) 

Brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,    Gallowmj   (Maw:he.<fer,  Mr.  Br oadhurst  (Leicester)         ...  733 

S.Jr.)     726  Mr,    Lmve    (Birmingham,    Edg- 

Mr,  Dillon  (Mayo,  E,)      ...  727  haston)  735 

Mr.  Butcher  ( York)  ...  729         Sir  M,  Hicks  Beach       737 

Capt.     Pretynian      (Suffolk,  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton  (Tower  Ham- 

froodhridge)       730  lets.  Poplar) 733 

Clause  by  leave  withdrawn. 
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New  clause — 

"  Section  7,  Sub-sectftjn  1,  of  the  Finance  Act,  1894,  shall  be  construed 
as  if  there  were  added  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  enactment : — 

1.  Where  on  the  death  of  any  person  subject  to  military  or  naval  law 
under  the  Army  Act  or  the  Naval  Discipline  Act  when  on  active  ser\'ice 
(within  the  meaning  of  that  expression  as  defined  in  the  Army  Act,  and 
extended  to  a  person  mibject  to  naval  law  or  engaged  in  naval  operations 
against  the  enemy),  the  principal  value  of  the  property  passing  on  the 
death  of  such  person  to  or  in  trust  for  his  mdow,  or  any  lineal  descendant 
of  such  person,  shall  not  exceed  five  thousand  pounds,  no  death  duties  (as 
defined  in  Section  13,  Sub-section  3,  of  the  principal  Act)  shall  be  leviable 
in  respect  of  such  property,  and  where  on  the  death  of  any  such  person  the 
principal  value  of  the  property  so  passing  shall  exceed  five  thousand  pounds 
m  determining  the  value  of  the  property  so  passing  for  the  purpose  of  estate 
duty,  an  allowance  of  five  thousand  pounds  shall  be  made  and  deducted  from 
the  value  thereof,  in  respect  of  which  five  thousand  pounds  no  such  death 
duties  as  aforesaid  shall  be  leviable. 

2.  Nothing  in  this  section  is  to  preclude  any  exemption  from  taking  effect 
which  would  have  been  applicable  if  this  section  had  not  been  enacted. 

3.  This  section  is  to  apply  and  have  effect. with  respect  to  any  death  since 
the  eleventh  day  of  October,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-nine." — 
( Captain  Pretyman . ) 

Brought  up,  and  reacl  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Discussion — 

Mr.     Mnddisoih     {SlipffiM,  Mr.  Dahj  {Monnghan^S,)  ...      747 

Brifjhfsule)         741  Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach  ...      749 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles  ...     745 

Question  put  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed : — 

New  clause — 

"  Section  2()  of  The  Customs  Consolidation  Act,  1876  (which  has  reference 
to  the  effect  of  changes  of  duty  on  existing  contracts),  shall  apply  to  the 
imposition  of  new  duties  as  well  as  to  increases,  decreases,  or  repeals,  and  as 
so  amende<l  shall  apply  to  duties  of  excise  as  well  as  to  duties  of  customs,  with 
the .  substitution  in  the  case  of  the  excise  duty  on  beer  of  the  time  of  the 
charge  of  the  duty  for  the  time  of  the  clearance  and  delivery  from  the  ware- 
house."— [Mr,  Longh.) 

Brought  up  and  read  the  first  and  second  times,  and  added. 

New  clause — 

"  A  conveyance  on  sale  made  for  any  consideration  in  respect  whereof  it 
is  chargeable  with  nd  valarcm  duty,  and  \n  further  consideration  of  a  covenant 
by  the  purchaser  to  make,  or  of  his  having  previously  made,  any  substantial 
improvement  of  or  addition  to  the  property  conveyed  to  him,  or  of  any 
covenant  relating  to  the  subject  matter  of  the  conveyance,  is  not  chargeable, 
and  shall  be  deemed  not  to  have  l^en  chargeable  with  any  duty  in  respect  of 
such  further  consideration."— (il/r.  Bond.) 

Brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  Bond  {Nottingluim,  E.)       749         Sir  M.  Hicks  Be^ch      750 

Mr.  Haldane  {Haddingtonshire)  750 

Question  put. 
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The  Committee  proceeded  to  a  Division ;  but  the  doors  of  the  No  Lobby 
having  been  opened  beforfe  the  Tellers  in  the  No  Lobby  were  present,  the 
Chairman  directed  the  Committee  to  proceed  again  to  a  Division : — Ayes, 
218 ;  Noes,  37.     (Division  List  No.  91.) 

Clause  added — 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles  754 

Schedules  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  the  Bill,  as  amended,  to 
the  House." 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes,  229;  Noes,  28.    (Division  List  No.  92.) 

Bill  reported,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.    [Bill  159.] 

Municipal  Trading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  Select  Committee  of 
five  membei*s  of  this  House  be  appointed  to  join  with  a  Committee 
of  the  Lords  to  consider  and  report  as  to  the  principles  which  should 
govern  powers  given  by  Bills  and  Provisional  Orders  to  municipal 
and  other  local  authorities  for  industrial  enterprise  within  or  without  the 
area  of  their  jurisdiction  ;  that  a  message  be  sent  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint 
their  Lordships  that  this  House  hath  appointed  a  Committee  of  five  mem- 
bers to  consider  and  report  as  to  the  principles  which  should  govern 
powers  given  by  Bills  and  Provisional  Orders  to  municipal  and  other 
local  authorities  for  industrial  enterprise  within  or  without  the  area  of  their 
jurisdiction ;  and  to  request  that  their  Lordships  will  be  pleased  to  appoint 
an  equal  number  of  Lords  to  be  joined  with  the  Members  of  this  House." 
— {Mr,  Ansiruiher.) 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  Broadhurst  (Leicester)...  757         Mr,  John  Burns  (Battersea)     ...  761 

Mr,    Gallaway   (Manchest^,  Mr,  Jeffreys  {Hampshire,  N,)    ...  765 

S.fV,) 759         Mr,  Haldane  {Haddingtonshire)..,  766 

Mr,      Edmund      Robertson  The  First  Lard  of  the  Treasury 

{Lhindee)           760            {Mr,    A.    J,    Balfour,    Man- 

The  President  of  tlie  Board  Chester,  E,)     769 

of   Trade    {Mr.    Ritchie,  Mr,  Dillon  {Mayo,  E,) 772 

Croydm)            760        Mr,  Jonathan  Samuel  {Stockton)  „  775 

It  being  midnight,  the  debate  stood  adjourned. 
Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday  next. 

Umy  (Annual)  Bill — Considered  in  Committee. 

[Mr.  Grant  Lawson  (Yorkshire,  N.R.,  Thirsk)  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  ;— 
Mr.  Caldwell  {Lanarkshire,  Mid)  776 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Clause  4 : — 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause  stand  part  ol  Wi^ ^\\\" 
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T'yf  r».>' .Sf>T^. ->  ./  <':yf-r  Ti'jr  J/-.  JlnKOffa,  Anvr) 777 

Gati^  5  : — 

}fr.C^:dvy.:         777         Fm  AUc^iyn  GemeraJHSir  Ekkard 

,\fr.  rrwJkarr:       77-  ^^4i^/ldi^  Wl§iU)         ...    779 

Committee  rep^^n  progress :  to  si:  a^ais  on  Mondar  next. 
CensiU  '  Ireland  j  Bill — Considrrei  in  Committee. 

•"Mr.  Gr.\nt  Laws^jn  'Yorkshire,  y.R.  ThirskX  in  the  Chair.] 

Mr.  r^yr.^'  (C.yrh  ^\^        779 

77i/  Af?<'rfi^^  Gfner'\fr/r  L-i^iid  iMr.  Atkins^,  Lmdmiar^  X.)        ...     779 

Bill  reported  without  amendment :  read  the  third  time,  and  paimod- 

Charitable  Loans   ^Ireland)  Bill — Motion  made  and  qoeatiati  pitypoaed, 

"  That  this  House  will,  upon  Mondav  next,  resolre  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill." 

Mr.  Dilhn  (Mauo.  E.)      ...     779        Mr.  Sinft  MacXnB  {Domagal^  S.)    780 
Mr.  Afkih^n         780         Mr.  Daly  {Mona^A,  S.)  ...     780 

Mr.  Speaker  having  ascertained  by  the  preponderance  ci  voioee  that  the 
majority  of  the  House  desired  that  the  Committee  shoold  be  deferred  till 
Monday  next,  Committee  deferred  accordingly  tiU  Monday  next. 

Goal  Mines  (Prohibition  of  Child  Labonr  Undergnnmd)  Bill— Bead  a 

second  time,  and  committed  for  Monday  next         ...  ...     780 

Adjoamcd  at  twenty-five  minntes  before  One  of  the  eloek. 
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Hammond  (0.  H.)  Company  Bill  [Lords]— Committed 781 

Scottish  American  Investment  Company,  Limited,  Bill  [h.l.] — ^A 
Dotition  of  Messrs.  Faithfull  and  Owen,  of  Dacre  House,  Victoria  Street, 
SVestminstor,  solicitors,  praying  that  Standing  Order  No.  91  may  be  dis- 
pen.s(Kl  with,  and  that  the  Bill  may  be  read  a  second  time ;  read  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table  ;  and  Standing  Order  No.  91  to  bo  considered  on  Mon- 
day next  in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with  in  respect  of  the  said  Bill...     781 

London,  Brig[hton,  and  South  Coast  Railway  Bill  [h.l.1— The  Queen's 
consent  signified;  and  Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Committee  with 
Amendments ...     781 
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Paignton  Urban  District  Water  Bill  [h.l.] — The  consent  of  the  Prince  of 
Wales  in  right  of  his  Duchy  of  Cornwall,  signified ;  and  Bill  reported 
from  the  Select  Committee  with  Amendments         781 

.    Kingston-upon-Thames  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.] — Reported  from  the  Select 

Committee  with  Amendments  781 

Bhymne^  Iron  Company  Bill  [h.l  ] ;  Newton  and  Llanllwchaiarn  Urban 
District  Gas  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Cork,  Bandon,  and  South  Coast  Railway  Bill  [h.l.1 
Gun  Barrel  Proof  Act,  1868,  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Great  Southern  and 
Western  Railway  Bill  [H.L.] ;  Imschenetzky's  Uralite  Patent  Bill  [h.l.] — 
Reported  with  Amendments 781 

J  London  Sea  Water  Supply  Bill  [h.l.1 — Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
That  the  Committee  nad  not  proceeded  with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill, 
the  opposition  thereto  having  been  withdrawn ;  read  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table  ;  the  orders  made  on  the  27th  of  February  last  and  8th 
instant  discharged ;  and  Bill  committed  for  Tuesday  next 781 

Sunderland  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.];  North-Eastern  Railway  Bill  [h.l.]; 
North-Eastern  Railway  (Steam  Vessels)  Bill  [h.l.] — Report  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection,  That  the  Earl  of  Harewood  be  proposed  to  the  House 
as  a  member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bills  in  the  place  of  the 
Lord  Blythswood ;  read  and  agreed  to        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     782 

Motherwell  Water  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Church's  Patent  Bill  [h.l.]— Read  3«,  and 

passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons     ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     782 

I  Airdrie,  Coatbridge,  and  District  Water  Bill ;  Hartlepool  Gas  and  Water 
Bill ;  Morecambe  Urban  District  Council  (Gas)  Bill ;  Ossett  Corporation 
Gas  Bill ;  Southport  Extension  and  Tramways  Bill ;  Southport  Corporation 
Tramways  Bill ;  Wakefield  Corporation  Market  Bill :  Wetherby  District 
Water  Bill — Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1«;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners        '    782 


miitary  Lands  Provisional  Order  Bill— Read  3«  (according  to  Order),  and 
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782 


Mercantile  Marine  (Colour  Tests)— Report  on  the  sight-tests  used  in  the 
Mercantile  Marine  for  1899  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper 
[C.-9248]) :  Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table     ...     782 

Militia  Act,  1882  (Deputy  Lieutenants) — I.  Return  of  descriptions  of 
qualifications  of  deputy  lieutenants  lodged  during  1899,  as  furnished  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  II.  Return  of  deputy  lieutenants  displaced 
during  1899,  as  furnished  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Laid  before 
the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table       783 

PETITION, 

Inebriates  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill  [h.l.]— Petition  in  favour  of,  of 

County  Council  of  Renfrew  ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table         ...     783 

Census  (Ireland)  Bill— Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1»;  and  to  be 

printed.     (No.  42.) "l^^ 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes  \>eloT^  ¥Vn^  ol  \)cv^  cVo^. 
e2 
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COMMONS:  FRIDAY,  30th  MARCH,  1900. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Private  Bills  [Lords]  (Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into 
Complied  with). — Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the 
following*  Bill,  originating  in  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into,  and 
which  are  applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied  with,  namely — Higham 
Ferrers  Water  Bill  [Lords].     Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time     783 

Hartlepool  Oas  and  Water  Bill ;  South  port  Extension  and  Tram^^ays  Bill ; 
Stockport  Corporation  Tramways  Bill ;  Wakefield  Corporation  Market 
Bill ;  Wetherby  District  Water  Bill.     Read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...     784 

Brighton  Oorporation  Bill.     As  amended,  considered ;  a  Clause  added  ;  an 

Amendment  made ;  Bill  to  be  road  the  third  time 784 

Market  Weighton  Drainage  and  Navigation  Bill— As  amended,  con- 
sidered; a  Clause  added;  an  Amendment  made:  Bill  to  be  read  the 
third  time 784 

St.  David's  Railway  (Abandonment)  Bill— To  be  read  a  second  time  upon 

Thursday,  26th  April 784 

Universal  Life  Assurance  Society  Bill  [Lords]  [Stamp  Daties].~Reso- 

lution  reported  : — "  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  imposition  of  the 
following  Stamp  Duties  upon  certain  Memorials  under  any  Act  of  the 
present  session  relating  to  the  Universal  Life  Assurance  Society,  namely, 
for  and  upon  the  First  Memorial  enrolled  of  the  names  of  persons  who 
shall  be  deemed,  held,  and  taken  to  be  Trustees  of  the  Society,  the  sum  of 
Five  pounds ;  and  upon  every  such  Memorial  in  which  the  name  of  any 
person  shall  for  the  first  time  be  inserted  as  a  Trustee  of  the  Society,  the 
sum  of  Five  pounds.  Resolution  agreed  to.  Ordered,  That  it  be  an 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  on  the  Universal  Life  Assurance  Society 
Bill  [Lords]  that  they  have  power  to  make  provision  therein  pursuant  to 
the  said  Resolution. — {Dr,  Farquhar$<m)      784 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.    3)— Bill  to  confirm  certain        ^ 
Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  the  Electric  Lighting     / 
Acts,  1882  and  1888,  relating  to  Allerton,  Much  Woolton,  Little  Woolton, 
and  Childwall,   Barnet,   Barnstaple,  Birkenhead  (Extension),  Bonc]^j|L 
Boston,  Briarfield,  Egremont,  Hyde,  and  Sudbury,  ordered  to  be  J^^^^f 
in  by  Mr.  Ritchie  and  Mr.  Hanbury  .  .         ^ 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill— "To  conftj 

Provisional  Orders    made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  thf  1 

Lighting  Acts,    1882  and  1888,  relating  to  Allerton,  Much  | 
Little  Woolton,  and  Childwall,  Barnet,  Barnstaple,  Birkenbet 
sion),    Bonchurch,    Boston,  Brierfield,  Egremont,  Hyde,  and  t 
presented    accordingly,    and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  refer 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed. 

Hastings  Tramwavs  Bill^Wellingborough  and  District  Tramio 
Reported,  with  Amendments  ;  Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  a 
printed 
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Railway  Bilus  (Group  3>— Mr.  Hobhouse  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Group  3  of  Railway,  etc.,  Bills,  That  for  the  convenience  of  parties,  the 
Committee  had  adjourned  till  Wednesday  next,  at  half -past  eleven  of  the 
clock.    Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table 785 

Hamilton,  Motherwell,  and  Wishaw  Tramways  Bill— Reported,  with 

Amendments  ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed 785 

Railway  Bills  (Group  2) — Mr.  Jeffreys  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Group  2  of  Railway  and  Canal  Bills,  that  for  the  convenience  of  parties, 
the  Ck)mmittee  had  adjourned  till  Tuesday  next,  at  half -past  eleven  of  the 
clock.     Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table  785 

London  County  Council  (Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land)  Bill- 
Reported  [Parties  do  not  proceed] ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table 785 

Privatb  Bills  (Group  A.) — Sir  William  Houldsworth  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Group  A  of  Private  Bills,  That  Sir  Gorge  Pilkington,  one  of 
the  Members  of  the  said  Committee,  was  not  present  during  the  Sitting  of 
the  Committee  this  day ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table      785 

MlSSAOB  FROM  THE  LoRDS — That  they  have  passed  a  Bill  intituled,  '<  An  Act 
to  confer  further  powers  upon  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Lincoln  with 
respect  to  tramways,  and  to  authorise  the  Corporation  to  construct  new 
tramways,  and  to  work  tramways  within  and  without  the  city  ;  and  to 
borrow  money ;  and  for  other  purposes."  Lincoln  Corporation  (Tramways) 
Bill  [Lonk]. 

And  also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  for  rendering  valid  certain  Letters 
Patent  granted  to  Melvin  Batchlor  Church  for  the  manufacture  of  an 
improved  compound  for  coating  and  decorating  walls  and  other  surfiicos, 
and  for  the  production  of  casts  or  mouldings,  and  for  analogous  pur{)osos. 
Church's  Patent  BiU  [Lords]. 

Great  Southern  and  Western  and  Waterford  and  Central  Ireland  \h\\\- 
way  Companies  Amalgamation  Bill  [Lords J,  Great  Southern  and  Wostorn 
and  Waterford,  Limerick,  and  Western  Railway  Companies  Ain.ilg:unati(ui 
Bill  FLords],  and  Midland  Great  Western  liailway  of  Ireland  Hill  [Lords], 
— ^Tnat  they  have  come  to  the  following  resolution,  namely,  **Tl»at  it  is 
desirable  tnat  the  Great  Southern  and  Western  and  Waterfotxl  and 
Central  Ireland  Railway  Companies  Amalgamation  Bill  [Lonlsj.  the  (treat 
Southern  and  Western  and  Waterford,  Limerick,  and  Western  iCailwav 
Companies  Amalgamation  Bill  [Lords],  and  the  Midland  (irivit  W  rstii  n 
Railway  of  Ireland  Bill  [Lords],  be  referred  to  a  .loint  Committee  <»f  IkuIi 
Koufles  of  Parliament  **  7m» 

yiififtftln  Oorporation  Tramways  Bill  [Lords] ;  Church's  Patent  Hill 
[Lords] — ^K^  the  first  time;  and  referred  to  the  Kxaminoi's  of  IVtiiionsi 
for  Private  Bills  V.m\ 

Privatb  Bills  (Group  B) — Mr.  Oldroyd  reported  from  the  (\»n»initiee  on 
OroupB of  Private  Bills,  That  to  meet  the  convenience  of  larties,  they 
had  adjourned  till  Tuesday,  3rd  April,  at  Eleven  of  tlie  eliK-k  ;  Ke|H)rt  id 
He  upon  the  Table      7.Mi 

PETITIONS. 

PdBHiiilD  Urban  District  Gas — Petition  for  Bill;  rcfernnl  to  iheSeleti. 

'Gommittee  on  Standing  Orders        !>'< 
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The  Secretary  to  Admiralty  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 

(Mr:  Macartney^  Antrim^  {Mr,     Ooschen,    SL     George^s, 

k)         825  Hanover  Square)       829 

jStr    U.    Kay    Shuttleworth  Commander    Bethell    {Yorkshire^ 

{Lancashire,  Cliiheroe)  ...  828  E.R,  Holdemess)      830 

Question  put  and  negatived. 
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Hanson,  and  Sir  Elliott  Lees;  and  had  appointed  in  substitution  Mr. 
Macaleese,  Colonel  Kenyon-Slaney,  and  Mr.  Giles.  Report  to  lie  upon 
the  Table         830 


NEW  BILLS. 

Shop  Hours  Act  (1892)  Amendment — Bill  to  amend  The  Shop  Hours  Act, 
1892,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Steadman,  Mr.  John  Burns,  Sir 
Charles  Dilke,  and  Mr.  Woods  

Shop  Hours  Act  (1892)  Amendment  Bill— "To  amend  The  Shop  Hours 
Act,  1892,"  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Wednesday,  2nd  May,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  161.]         830 

Court  of  Criminal  Appeal — Bill  to  establish  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal 
ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  John  Bums,  Mr. 
Brynmor  Jones,  Mr.  liichards.  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  and  Mr.  Woods  ...     830 
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upon  Wednesday,  2nd  May,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  162.]         830 

Vaccination. — Bill  to  declare  the  Law  that  no  prosecution  shall  be  com- 
menced without  the  authority  of  the  Guardians,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Channing,  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  and 
Mr.  Steadman 

Vaccination  Bill.  — "  To  declare  the  Law  that  no  prosecution  shall  be  com- 
menced without  the  authority  of  the  Guardians,"  presented,  and  read  the 
first  time  ;  to  bo  read  a  second  time  upon  Wednesday,  2nd  May,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  163.]         831 


SUPPLY. 

Civil  Service  Estimates. — Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Main  Question  [23rd  March],  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Physical  and  Military  Instruction  in  State-aided  Schools. 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  J,  Fergusson  {Manchester,  Mr.  John  Burns  (Battersea)      . . .     843 

AT.i;.) 831        Sir  Mark  Steivart  {Kirkcudbrighi' 

Mr.     Yoxall     {Nottingham,  shire) 848 

W.)       838 

The    Vice-President    of   the 

Committee  of  Council  on 

Education  {Sir  J.  Gorst, 

Cambridge  University)...     840 
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British  Commercial  and  Poutical  Interests  in  China. 


Sir  Eduoard   Grey  {Northurnber- 

hnd,  Berwick)  889 

Mr,  Yerburgh  {Chester) 895 

Sir  Charles  Dilke  (Gloucestershire, 

Forest  of  Dean)  898 

Mr.  Malcolm  (Suffolk,  Stowmarhet)  901 

Sir  John  Colomb  (Great  Yarmouth)  904 


Discussion  : — 

Mr,    Joseph  Walton  (York- 
shire, W,K,  Barnsley)  ...     848 
Lord  BaUarres  (Lancashire, 

Charley) 864 

Mr,  Moan  (St,  Panrcas,  K)     868 
Mr,    Buchanan    (Aberdeen- 
shire, E,)  870 

Capt.  Sindair  (Forfarshire)     875 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr, 
Brodrick,    Surrey,   Guild- 
ford)       879 

Question  put^  and  agreed  to. 


SUPPLY — Considered  in  Committee. 

[The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  A.  Graham  Murray,  Buteshire)  in  the  Chair.] 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  1900-1901. — Class  I. 

1.   JC29,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Royal  Palaces  and  Marlborough 
House. 


Mr,  Weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty).,, 
Mr,  GUison  Bowles  (Ly^nn  Regis) 
Mr,  John  Burns  (Battersea) 

Mr,  Akers  Douglas        

Mr,  Caldwell      


Discussion  :— 

Mr.  CaldweU  (Lanarkshire, 

Mid)      905 

The  First  Commissioner  of 

Works(Mr,  Akers  Douglas, 

Kent,  St,  Augustine's)  ...     906 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposd,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
J673,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to 
defray  the  charge  which  will  come  in  course  ot  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1901,  for  the  Koyal  Parks  and  Pleasure 
Gardens." 


907 
907 
908 
909 
909 


Mr,  OHison  Bowles.,, 


909         Mr,  Caldwell 


909 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,   not  exceeding 
£72,900,  be  granted  for  the  said  service." — (Mr.  Caldwell,) 


Discussion  : 


Mr.  Akers  Doughs 
Mr.  John  Bums    ,, 


911 
911 


Mr,  W,  A,  McArthur  (Cornwall, 
St,  Austell) 


912 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawi). 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 


Discussion  :— 

Mr.  Weir            913 

Mr.  Caldwell       913 

Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien  (Kit- 
kemy) 913 

Mr,  Akers  Douglas 
Mr,  Gibson  Bowles 
Mr,  John  Burns 

...     913 
...     914 
...     916 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to.      ^ 
Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
jB22,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary 
to  defray  the  charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  fist  day  of  March,  1901,  for  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
Buildings.' 

Mr,  Swift  MacNeill  (Donegal,  S,)  915 

It  being  midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to 
the  House. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  also  report 
Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Adjourned  at  five  minates  after  Twelve  of  the  clock. 


LORDS :  MONDAY,  2nd  APRIL,  1900. 
PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the 
Parliaments  had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates  from  the 
Examiners  that  the  further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  following 
Bills  have  been  complied  with: — Hamilton  Burgh;  Redhill  Gas; 
Grantham  Gas.  And  also  the  Certificate  that  the  Standing  Orders 
applicable  to  the  followingBill  have  not  been  complied  with  :— Bray 
Urban  District  Council.     The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table    917 

Ezmouth  Urban  District  Water  Bill  [h.l.];  Mountain  Ash  Water  Bill 

[h.l.]. — Reported  from  the  Select  Committee  with  Amendments 917 

Edinburgh  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.] — The  Queen's  consent  signified;  and 

Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Committee  with  Amendments  917 

Burnley  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.] — Reported  from  the  Select  Committee  with 

Amendments ^17 

Colonial  Bank  Bill — ^Reported  without  Amendment 917 

Cowes  Pier  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Southampton  Harbour  Bill  [h.l.]  Read  the  third  time, 

and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons  917 

Oreat  Berkhampstead  Water  Bill  [h.l.]— Read  the  third  time ;  Amend- 
ments made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons  917 


New  Russian  Company  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Army  and  Navy  Investment  Trust 
Bill  rH.L.1 ;  Barry  Railway  (Steam  Vessels)  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Cleethorpes  Gas 
Bill  [H.L.J— Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons  ...     918 


Bdinbnrgh  District  Lunacy  Board  Bill  [h.l.]— Read  the  third  time; 

Amendments  made ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons  918 
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Scottish  American  Investment  Company,  Limited,  Bill  [h.l.]— Standing 
Order  No.  91  considered  (according  to  order),  and  dispensed  with,  with 
respect  to  the  said  Bill ;  and  Bill  read  the  second  time      918 

Cheshire  Lines  Committee  Bill;  Great  Eastern  Railway  Bill;  Great 
Northern  Railway  Bill ;  Spalding  Urban  District  Council  (Water) 
Bill — Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  the  first  time  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners        918 

Oreat  Central  Railway  Bill  [h.l.1;  Deame  Valley  Railway  Bill  [h.l.]; 
Neath  Harbour  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Taff  Vale  Railway  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Fishguard  and 
Rosslare  Railways  and  Harbours  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Rhymney  Railway  Bill  [h.l.]  ; 
Cork  Electric  Tramways  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  South  Essex  Water  Board  Bill  [h.l.]  ; 
South  Essex  Water  Bill  [h.l. J — Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
That  the  following  Lords  be  proposed  to  the  House  to  form  the  Select 
Committee  for  the  consideration  of  the  said  Bills,  viz. — E.  Lauderdale 
(Chairman),  K  Camwath,  L.  Barnard,  L.  Sudley  (E,  ArranY  L.  Farquhar ; 
agreed  to;  and  the  said  Lords  appointed  accordingly.  The  Committee 
to  meet  on  Wednesday  the  second  of  May  next,  at  eleven  o'clock ;  and 
all  petitions  referred  to  the  Committee,  with  leave  to  the  petitioners 
pra3ring  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against  the  Bills  to  be  heard  as  desired,  as 
also  counsel  for  the  Bills        918 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 

Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series) — No.  2393.  France  (Trade  of  La  Rochelle 

and  District  for  the  year  1899)        919 

CHARnr  OoMinssiON  (England  and  Wales) — Forty-seventh  Report  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners.  Presented  [by  Command],  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table 919 

India  (Loans  Raised  in  England) — Return  of  all  loans  raised  in  England 
under  the  provisions  of  any  Acts  of  Parliament  chargeable  on  the 
revenues  of  India  outstanding  at  the  commencement  of  the  half-year  ended 
on  the  31st  March,  1900,  with  the  rates  of  interest  and  total  amount 
payable  thereon,  etc. ;  laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 919 

PETITION, 

Education  (Revised  Code) — Petition  for  postponement  of  the  proposals 
recommended  with  regard  to  the  assessment  of  the  grants ;  of  the  Barrow- 
in-Furness  School  Board ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 919 

Prevention  of  Corruption  Bill  [h.l.]— [Second  Reading]— Order  of  the 
Day  for  Second  Reading  read.  Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time. — (Lord  Russell  of  Killmven.) 

Discussion  :— 

The    Lord    Chancellor  (Tlie  Lord  James  of  Hereford  ...     920 

Earl  of  HaUhury)         . . .     920        Ijord  Russell  of  Killowen  ...     922 

On  Question,  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  the  second  time  accordingly. 

Public  Idbrariet  Bill  [h.l.] — Amendments  reported  (according  to  order). 

Lcn-d  Windsor       925        The  Lard  Pripy  Seal  (Viscount 

Cross)  925 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  on  Thursday  next. 

Adjourned  at  ten  minntes  before  ¥We  oi  t\ie  oXwiV,  \)^TQ->\Qt\Q^  ^ 
half -pafit  Ten  oi  lYi^  dwV.. 


Ixxviu  TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

April  2.1  ^  Pa^ 

COMMONS :  MONDAY,  2nd  APRIL,   1900. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 

Land  Registry  (New  Buildings)  Bill  (Standing  Order  ooBfPLiSD 
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29th  day  of  March,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following  Bill,  the  Standing 
Orders  which  are  applicable  thereto  have  been  complied  with,  viz. : — 
Land  Registry  (New  Buildings)  Bill.  925 

Private  Bills  [Lords]  (Standing  Orders  not  previously  inqxhred  into 
COMPLIED  with) — Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That  in  the  case  of  the 
follo>ving  Bills,  originating  in  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First  Reading 
thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied  with,  viz. : — Government  Stock 
and  other  Securities  Investment  Company  Bill  [Lords] ;  Newport  (Mon- 
mouthshire) Gas  Bill  [Lords].  Ordered  That  the  Bills  be  read  a  second 
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Provisional  Order  Bills  (Standing  Orders  applicable  thereto  com- 
plied with) — Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That  in  the  case  of  the  following 
Bills,  referred  on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  which 
are  applicable  thereto  have  been  complied  with,  viz. : — Electric  Lighting 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  1 )  Bill ;  Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Order 
(No.  2)  Bill ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Order  (No.  1)  Bill.  Ordered, 
That  the  Bills  be  read  a  second  time  to-morrow 926 

Provisional  Order  Bills  (no  Standing  Orders  applicable)  —  Mr. 
Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That  in  the  case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred 
on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  no  Standing  Orders  are  applicable,  viz. : — 
Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill  Ordered, 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  to-morrow        926 

Private  Bill  Petitions  (Standing  Orders  not  complied  with) — Mr. 
Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Petition  for  the 
following  Bill,  the  Standing  Oi-ders  have  not  been  complied  with,  viz. : — 
Bray  Urban  District  Council — Ordered,  That  the  Report  be  referred 
the  Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders 927 

Cheshire  Lines  Committee  Bill— Read  the  thiitl  time,  and  passed 927 

Qreat  Eastern  Railway  Bill— Read  the  third  time,  and  passed.    [New 

Title.] :..     927 

Oreat  Northern  Railway  BUI ;  North  Warwickshire  Water  Bill ;  Spalding 

Urban  District  Council  (Water)  Bill — liead  the  third  time,  and  passed    ...     927 

Great  Yarmouth  Port  and  Haven  Bill— As  amended,  considered ;  Amend- 
ments made  ;  Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time    927 

Beading  Corporation  (Tramways)  Bill ;  Southport  Water  Bill ;  Widnes 
and  Riuicorn  Bridge  Bill — As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the  third 
time      927 
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Donegal  Railway  Bill  [Lords] ;  Dundee  Harbour  Bill  [Lords] ;  Lancashire 
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Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)— Bill  to  confirm  certain 
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Dewsbury,  Llandudno,  Macclesfield,  Manchester,  Newton-in-Makerfield, 
Wigan,"  presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  164]     927 

Bradford  Corporation  Bill— Ordered,  that  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken 
on  the  Bradford  Water  and  Improvement  Bill,  in  Session  1881,  the  Pudsey 
Gas  Bill,  in  Session  1887,  and  the  Bradford  Tramways  and  Improvement 
Bill,  in  Session  1899,  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Police  and 
Sanitary  Regulations  Bills. — (Mr,  Caldwell)  928 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders— Copy  ordered,  "of  Memorandum 
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included  in  the  Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill." — 
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Exeter  Corporation  Bill — Reported  with  Amendments ;  Report  to  lie  upon 

the  Tabfc,  and  to  be  printed 928 
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supply  to  the  burgh ;  and  to  make  and  maintain  new  and  additional 
waterworks ;    and  for  other  purposes."     Motherwell  Water  Bill  [Lords]     929 

Motherwell  Water  Bill  [Lords] — Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to  the 

Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     929 

PETITIONS. 

Bcclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland)  Bill— Petitions,  in  favour,  from 

Dingwall ;  Chirnside ;  Nairn ;  and  Edinburgh  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table     ...     929 
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Table 929 
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RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Charity  Commission  (England  and  Wales) — Copy  presented,  of  Forty- 
seventh  Keport  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  for  England  and  Wales  [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 930 

Parliamentary  Constituencies  (Electors,  <fec.)  (Unfted  Kingdom) — 
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East  India  (Loans  Raised  in  England)— Copy  presented,  of  Return  of 
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Civil  Skkvicks,  1900-1901  (Si  perannuation  and  Retired  Allowances) — 
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Public  Accounts  (Navy  Votes) — Copy  presented,  of  Treasury  Minute,  dated 
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PUBLIC  BUSINESS, 

Workmen's  Oompensation  Act  (1897)  Extension  Bill— Reported,  with 
Amendments,  from  the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  &c.  Eeport  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No.  1 23.]  Minutes  of  the  Proceedings 
of  the  Standing  Committee  to  be  printed.  [No.  123.]  Bill,  as  amended 
(by  the  Standing  Committee),  to  be  taken  into  consideration  upon 
Monday,  30th  April,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  1 65]  958 

Finance  Bill — ^As  Amended,  considered. 
New  Clause — 

"  (1)  Where  any  pei'son  dies  from  wounds  inflicted  or  disease  contracted, 
within  twelve  months  before  death,  while  on  active  service  against  an  enemy, 
whether  on  sea  or  land,  and  was,  when  the  wounds  were  inflicted^or  the  disease 
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passing  upon  the  death  of  the  deceased  to  his  widow  or  children. 
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Mr.  Bartley  (IslingUmyN.) ...  961  bridge) 962 

Mr.      Maddison      (Sheffield,  Mr.  Butcher  (York)        962 

Brightside)          961         Sir  Henry  Fowler  (Wolverhampton^ 

Mr.  Grant  Lawson  ( Yorkshire,  E.)       963 

N.B.,  Thirsk)      962         The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Bichard 

Mr.    SidTiey   JBvacion  (Tower  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)           ...  963 

Hamlets,  Poplar) 962        Mr.  William  Moore  (Antrim,  N.)  963 

Mr.     Galioway    (Ma/nchester, 

S.W.)       962 

Queation  put,  and  agreed  to. 

/2 
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words  "  accident  occurring,"  and  by  inserting,  in  line  4,  after  the  word 
"inflicted,"  the  words  "the  accident  occurred." — Mr,  GhaneeUor  of  the 
Exchequer,) 

Mr.  Orant  Lawson  964 

Clause  amended  by  inserting  in  line  8,  after  the  word  "  remit,"  the 
words  "or  in  the  case  of  duty  paid,  repay." — (Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,) 

Amendment  proposed — 

'    "In   line    12,    after   the   word  'his'    to   insert  the  word  *  mother.*'  — 
{Mr,  Galloway.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  mother '  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  M,  Hicks-Beach  ...     964        Mr.  Broadhurst :,.        ...         ...     965 

Mr,   Oibson   Bowles    {Lynn  Mr.  James  Lotother  {Ktnt^  Thanef)     965 

Begis) 964 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  made — 

"  In  line  13,  hf  leaving  out  the  word  *  children,'  and  inserting  the  wotds 
*  lineal  descendants,'  instead  thereof."— (if r.  Attorney  General.) 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  After  the  words  last  inserted,  to  insert  the  words  '  or  ascendanta.' " — 
(Mr,  Gibson  Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach 965 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  made — 

"  In  line  13,  by  inserting,  after  the  words  last  inserted,  the  words  <  if 
the  valne  of  the  property  for  estate  duty  so  passing  does  not  exceed 
£5,000.'"— {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  added. 
Amendment  proposed  to  the  Bill — 

"  In  page  3,  to  leave  out  from  line  31  to  the  e&d  of  line  4,  in  i>age  4, 
both  inclusive."— (iS>»f  Charles  Cameron,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Bill.^ 

Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach         966 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  5,  line  37,  to  leave  oat  from  the  beginning  of  Clause  12  to  the  word 
'interest,^  in  line  41,  inclusive.*'— (if r.  Gedge.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Bill." 

Discussion  :— 

Sir  M,  Hich-Beach  ...     967        Mr.  Gibson  Bowles        968 

Capt,  Pretyman  {Suffolk, 
PToodhidge)      968 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time  To-morrow. 

Ecdesiastioal  Assessments  (Scotland)  Bill — Second  Reading — Order  for 
Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,   "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  To  leave  oat  the  word  '  now/  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the 
words  'upon  this  day  six  months.' " — {Mr,  Ure,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Discussion  :— 

Sir  Charles  Cameron  {Glas-  Mr.     Thomas     Shaw    {Haimck 

gm,  BridgeUm) 978  Burghs)         995 

Mr,  Gordon  {Elgin,  Nairn)  983  Mr.  Crombie  {Kincardineshire)  ...     999 

Mr.  Birrell{Fifeshire,E.)..,  985  Mr.  }Fylie  {Dumbartonshire)     ...  1002 

Mr.  EUiot  {Durham)         ...  987  Mr.    Carvell  William   {Noiting- 

The  Lord  Advocate  {Mr.  A.  hiimshire,  Mansfield) 1003 

Graham  Murray,  Buteshire)  990 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes,  125  ;  Noes,  83.     (Division  List  No  93.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  etc."— (IVi/?  Lord  Advocate.) 

Discussion  :— 

Mr.  Caldwell  {Lanarkshire,  Mr.  Colcille  {Lanarkshire,  N.E.)     1008 

Mid)      1 005         Capt.  Sinclair  {Forfarshire)       ...  1 008 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
{Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, E.)        1007 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes,  100 ;  Noes,  65.     (Division  List  No.  94). 

Bill  committed  to  the  Standing  Committee  on  Jjaw,  etc. 
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Lunacy  Board  (Scotland)  (Salaries,  etc.)  Bill— (Second  Reading)— Order 
for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,   and  Question  proposed,   "That  the  Bill  be  now   read 
a  second  time." — (The  Lord  Advocate,) 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  *  now/  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the 
words  *  upon  this  day  six  months/  " — {Mr,  Caldwell.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  *now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  Weir  {Boss  andCromarty)  1019  Mr,  Parker  Smiih  (Lanarkshirej 

Sir    J,     Stirling    Maxmll  Partick)         1026 

(Glasgow,  College)  ...  1020  Mr,  Buchanan  (Aberdeenshire,  E.)  1026 

Sir    T,    Gibson  -  Carmichael  Col.  Denny  (KUmamock  Burgtis)     1029 

(Edirihtrgh,  Midlothian)     1021  Capt.  Sinclair  (Forfarshire)       ...  1030 

Mr.  Benshaw  (Benfrew)    ...  1023  Mr,  A,  Graham  Murray  ...  1031 

Mr,  Thomas  Shaw  (Hawick 

Burghs)  1024 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  question  put,   and  agreed  to ;   Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Monday  next. 

Army  Annual  Bill — Considered  in  Committee. 

[Mr.  Grant  Lawson  (Yorkshire,  N.R.,  Thirsk)  in  the  Chair.] 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  3,  line  18,  after  the  word  *may,*  to  insert  the  words  *on  the 
recommendation  of  the  man's  commanding  officer.'  "—{Mr.  Warner,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

The  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  }Far  (Mr.  Wyndham^  Dover) 1033 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr,   Caldwell  (Lanarkshire,  Mr,  Kearley  (Devonport)  ...  1034 

Mid)      1034 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Schedule. 

Mr.Treir(BossandCromarty)  1035         Mr,   Steadman  (Tower  Hamlets, 

Mr,  JFyndham      1036  Stepney)         1036 

Schedule  agreed  to 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time."— -(7%«  Lcyrd 
Advocate.) 

Mr,  Caldmll         1036         Mr,  Bayley  (Derbyshire,  Chester- 
Mr,  Wyndham       1037  field) 1038 

Question  put  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 
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Palatine  Oonrt   of   Durham    Bill  [h.l.]— (Second  Reading)— Order  for 
Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time."— (The  Attorney  GeTieral) 

Mr.   Warner  {Staffordshire,  Mr,  Caldwell  {Lanarkshire,  Mid)  1039 

Lichfield)  1038 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday. 

Police  Reservists  (Allowances)  Bill— Considered  in  Committee. 

[Mr.  Grant  Lawson  (Yorkshire,  N.R.,  Thirsk)  in  the  Chair.] 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  pa^e  2,  line  4,  to  leave  out  Snb-section  (2)."— (3/r.  Bill.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-section  (2)  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

The    Under-Se^yretary    of  Staie  for  fJie  Home    Department    (Mr.  Jesse 
CoUin^s,  Birmingham,  Bordesley)         1041 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  8,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  if  he  returns  to '  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  *in  the  event  of  his  reinstatement  in.' " — {Mr.  Parker- Smith.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  clause." 

Mr.  Jesse  Collings         1042 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  reported,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  on  Thursday. 

Electoral  Disabilities  (Military  Service)  Bill— As  amended,  considered. 
Amendments  made. 

Another  Amendment  proposed — 

**  In'pajze  1,  line  24,  after  tlie  word  *  of/  to  insert  the  word»  *  or  arisin*^ 
out  of.'  '* — {Mr.  Tomlitison. ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed  1043 

Naval  Reserve  (Mobilisation)  Bill — [Second  Reading]— Order  for  Second 
Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,    **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mr,  Caldwell  {Lanarkshire,  Mid)  104S 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjouined. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thursday. 
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SUPPLY  [30th  March]— Resolutions  reported  :— 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  1900-1901.    Class  I. 

1.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £29,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  charge  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1901,  for 
expenditure  in  respect  of  Royal  Palaces  and  Marlborough  House." 

2.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £73,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March, 
1901,  for  the  Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens."    Resolutions  agreed  to.  1043 

Coal  Mines  (Prohibition  of  Child  Labour  Underground)  Bill— Con- 
sidered in  Committee,  and  reported,  without  Amendment;  read  the 
third  time  and  passed  ...  1044 

Ancient   Monuments   Protection   Bill — Considered  in  Committee,  and 

reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  to-morrow  1044 

Town  Councils  (Scotland)  Bill — Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to 

the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  &c.  1044 

Boilers'  Registration  and  iNSPEcrnoN — The  Select  Committee  was  nomi- 
nated of — Sir  William  Arrol,  Mr.  Crombie,  Mr.  Emmott,  Mr.  Penwiok, 
Sir  Fortescue  Flannery,  Mr.  Galloway,  Sir  Edward  Gtourley,  Mr.  Hazoll, 
Mr.  Heath,  Sir  Alfred  Hickman,  Sir  William  Houldsworth,  Mr.  M^hee, 
Mr.  Penn,  Colonel  Pilkington,  and  Mr.  Renshaw.  —^Sir  WilUam  fFalrond)  1044 

NEW  BILL 

Executors  (Scotland) — Bill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Executors  in  Scotland. 
Ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Thomas  Shaw,  Mr.  Renshaw,  Mr,  Ure, 
Mr.  Orr-Ewing,  Mr.  Caldwell,  and  Mr,  Dewar        1044 

Executors  (Scotland)  Bill — **  To  amend  the  Law  of  Executors  in  Scotland. 
Presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Friday,  27th  April,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  166] 1044 

House  adjouraed  at  tea  minute  aft«r  Tw^lv^  g|  the  clock. 


LORDS :  TUESDAY,  3rd  APRIL,  1900. 
PRIVATE   BILL    BUSINESS, 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the 
Parliaments  had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates  from  the  Examiners 
that  the  further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills  have 
been  complied  with :  Southport  Extension  and  Tramways ;  Stockport 
Corporation  Tramways;  Hartlepool  Gas  and  Water;  City  and  South 
London  Railway.    The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table      1045 

Dorking  Water  Bill  [h.l.]— Reported  from  the  Select  Committee  with 

Amendments  ...  ...         ...         ...         ...  1045 
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Manchester  Ship  Canal  Bill  [h.l.] — The  Queen's  consent  (in  ri^ht  of  her 
Duchy  of  Lancaster)  signified ;  and  Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments       1045 

KingSton-upon-Thames  Oas  Bill  [h.l.]— Reported  with  Amendments       ...  1045 

Birmingham  (King  Edward  the  Sixth)  Schools  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Birmingham 

Umversity  Bill  [H.L.] — Reported  with  Amendments      ^ 1045 

North-Eastem  Railway  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  North-Eastem  Railway  (Steam  Vessels) 
Bill  [h.l.] — The  order  made  on  the  8th  of  March  last  appointing  certain 
Lorcis  the  Select  Committee  to  consider  the  Bills,  discharged       1045 

Blinnton-UDon-Thames  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.];  Falkirk  and  District 
Water  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Gun  Barrel  Proof  Act,  1868,  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.]; 
Imschenetzky's  Uralite  Patent  Bill  [h.l.] — Read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons      1045 

North  Warwickshire  Water  Bill— Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  first 

time ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  1046 

Education  Board  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Brighton  and 
Preston  United  District,  etc.)  Bill  [h.l.]— A  Bill  to  confirm  certain 
Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Education  Department  under  the 
Elementary  Education  Acts,  1870  to  1899,  to  enable  the  school  boards  for 
Brighton  and  Preston  United  District,  Liverpool,  Plymouth,  Salford,  and 
Willesden  to  put  in  force  the  Lands  Clauses  Acts — Was  presented  by  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  (V.  Cross)  for  the  Lord  President  (D.  Devonshire) ;  read 
first  time ;  to  be  printed,  and  referred  to  the  Examiners.     (No.  47)        ...  1046 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

South  Africa — Telegrams  from  Field-Marshal  Lord  Roberts  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  reporting: — 1.  A  telegram  addressed  by  him  to  the 
Slate  Presidents  of  the  Orange  Free  State  and  South  African  Repul^lic 
in  reference  to  the  abuse  of  the  white  flag ;  and  2.  The  reply  of  the 
President  of  the  Orange  Free  State .. .         1046 

Industrial  Associations — Directory  of  Industrial  Associations  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  including  employers*  associations,  trade  unions,  boards 
of  conciliation  and  arbitration,  and  workmen's  co-operative  societies       ...  1046 

Labour    Statistics — Sixth  Annual  Abstract  of  Labour  Statistics  of   the 

United  Kingdom,  1898-99 1046 

Diseases  of  Animals  Act,  1894 — Return  as  regards  Ireland  for  the  year 
ended  Slst  December,  1899 — Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table 1046 

Superannuation — ^Treasury  Minute,  dated  13th  March,  1900,  declaring  that 
for  the  due  and  eflScient  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  office  of  Local 
Registrar  of  Bankruptcy  in  Belfast,  professional  or  other  peculiar  qualifi- 
cations not  ordinarily  to  be  acquired  in  the  public  service  are  requisite. 
Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Ta])le     1046 

Army  (Annual)  Bill — Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  first  time ;  to  be 
printed  ;  and  to  be  read  second  time  on  Thursday  next — {The  Marquess 
ofLansdoume).     (No.  43)         1047 
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Coal  Mines  (Proiiibition  of  Child  Labour  nnderflproand)  Bill  (No.  44) ; 
Electoral  Disabilities  (Military  Ser\'ice)  Bill.  (No.  45) — Brought  from 
the  Commons;  read  first  time;  and  to  be  printed 1047 

Copyright  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  and  Copyright  Artistic  BiU  [H.L.] — ^The  evidence 
taken  before  the  Select  Committee  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the 
Members  of  this  House  ;  but  no  copies  thereof  to  be  delivered,  except  to 
members  of  the  Committee,  until  further  order.     (No.  46.) 

Paris  Exhibition— Sunday  Opening. 

Lord  Kin  naini       1 047         The  Prime  Miniver  and  Secrdary 

of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
{The  Marquess  of  Salidfury)  . . .   1048 

House  adjoumeil  at  twenty-five  minutes  before  Five  of  the  clock. 


COMMONS:  TUESDAY,   3rd  APRIL,   1900. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 

Privatk  Bills  (Standing  Order  62  complied  with) — Mr.  Speaker  laid 
upon  the  Table  Iteport  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the  First  Reading 
thereof,  Standing  Order  No.  62  has  been  complied  with,  namely : — South- 
port  and  Lytham  Tramroad  Bill.  Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time      ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1049 

Privatk  Bills  [Lords]  (Standing  Orders  not  Previously  Inquired  into 
CoAiPLiED  With)— Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That  in  the  case  of  the 
following  Bill,  originating  in  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into,  and 
which  aie  applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied  with,  namely : — 
Lincoln  Corporation  Tramways  Bill  [Lords].  Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time      ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1049 

Brisfhton  Corporatioi  BiU  (Queen's  Consent  Signified) — Read  the  third 

time,  and  passed  1049 

Market  Weighton  Drainage  and  Navigation  Bill— Read  the  third  time, 

and  passed.     [New  Title]       1049 

Hoylake  and  West  Kirby  Improvement  Bill— As  amended,  con- 
sidered;  to  be  read  the  third  time    1049 

Airdrie    and   Coatbridge   Tramways    Bill  (by  Order)— As  amended, 

considered  ;  an  Amendment  made  ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  ...  1049 

Bray  Urb.\n  District  Council  (Extension  of  Time)— Petition  for  Bill ; 

referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders        1050 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill;  Electric  Lighting 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill ;  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  2)  Bill ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill. 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 1050 
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Standing  Orders — Resolutions  reported  from  the  Committee: — 1.  "That, 
in  the  case  of  the  Portland  Urban  District  Gas  Petition,  the  Standing 
Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed  with : — That  the  parties  be  permitted  to 
proceed  with  their  Bill." 

2.  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Halifax  Corporation  Bill,  Petition  of  the 
*  Elland-cum-Greetland  Gas  Company  *  for  dispensing  with  Standing  Order 
129  in  the  case  of  their  Petition  against  the  Bill,  the  said  Standing  Order 
ought  to  be  dispensed  with." 

3.  "That,  in  the  case  of  the  Metropolitan  District  Railway  Bill, 
Petition  for  additional  Provision,  the  Standing  Orders  ought  to  be 
dispensed  with: — That  the  parties  be  permitted  to  introduce  their 
additional  Provision,  if  the  Committee  on  the  Bill  think  fit."  Resolutions 
agreed  to  1050 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway  Bill — Reported,  with  amendments; 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed      1050 

Private  Bills  (Group  F)— Mr.  Schwann  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Group  F  of  Private  Bills,  that  the  parties  opposing  the  Devonport 
Corporation  Bill  had  stated  that  the  evidence  of  Robert  Vigors,  of 
4,  Fredericks  Place,  Old  Jewry,  E.C.,  was  essential  to  their  case ;  and,  it 
haying  been  proved  that  his  attendance  could  not  bo  procured  without  the 
intervention  of  the  House,  he  had  been  instructed  to  move  that  the  said 
Robert  Vigors  do  attend  the  said  Committee  To-morrow,  at  Twelve  of  the 
clock.  Ordered,  That  Robert  Vigers  do  attend  the  Committee  on 
Group  F  of  Private  Bills  To-morrow,  at  Twelve  of  the  clock        1050 

PETITIONS. 

Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland)  Bill— Petitions  in  favour,  from 

Linlithgow  ;  Newburgh  ;  Glasgow;  and  Perth  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table    ...  1051 

Elementary  Education  (New  Code) — Petition  from  Leicester,  against  adop- 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table    1051 

Ground  Eents  (Taxation  by  Local  Authorities) — Petition  from  Acton, 

in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table       1051 

licensed  Premises  (Hours  of  Sale)  (Scotland)  Bill— Petition  of  Free 
Church  of  Scotland  Temperance  Committee,  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table 1051 

Local  Authorities  Officers'  Superannuation  Bill— Petitions  in  favour, 

from  Norwich  and  Charlton  Kings  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  1051 

London  Gk)VERNMENT  Act,  1899  (Borough  of  Hammersmith  Drafi 
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"  That,  in  view  of  the  grievous  sufferings  which  are  again  afflicting  the 
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famine  and  plague ;  and  to  Suggest  the  best  preventive  measures  against 
future  famines. —(Str  WiUiam  Wedderbwm,) 

Mr,  Samuel  Smith  (FlvtUshire)     1084 
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*<  To  leave  out  from  the  word  '  That,'  to  the  end  of  Question,  in  order  to  add 
the  words '  this  House,  while  deeply  sympatlusiDg  with  its  Indian  fellow-subjectB 
in  the  sufferinffs  which  plagae  and  famine  have  inflicted  upon  them,  is  of  opinion 
thai  it  may  safely  be  left  to  the  Government  of  India  to  carry  out  any  modifica- 
tion of  the  land  tenure  and  industrial  system  which  experience  may  have  shown 
to  be  likely  to  mitigato  the  efiects  of  famine  and  epidemic  disease.*  "-—('S>ir 
Lewis  Mclver, )  >  ^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
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Discussion  : — 

Sir  Mancherjee  Bhovmaggree  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
{Bethnal  Green,  NJ!.)  ...  1101  (Lord  G.  HamilUm,  Middlesex, 

Mr.  Madean  (Cardiff)       ...1106  Ealing)  1117 

Sir  Henry  Fowler  (Wolver-  Mr.  Joseph    Walton  (Yorkshire, 

hampUm,E.)     1111  W.R.,  BamsUy)        1127 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  72 ;  Noes,  155.     (Division  List  No.  95.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Kesolved,  That  this  House,  while  deeply  sympathising  with  its  Indian 
fellow-subjects  in  the  sufferings  which  plague  and  famine  have  inflicted 
upon  them,  is  of  opinion  that  it  may  sfiiely  be  left  to  the  Government  of 
India  to  carry  out  any  modification  of  the  land  tenure  and  industrial 
system  which  experience  may  have  shown  to  be  likely  to  mitigate  the 
effects  of  famine  and  epidemic  disease. 

Colonies  (Representation  in  the  Imperial  Parliament)— (Resolution). 

Mr.  Hedderwidc  (JViek  Burghs) 1131 

Attention  called  to  the  fact  that  forty  Members  were  not  present  (Mr. 
Herbert  Robertson,  Hackney,  S.).  House  counted,  and  forty  Members 
being  found  present^ 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  it  is  desirable,  in  the  interests  of  the  Empire,  that  the  colonies 
should  be  admitted  to  some  direct  representation  in  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment."— {Air.  Hedderwick.) 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.    Trevelyan    {Yorkshire^  The  Secretary  of   Staie  for  the 

JV.R.,Elland) ,1141  Colonies  {Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 

Biimingham,  W.)      1144 

Mr.  Hedderwick 1152 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Private  Bill  Legislation  (Ireland) — (Resolution). 

Seijeant  Hemphill  {Tyrone^  N.) 1 153 

Attention  called  to  the  fact  that  forty  Members  were  not  present. 
House  counted,  and  forty  Members  being  found  present, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  the  present  system  of 
Private  Bill  Legislation  for  Ireland  constitutes  a  serious  grievance  to  the 
interests  of  suitors  from  that  country,  and  requires  alteration,  with  a  view 
to  economising  the  time  of  Parliament,  preventing  delay,  and  reducing 
the  heavy  costs  and  charges  attending  the  promotion  of  private  Bills  at 
present,  and  that  legislation  with  this  view  is  urgently  required." — 
{Mr.  Serjeant  Hemphill.) 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.   Caldwell   {Lanarkshire^  ^       Mr.  Banbury  {Camherwell,  Peek- 

Mid)      11|J^  ham) 1166 

Sir  James  Haslett  {Beljast,  Mr.  J.  H.  M.  Campbell  {Dublin, 

N.)         1161  St.  Stephen's  Green) 1168 

Mr.  Field  {Dvblin,  St.  Pat-  Mr.   David  Maclver    {Liverpool, 

rick)       1163  Kirkdale)       1170 

Sir  Albert  Rollit  {Islington,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 

S.)         1164  {Mr.    Atkinson,    Londonderry, 

Mr,  T.  P.  O'Connor  {Liver-  N.) 1172 

pool,  Scotland) 1165 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

County  Courts  Bill— [Second  Reading]— Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made  and  question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  Monk.) 

Mr.    IVarr     {Liveipool,    East  Air.  Monk  {GlotLcester)   ...         ...   1175 

Toxteth      1175         Mr.  Cohen  {IslingUm,  E.)  ...  1 176 

It  being  midnight,  the  debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  on  Tuesday,  1st  May. 

East  India  (Railways  and  Irrigation  Works) — Address  for  "  Return  show- 
ing the  estimated  position  as  regards  Capital  Expenditure  of  the  several 
Railways  and  Irrigation  Works  under  construction  in  India  on  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1900,  and  the  proposed  Expenditure  thereon  during  1900- 
190L"--(Mr.  Price.) 

Adjourned  at  two  minutes  after  Twelve  of  the  clock. 
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Discussion  : — 

Mr,    J,    H,   M.    Campbell  Mr.    William   Bedm/md    {Clare, 

{DvJblin,     St.      Stephen's  E.) 1220' 

Green) 1207  Mr.  Broadhwst  {LeicesUr)         ...  1221 

Mr.    Seale-Hayne  {Devon-  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 

shire,  Ashburton)           ...  1218  {Mr.   Atkinson,    Londonderry^ 

Mr.  Ficary  Gibbs  {Hertford-  N.) 1221 

shire,  St.  Albans)          ...  1219  Serjeant  HemphiU  {Tyrone,  N.)...  1227 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided— Ayes,  100 ;  Noes,  188.     (Division  List  No.  96.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  put  off  for  six  months. 
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third  time,  and  passed  ...         1231 
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Bill  [Lords].     Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  rccwi  a  second  time         1237 
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heard  in  support  of  the  Bills. 
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Waterford  and  Central  Ireland  Railway  Companies  Amalgamation  Bill 
[Lords],  the  Great  Southern  and  Western  and  Waterford,  Limerick,  and 
Western  Railway  Companies  Amalgamation  Bill  [Lords],  and  the  Midland 
Great  Western  Railway  of  Ireland  Bill  [Lordsl,  be  referred  to  a  Joint 
Committee  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,    consiaered. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree 
with  the  Lords  in  the  said  Resolution."— (2%«  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means.) 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.  Wolff  {Belfast,  E.)    ...  1239  Mr.    William   Redmond   {Clare, 

Mr.   Patrick  O'Brien  {Kil-  E.) 1246 

kenny) 1 240  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 

Sir    John     Colomh    {Great  {]\fr.    AUeinson,  Londonderry, 

Varrmuth)         1241  N.) 1247 

Tfie     Chairman     of    Com-  Mr.  Mollay  {Kin^s  County,  Birr)  1248 

miffees      {Mr.     J.     W.  Mr.   William  Johnston  {Belfast, 

Lowther,        Cumberland,  S,)     1249 

Pennth)            1241  Mr.  Blake  {Lmgford,  S.)         ...  1249 

Mr.      Power     {Waterford,  Mr.  Carson  {Dublin  University)  1250 

J^.)        1244         Mr.  Wolff         1260 

Question  put  and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  with 
this  Resolution. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS  ct 

April  5.]  Pag€ 

Midland  Railway  Bill — Reported  with  Amendments.     Reported  to  lie  upon 

the  Table,  and  to  be  printed 1250 

Message  from  the  Lords — That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An 
Act  to  confer  further  powers  upon  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of 
the  borough  of  Kingston  -  upon  -  Thames ;  and  for  other  purposes." 
Kingston-upon-Thames  Corporation  Bill  [Lords].  Also,  a  Bill,  intituled, 
"  An  Act  to  provide  an  additional  supply  of  water  to  the  burgh  of  Falkirk 
and  districts  and  places  adjacent,  and  for  the  construction  and  maintenance 
of  new  and  additional  works  ;  to  extend  the  limits  of  compulsory  supply ; 
to  confer  further  powers  on  the  Falkirk  and  Larbert  Water  Trustees  ; 
and  for  other  purposes."  Falkirk  and  District  Water  Bill  [Lords].  Also 
a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Gun  Barrel  Proof  Act,  1868  ;  to 
confer  further  powers  on  the  Guardians  of  the  Birmingham  Proof  House  ; 
and  for  other  purposes."  Gun  Barrel  Proof  Act,  1868,  Amendment  Bill 
[Lords].  And,  also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  for  rendering  valid  certain 
Letters  Patent  granted  to  Alexander  Imschenetzky  for  an  invention  for 
manufacture  of  fireproof  and  insulating  compounds  known  as  Uralite." 
Imschenetzky *s  Uralite  Patent  Bill  [Lords] 1250 

Kingston-upon-Thames  Oorporatio^  Bill  [Lords] ;  Falkirk  and  District 
Water  Bill  [Lords] ;  Gun  Barrel  Proof  Act,  1868,  Amendment  Bill 
[Lords];  Imschenetzky's  Uralite  Patent  Bill  [Lords] — Read  the  first 
time ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills  ...  1251 

Devonport  Corporation  Bill — Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Report  to  lie 

upon  the  Taole,  and  to  be  printed 1251 

PETITIONS, 

Elementary  Education  (New  Code) — Petitions  for  alteration,  from  Barrow- 

in-Fumess,  and  Brighton  and  Preston;  to  lie  upon  the  Table       ...         ...  1251 

Local  Authorities  Officers'  Superannuation  Bill— Petitions  in  favour, 

from Lymington  and  Hanley,  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...    1251 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  Bill— Petitions  in  favour,  from 

West  Kirby  and  Mansfield  Woodbouse  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table      1251 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Children  Bill— Petitions  in  favour, 
from  Newcastle  ;  Dewsbury  ;  Melbourne ;  Spennymoor ;  Binchester  ; 
Gunnislake  ;  South  Gasforth  ;  Tudhoe  (two) ;  Ferry  Hill ;  Swansea  ; 
Ryehope  ;  and  Wishaw  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        1 251 

Shops  Bill — Petition  from  Glasgow  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...   1 252 

Sunday  Closing  (Monmouthshire)  Bill — Petitions  in  favour,  from  Mel- 
bourne ;  Swansea  ;  Middlesbrough ;  and  Brotton  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table...  1252 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 

Australia — Copy  presented,  of   Papers  relating  to  the    Federation  of  the 

Australian  Colonies  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  1252 

Jamaica — Copy  presented,  of  Further  Correspondence  relating  to  the 
Finances  and  Government  of  the  Island  of  Jamaica  (in  continuation  of  [C. 
9412]  and  [C.  9413]  July,  1899)  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table ...  1252 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 


April  5.] 


JPage 


Explosions  (Explosion  at  New  Harbour  Works,  Dover)— Copy  pre- 
sented, of  Report  by  Captain  M.  B.  Lloyd,  R.A.,  Her  Majesty's  Inspector 
of  Explosives,  to  the  Right  Honourable  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  on  the  circumstances  attending  an  Explosion  of  gun- 
powder on  the  works  of  the  new  Admiralty  Harbour  at  East  Cliff,  near 
Dover,  on  the  14th  January,  1900  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  1252 

University  of  St.  Andrews— Copy  presented,  of  Abstract  of  Accounts  of 
the  Universty  for  the  year  ended  30th  September,  1899  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  128.]      1252 

Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series) — Copies  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  Nos.  2394  and  2395  [by  Command]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table       1252 

Technical  Instruction  Committees  (Women  Members) — Return  ordered, 
"  of  the  number  of  Women  on  the  respective  Technical  Instruction  Com- 
mittees of  County  and  County  Borough  Councils  and  on  Committees 
under  Clause  VII.  of  the  Directory  of  the  late  Department  of  Science  and 
Art:'— {Mr.  Jebb.)       1253 

Trade  Union  Funds— Return  ordered,  "of  the  trade  union  societies  or 
branches  which  have  been  permitted  by  the  National  Debt  Commissioners 
to  deposit  in  savings  banks  without  restrictions  as  to  amount." — {Mr. 
IFoods.) 1253 

Government  Departments  Securities — Return  ordered  "of  the  amounts 
of  British  Government  Securities  held  by  the  several  Government  Depart- 
ments and  other  public  offices  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1900,  specifying 
whether  held  in  England  or  Ireland  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary 
Paper  No.  147,  of  session  1899)  :— 


I 

£22  per   !  £2S  per 

Cent.     I  Cents. 

Consols.   '  (1005). 


£24  per 
Cents. 


Local 
Loans  £3 
per  Cent. 

Stock. 


Guaran- 
teed Land 
Stock. 


I 


Book 

Debt,  66 

and  56 

Vio.  0.  26. 


Other  Securities. 


Annuities 
for  terms 
of  years. 


-{Mr.  Hanhury) 


Local 
Loans 
Bonds. 


1253 


QUhlSTIONS. 

South  African  War — Treatiment  of  Boer  Prisoners— Questions,  Mr. 
jjabouchere  (Northampton),  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien  (Kilkenny),  and  Mr; 
John  Kedmond  (Watcrforl) ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  Wyndham,  Dover)  1253 

Count  Adalbert' Sternberg — Questions,  Major  Rasch  (Essex,  S.E.),  Mr. 
William  lledmond  (Clare,  E.),  and  Mr.  Gibson  Bowles  (Lynn  Regis) ; 
Answera,  Mr.  Wyndham        1254 

Boer  Threats  to  Shoot  Loyal  English  Burghers — Question,  Mr.  Gordon 
(Elgin  and  Nairn) ;  Answer,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr. 
.).  Chamberlain,  Birmingham,  W.) 1255 


TABLE  OF  CONTOIS.  cvii 

Jpril  5.]  Page 

City   Imperial  Volunteers— Cyclist  Corps  Equipment— Question,  Mr. 

Wason  (Clackmannan  and  Kinross) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham      1 255 

Royal    Reserve    Battauons  —  Statistics — Question,    Captain    Norton 

(Newington,  W.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham ...         ...  1 256 

Royal  Reserve  Battalions — Eligibility  of  Royal   Marines— Question, 

Commander  Young  (Berkshire,  Wokingham);  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham  ...  1257 

Reservists— Section  D — Pensions — Question,  Mr.  Mackenna  (Monmouth- 
shire, N.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham  ...         125*7 

Reservists'  Families  Pay— Dates  of  Payment — Question,  Mr.  Cameron 

Corbett  (Glasgow,  Tradeston)  j  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham 1257 

Reservists  in  the  Metropolitan  Police — Question,  Mr.  Steadmau  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney) ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings,  Birmingham,  Bordesley)  1258 

War  Loan — Irish  Subscriptions— Question,  Mr.  Carson  (Dublin  University); 

Answer,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol,  W.)  1258 

Misconduct  of  Government  Contractors — Committee  of  Inquiry — 
Question.  Major  Rasch ;  Answer,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester,  E.)  1259 

Army    Contracts    for    Cycles — Shannon    Cycle    Works,   Limited— 

Question,  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien;  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham 1259 

Yeomanry  Oificers— Allowance  for  Permanent  Duties— Question,  Mr. 

W.  ¥.  D.  Smith  (Strand,  Westminster);  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham  ...   1260 

Volunteer  Camps — Special  Capitation  Grant — Question,  Mr.  Yerburgh 

(Chester) ;  Answer,  xMr.  Wyndham 1 260 

Volunteer  Cyclist    Companies — Capitation   Grant — Question,    Colonel 

Pryce- Jones  (Montgomery  Boroughs) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham 1260 

UiFLE  Ranges— ^Iullingar — Question,  Mr.  Donal  Sullivan  (Westmcath,  S.); 

Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham  ...         .'. 1260 

Army  Veterinary  Department — Statu??  of  Officers — Question,  Captain 

Norton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham      ...         1261 

Army    Medicaf.    Examinations—Physical    Fitness    of     Commanding 

Officers— Question,  Mr.  William  Redmond;  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham^...   1261 

Delagoa  Railway  ArbitPvATION — Question,  Mr.  William  Redmond  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfTairs  (Mr.  Brodrick,  Surrey, 
Guildford)        ...  1262 

Sugar  Bounties— Diplomatic   Negotiations— Question,  Colonel  Milward 

(Warwickshire,  Stratford-on-Avon) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Brodrick  1262 

Chinese  Blue  Books— Maps— Question,  Mr.  Faithfull  Begg  (Glasgow,  St. 

Rollox) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Brodrick        ...  1262 

Foreign    Office    Introduch'ions   to    Travelling    British    Subjects  — 

Question,  Mr.  Faithfull  Begg;  Answer,  Mr.  Brcdrick        ...  1263 


cviu  TABLE  OPiCONTENTS. 

April  5.]  I'age 

Death  Duties — New  South  Wales  Legislation — Question,  Mr.  Benshaw 

(Renfrewshire,  W.) ;  Answer,  Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach  ...         ...         ...  1263 

Trust  Investments— Canadian  Government  Securities — Question,  Mr. 

Faithfuli  Begg;  Answer,  Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach         .1264 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act— Clause  3 — Question,  Mr.  Woods  (Essex, 

Walthamstow) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Jesse  Collings  ...         ...  1264 

Preservatives  in  Cream— Question,  Mr.  Lambert  (Devonshire,  South 
Molton) ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  (Mr.  Long, 
Liverpool,  West  Derby)         1265 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease — Argentine   Imports  Prohibited— Question, 

Mr.  Grant  Lawson  (Yorkshire,  N.R,  Thirsk) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Long  ...  1266 

Workmen's  Trains  in  London  Suburbs— Question,  Mr.  Lough  (Islington, 
W.);  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Croydon)  1266 

Railway  FATALmES  Between  Charing  Cross  and  New  Cross — Question, 

Mr.  John  Burns  (Battersea) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ritchie 1267 

Excursion  Steamers — Question,  Mr.  Tritton  (Lambeth,  Norwood) ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Ritchie      1267 

Bethnal  Green  Board  of  Guardians— Gratuities— Question,  Sir  Man- 
cherjee  Bhownaggree  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr  Chaplin,  Lincolnshire,  Sleaford)  ...  1267 

Royal  Commission  on  Sewage  Disposal — Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Wilson 
(Worcestershire,  N.) ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Tyrone,  S.)         1268 

Vaccination  of  Pupil  Teachers — Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  (Done- 
gal, E.) ;  Answer,  The  A^ice-President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Cambridge  University)     ...   1269 

Telephoning  Cablegrams — Question,  Mr.  Charles  M*Arthur  (Liverpool, 
Exchange) ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hanbury, 
Preston  1270 

Brighton   Telegraph   Office— Promotion   of  Telegraphists — Question, 

Mr.  Loder  (Brighton) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hanbury        1 270 

Civil    Service    Writers*    Pensions — Question,    Mr.    Austin  (Limerick) ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Hanbury  ...         ...   1271 

Ennis  Sub-Post  Office — Question,    Mr.   William  Itcdmond;  Answer,   Mr. 

Hanbury  1272 

Boat  Communication  Between  Foynes  and  Kilrush — Question,  Mr. 
William  Kedmond ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Atkinson,  Londonderry,  N.)  1272 

Pauper  Li^natics  in  Belfast — Question,  Mr.  Wolff  (Belfast,  K) ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Atkinson 1273 

Ballyshannon    Petty    Sessions — Mr.     Mooney,    J.P. — Question,    Mr. 

William  Johnston  (Belfast,  S.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Atkinson     1273 


TABLE  OP  CONMNtS.  ck 

April  5.]  Page 

Carndonagh  Loan  Fund  Society — Receiver's  RE»nJNERATioN — Question, 
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Workmen's    Compensation    Act — Dubun    Case— Question,   Mr.  Austin; 

Answer,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.  1274 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS, 

Sittings  of  the  House  (Exemption  from  the  Standing  Order) — Motiou 
made  and  Question  put,  "  That  the  proceedings  on  the  Adjourned  Debate 
on  the  Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Joint  Committee  on  Municipal 
Trading,  if  under  discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night,  be  not  inter- 
rupted under  the  Standing  Order,  Sittings  of  the  House." — {Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour.) 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  185  ;  Noes,  92.     (Division  List  No.  97.) 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill— [Second  Reading]. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Secretary  Bitchie.) 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.  TennarU  {Berwickshire)  1277  Mr.  Benskaw  (Benfrewshire,  W.)...  1306 

Mr.      Lyttletan    {Warwick  Mr.  Bryce  {Aberdeen,  S.)            ...  1307 

and  Leamington)          ...  1280  The    President   of  the    Board    of 

^            Sir  J.  W.  Pease  {Durham,  Trade  {Mr.  Bitchie,  Croydon)  ...  1312 

Barnard  Castle)           ...  1283  Mr.  Champing  {Northamptonshire,  1317 

Mr.  Tomlinson  {Preston) ...  \2%%  E.)       1317 

Mr.     Maddison    {Sheffield,  Mr.  rvrvis  {Peterborough)           ...  1319 

Brightside)       1289  Mr.  Brodie  Hoare  {Hampstead)  ...  1322 

Sir      Fortescue      Flawnery  Mr  John  Bums  {Battersea)         ...  1322 

{Yorkshire,  Shipley)      ...  1294  Mr.  Gray  {West  Earn,  N.)          ...  1326 

Attention  called  to  the  fact  that  forty  Members  were  not  present  (Mr. 
Caldwell,  Lanark,  Mid).  House  counted,  and  forty  Members  being 
found  present, 

Mr.  Gray 1327  Sir  Albert  Eollit  {Islington,  S.) ...  1339 

Mr.  Schwwnn  {Manchester, N)  1331  Mr.    McKewna    {Monmouthshire, 

Col.    BlundeU     {Lancashire,  N.) 1341 

Ince)      1333  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien  (Kilkewnv)  1341 

Mr.  Kimber {Wandsworth)...  1334  Mr.  Colmlle  {Lanarkshire,  N.E.)  1343 
Mr.  Butcher  {York)           ...  1336 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Trade,  etc. 

Municipal  Trading — Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question 
r29th  March],  "  That  a  Select  Committee  of  Five  Members  of  this  House 
be  appointed  to  join  with  a  Committee  of  the  Lords  to  consider  and  report 
as  to  the  principles  which  should  govern  powers  given  by  Bills  and  Pro- 
visional Orders  to  municipal  and  other  local  authorities  for  industrial 
enterprise  within  or  without  the  area  of  their  jurisdiction." — {Mr. 
AnstnUher.) 

Question  again  proposed.     Debate  resumed. 
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Discussion  : — 

Sir  Albert  Rollit  (Islington,  Sir  Blundell  Maple  (Camberwell, 

S.)         1343  Dulwich)        1362 

Sir  Samuel  Hoare  (Norwich)  1353  Mr.  Hoblumse  (Somersetshire,  E.)     1364 

Mr.  Sleadman  (Tower  Ham-  Mr.  Goddard  (Ipswich)  ...         ...   1366 

lets,  Stepney)      1358 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  line  two,  after  the  word  *  be'  to  insert  the  words  *  nominated  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection.' " — {Lord  Balcarres.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 

Mr.  Colien  (Islington,  E.) 1370 

Sir  H.  Camphell-Bannerman  (Stirling  Burghs) ...         ...  1370 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  141  ;  Noes,  67.     (Division  List  No.  98.) 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  of  five  Members  of  this  House,  to  be 
nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selection,  be  appointed  to  join  with  a 
Committee  of  the  Lords  to  consider  and  report  as  to  the  principles  which 
should  govern  powers  given  by  Bills  and  Provisional  Orders  to  municipal 
and  other  local  authorities  for  industrial  enterprise  within  or  without  the 
area  of  their  jurisdiction. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  their  Lord- 
ships that  this  House  hath  appointed  a  Committee  of  five  Members  to 
consider  and  report  as  to  the  principles  which  should  govern  powers  given 
by  Bills  and  Provisional  Orders  to  municipal  and  other  local  authorities 
for  industrial  enterprise  within  or  without  the  area  of  their  jurisdiction  ; 
and  to  request  that  their  Lordships  will  be  pleased  to  appoint  an  equal 
number  of  Lords  to  be  joined  with  the  Members  of  this  House. — 
(Mr.  Anstruther.) 

Police  Reservists  (Allowances)  Bill — As  amended,  considered ;  an  Amend- 
ment made  ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  to-morrow       1376 

Beer  Retailers'  and  Spirit  Grocers'  Licences  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill- 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  to-morrow  1376 

London  Government  (Borough  of  Hammersmith  Order  in  Council) — 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold  Her  Assent 
to  the  Draft  Order  in  Council  of  the  13th  day  of  March,  1900,  for  the 
establishment  of  the  Metropolitan  Borough  of  Hammersmith,  the  incor- 
poration thereof,  and  for  other  purposes  connected  therewith,  unless 
Amendments  are  made  therein  (1)  to  omit  so  much  of  sub-paragraphs  (a) 
and  (c)  of  Clause  3  as  relates  to  the  Nos.  2,  3,  and  5  on  the  map  described 
in  the  Draft  Order,  so  as  to  exclude  that  portion  of  the  parish  of  St.  Mary 
Abbotts,  Kensington,  as  is  coloured  red  on  the  said  map,  and  to  retain  in 
the  new  Borough  of  Hammersmith  all  now  belonging  to  the  said  borough, 
except  the  portion  to  be  transferred  to  carry  out  the  boundary  mutually 
agreed  upon  by  the  Vestries  of  the  Parishes  of  Hammersmith  and 
St.  Mary  Abbotts,  Kensington ;  and  (2)  to  substitute  the  words  *  Town 
Clerk  of  the  Borough '  for  the  words  *  Clerk  of  the  County  Coimcil ' 
throughout  Clause  3,  Sub-section  (4)." — (General  Goldsworthy.) 
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Discussion  :— 

Sir  Albert  Rollit  {Islington^  The  President  of  the  Local  Govem- 

S.)         1377  ment     Board    {Mr.    Chaplin, 

Mr.  Sharpe  {KensingUm,  N.)  1 378  Lines,,  Sleafard)        1378 

Earl  Percy  (Kensington,  S,)    1378 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

London  Government  (Borough  of  Islington  Order  in  Council) — 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold  Her  Assent 
to  the  Draft  Order  in  Council  of  the  13th  day  of  March,  1900,  for  the 
establishment  of  the  Metropolitan  Borough  of  Islington,  the  incorporation 
thereof,  and  for  other  purposes  connected  therewith,  unless  amendments 
are  made  therein  (1)  to  substitute  the  words  *  Town  Clerk  of  the  Borough  ' 
for  the  words  '  Clerk  of  the  County  Council '  throughout  Clause  3,  Sub- 
section (4),  and  to  substitute  the  word  *  Borough '  for  *  County '  in  the 
last  line  of  such  sub-section  ;  (2)  to  enlarge  the  scale  of  the  maps  referred 
to  in  the  Draft  Note,  or  to  attach  an  itinerary  to  such  maps,  so  that  the 
dotted  line  indicating  the  boundary  may  enable  it  to  be  ascertained  by 
measurement  or  description  on  which  side  of  the  boundary  sewers,  gas 
mains,  water  mains,  electric  mains,  and  the  like  are  situated,  and  to 
facilitate  many  other  purposes  connected  with  local  government." — (Sir 
Albert  RollU.) 

Mr,  Chaplin        1380         Mr,  Cohen 1380 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  before  One  of  the  clock. 
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and  the  Midland  Great  Western  Railway  of  Ireland  Bill  rH.L.],  be 
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said  Bills,  and  request  this  House  to  appoint  an  equal  number  of  Lords 
to  be  joined  with  the  Members  of  their  House        ...  1383 
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made  subsequently  to  the  date  of  the  Proclamation  1383 
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Explosives  (Explosion  at  New  Harbour  Works,  Dover)— Report  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  by  Captain  M.  B. 
Lloyd,  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  of  Explosives,  on  the  circumstances 
attending  an  explosion  of  gunpowder  on  the  works  of  the  New  Admiralty 
Harbour  at  East  Cliff,  near  Dover,  on  the  14th  January,  1900.  Presented 
(by  Command),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table      1 383 

Government  Insurances  and  Annuities— Account  of  all  moneys  received 
on  account  of  contracts  for  the  grant  of  deferred  life  annuities,  and  for 
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chap.  40,  and  of  the  disposal  thereof,  and  of  the  contracts  made,  for  the 
year  ended  31st  December,  1899.  l*aid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table  1 383 
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House,  to  consider  and  report  as  to  the  principles  which  should  govern 
powers  given  by  Bills  and  Provisional  Orders  to  municipal  and  other  local 
authorities  for  industrial  enterprise  within  or  without  the  area  of  their 
jurisdiction,  and  to  request  that  this  House  appoint  an  equal  number  of 
Lords  to  be  joined  with  the  Members  of  their  H!ouse        1384 

Army  (Annual)  Bill — [Second  Keadinq]— Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
lieading  read. 

The  Secretary  of  State  far  War  (The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)      1384 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. — {The  Marqiiess  of 
Lansdovme,) 

On  Question,  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^  accordingly ;  Committee  negatived ; 
Bill  to  be  read  3^  on  Monday  next. 
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Lcrrd  Windsor      1386 

Third  Reading  (by  leave  of  the  House)  put  off  to  Monday  next. 

Census  (Ireland)  BUI — Read  2^  (according  to  order) ;  Committee  negatived ; 
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Yesterday's  Adjournment  of  the  House — Personal  Explanation — 
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The  Lord  Chancellor  {The  Earl  of  Halslmry)       1386 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 
House  resumed  by  the  Earl  of  Morley. 

Finance  Bill — Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1<*;  to  be  read  2*  on 
Monday  next  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) ;  and  Standing  Order  No 
XXXIX.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with     1386 

Police  Reservists  (Allowances)  Bill — Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read 

!•;  and  to  be  printed.     (No.  50.) 1386 

House  adjoamed  at  Eleven  of  the  dock. 
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received  and  of  the  disposal  thereof,  and  of  all  Contracts  for  the  grant  of 
Deferred  Life  Annuities  and  for  Payments  on  Death  made,  during  the 
year  1899  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  130.]  1 392 

South  Africa — Copy  presented,  of  Proclamation  issued  by  the  High  Commis- 
sioner for  South  Africa  on  19th  March,  1900,  relating  to  Alienations  of  Pro- 
perty by  the  South  African  Republic  or  Orange  Free  State  made  subsequently 
to  the  date  of  the  Proclamation  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table     ...  1392 

Board  of  Education — Copy  presented,  of  Minute  of  the  Board  of  Education, 
dated  6th  April,  1900,  establishing  Higher  Elementary  Schools  [by  Com- 
mand];  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1392 

Technical  Instruction  Act,  1889 — Copies  presented,  of  Minutes  sanctioning 
the  subjects  to  be  taught  under  Clause  8  of  The  Technical  Instruction  Act, 
1889,  for  the  following  county  and  district: — County  of  Buckingham 
(Eighth  Minute),  dated  23rd  February,  1900;  District  of  Beckenham, 
dated  1 3th  March,  1 900  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1392 

QUESTIONS 

South  African  War— Boer  Prisoners— Place  of  Custody— Question, 
Captain  Donelan  (Cork,  E.) ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester,  E.) 1392 

Prisoners  of  War — Statistics — Suggested  Exchange— Question,  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien  (Kilkenny) ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  Wyndham,  Dover)  1393 

Boer  Prisoners  at  Simons  Town — Question,  Mr.  Channing  (Northampton- 
shire, E.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1394 

Durban  Naval  Volunteers — Question,  Sir  John  Colonib  (Great  Yar- 
mouth); Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Goschen,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square) 1394 

Lord  Roberts's  Proclamation  Against  Looting— Question,  Mr.  Kimber 
(Wandsworth);  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain,  Birmingham,  W.)        ...         1395 

War    Medals — Question,  Captain  Jessel   (St.   Pancras,    S.);  Answer,    Mr. 

Wyndham        1396 

Army  Veterinary  Department — Question,  Captain  Jessel;    Answer,  Mr. 

Wyndham        1396 

Military  Transport — Haulage  Machinery-  Question,  Mr.  Warr  (Liver- 
pool, East  Toxeth) ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office 
(Mr.  J.  Powell-Williams,  Birmingham,  S.) 1397 
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Indian  Army  Camp  Followers — Question,  Captain  Norton  (Newington, 
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Middlesex,  Ealing)      •••  1398 
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Volunteer  Post  Office  Servants— Question,  Mr.  Steadman  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney) ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hanbury, 
Preston)  HOO 

Civil    Servants    and    Volunteer    Training — Question,    Lord    Balcarres 

(Lancashire,  Chorloy) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hanbury        1401 

Rifle  Ranges  in  Herefordshire — Question,  Sir  James  Rankin  (Hereford- 
shire, Leominster) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham  1 401 

The  Late  Field-Marshal  Sir  Donald   Stewart — Question,  Mr.  Faber 

(York) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Goschen  1401 

Submarine    Torpedo    Boats— Question,    Captain    Norton;    Answer,    Mr. 

Goschen  1402 

Royal    Naval    College,    Greenwich  —  Naval    History    Lectures — 

Question,  Mr.  Gibson  Bowles  (Lynn  Regis) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Goschen        ...   1402 

Engineer    Officers    to    the    Accountant    Branch     Royal    Navy — 

Question,  Captain  Donelan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Goschen...         ...  ...  ...   1403 

British  Guiana — Bank  Note  Issues  —Question,  Mr.  Brodie  Hoare  (Hamp- 

stead) ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  ...         ...  ...   1 403 

Cable  Ccjmmunk^atkjn  with  THECAPK-Quostion,  Sir  Charles  Dilke  (Glouces- 
tershire, Forest  of  Dean) ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 
M  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol,  W.)  1404 

Budget  Figures— The  Year's  Figures— Question,  Mr.  Lough  (Islington,  W.) ; 

Answer,  Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach  ...         ...  ...  ...    1404 

Mercantile  Marine  Officers'  Certificates— Question,  Mr.  Gibson  Bowles ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon)  ...   1406 

Royal  Commission  on  Salmon  Fisheries — Question,  Sir  James  Rankin; 

Answer,  Mr.  Ritchie 1406 

Dog  Licences— Case  of  Aries— Question,  Mr.  Orr  Ewing  (Ayr  Burriis); 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Jesse 
Collings,  Birmingham,  Bordesley)     ...         1406 

Inspectors   of   Telegraph    Messengers    at   Liverpool — Question,   Mr. 

Steadman  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hanbury  1407 
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Members  of  Parliament  and  Free  Postage— Question,  Colonel  Welby 

(Taunton) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hanbury 1407 

Official  Recognition  of  Postal  Organisations— Question,  Mr.  Woods 

(Essex,  Walthamsto w) ;  Answes,  Mr.  Hanbury       1 408 

BoardofEducation— Departmental  Committef.— Questions,  Mr.  Bryce  and 
Lord  Balcarres ;  A^wers,  The  Vice-President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  (Sir  James  Gorst,  Cambridge  University) 1409 

Monaghan  Post  Office— Question,  Mr.  Macaleese  (Monaghan,  N.) ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Hanbury 1409 

Belfast   Telegraph    Office— Manturin's    Case— Question,   Mr.  Patrick 

O'Brien  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hanbury       1410 

Compensation  to  Injured  Irish  Policemen— Question,  Captain  Donelan ; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Atkinson,  Londonderry,  N.)  j  410 

Evicted  Farm  at  Errigal  Truagh— Questions,  Mr.  Macaleese,  and  Captain 

Donelan ;  Answers,  Mr.  Atkinson 1410 

Belfast  Poor  Law  Medical  Officer— Question,  Mr.  Macaleese ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Atkinson 1411 

Business  of  the  House— Questions,  Sir  H.  Campbell-Bannerman  (Stirling 
Burghs),  Sir  Henry  Fowler  (Wolverhampton,  E.),  Mr.  John  Redmond 
(Waterford),  Mr.  Gibson  Bowles,  and  Captain  Sinclair  (Forfarshire); 
Answers,  Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour 1412 


PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  [Expenses] — Committee  to  consider 
of  authorising  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament, 
of  the  remuneration  of  any  person  employed  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  under 
any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for  the  l:)etter  Prevention  of  Accidents  on 
Railways,  and  of  the  Expenses  incurred  by  the  Board  under  such  Act 
(Queen's  Recommendation  signified),  upon  Monday  next.— (^SVr  William 
Walrmd,)         1413 

Business  of  the  House  (Supply) — Ordered,  That  the  other  Government 
business  have  precedence  this  day  of  the  Committee  of  Supply. — {Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour.)  1413 

Adjournment  of  the  House  (Easter) — Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  this  House  at  its  rising  on  Monday  do  adjourn  till  Thursday, 
26th  April,  and  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the  proceedings  on  the  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Bill  Mr.  Speaker  do'  adjourn  the  House  without  Question 
put."— (A/r.  J,  J.  Balfour.) 

South  African  War— Terms  of  Settlement — Treatment  of  Prisoners 
—Martial  Law— Charges  against  British  Troops. 
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Discussion  : — 

Mr,  Courtney  (Cornwall^ 
Bodmin) 1414 

Mr,  Patrick  O'Brien  {Kil- 
kenny)     1418 

Sir  William  Harrourt  (Mon- 
ffumthshirey  W,) 1419 

Mr,  Jam/e$  Lowther  (Kent, 
Thanet) 1421 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr,  A.  J,  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, E.)        1424 

Sir  H,  Campbell-Bannerman 
(Stirling  Burghs)  ...  142S 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  (Cum- 
herlandy  CockerrrumJUh)    ...  1430 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


P9§t 


Mr,  Gibson  Bowles  (Lynn  Regis)  1431 
Mr,  Ldbouchere  (Northampton) ...  1432 
Mr.  Channing  (Northamptanskirej 

E,) 1435 

The   Under  Secretary  of  State  far 

War  (Mr,  Wyndham,  Dover)  „  1435 
Mr,  Bryn  Roberts  (Oamarvonshiire^ 

Eifm)  1438 

Sir    Howard    Vincent    (Sheffield^ 

Central)         1441 

Mr,  Bartley  (Islington,  N.)  ...  1444 
Mr,  H,   J,    WUson  (^Yorkshire, 

W,R,  Holmfirth)       1445 

Mr,  Weir  {Ross  a/nd  Cromarty)  ...  1445 


NEW  BILL. 

Bank  Holiday  Acts  Amendment — Bill  to  amend  the  Bank  Holiday  Acts, 
1871  and  1874,  and  to  make  provision  for  an  additional  Bank  Holiday,  to 
be  called  Empire  Day,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Faithfull  B^^, 
Sir  Howard  Vincent,  Lieutenant-Colonel  rryce-Jonee,  Mr.  Hedderwi^, 
Mr.  Scott  Montagu,  Mr.  William  Johnston,  Mr.  Bainbridge,  and  Mr.  Pryce. 

Bank  Holiday  Acts  Amendment  Bill—''  To  amend  the  Bank  Holiday 
Acts,  1871  and  1874,  and  to  make  provision  for  an  additional  Bank 
Holiday,  to  be  called  Empire  Day,"  presented  accordingly,  and  read  the 
first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Wednesday,  23rd  May,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  175]  1447 

Finance  BiD — [Third  Reading] — Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
third  time." — Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 


Discussion 


Sir  William  Harcourt  (Mon- 
Tuouthshire^  W.) 1454 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles  (Lynn 
Regis) 1460 


Mr,  James  LoTother  (Kent, 

Thanet) 1463 

Mr,  Lough  (Islington,  W.),..   1467 
Mr,   Herbert  Lewis    (Flint 
Boroughs)  1470 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided— Ayes,  103 ;  Noes,  16.     (Division  List  No.  99.) 

Bill  read  the  thiitl  time  and  passed. 

Police  Reservists  (Allowances)  Bill— Read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

Naval  Reserve  (Mobilisation)  Bill— Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [2nd  April],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  rSd  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr,  Caldwell  (Lanarkshire,  Mid)  I473 
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Attention  called  to  the  fact  that  forty  Members  were  not  present  (Mr. 
Steadman,  Tower  Hamlets,  Stepney).  House  counted,  and  forty  Mem- 
bers being  found  present. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  *  now/  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the 
words  *  upon  this  day  six  months.' " — {Mr.  Caldwell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Discussion  : — 


Mr.  Colville  {Lanark,  N.E.)  1478 

Mr.  HaveloJc  Wilson  {Mid- 

The  Attorney   General  (Sir 

dksbraugh)                    ...   1484 

Richard   fVehster,  Isle  of 

Sir  J.  Cokmib  {Great  Yar- 

Wight)  1478 

mouth)   1485 

Mr.       Edmund     Roheiison 

Mr.  Steadman  {Tower  Ham- 

{Dundee)            1478 

lets,  Stepney)      1486 

The  First  Lard  of  the  Admi- 

Mr.    Maddison     {Sheffield, 

ralty  {Mr.    Goschen,    St. 

Brightside)        1486 

George\  Hanover  Square)  1481 

Sir      U.     Kay-Shuttleworth 

Mr.   Gibson    Bowles    {Lynn 

{Lancashire,  Clitheroe)...  1487 

Regis) 1482 

Mr.  John  Burns  {Battersea)  1487 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Monday,  dOth  April. 

Land  Charges  Bill  [Lords] — Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read 
a  second  time." — {Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.   Caldwell,   Lanarkshire,  The     Attorney     General      {Sir 

Mid)      1488  Richard      Webster,     Isle     of 

Mr.  Bond  {Nottingham^  E.)  1494  Wight)  1495 

Mr.    Herbert    Lewis   {Flint  Mr.     Lloyd-George      {Carnarvon 

Boroughs)  1495  Boroughs)       1497 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Law,  etc. 

Land  Registry  New   Buildings  Bill  -[Second  Reading]— Order  for  Second 
Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time." — {Mr.  Akers  Douglas.) 

Mr.  Caldwell  {Lanarkshire,  Mid)  1498 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee  of  five 
Members,  three  to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and  two  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  against ithe  Bill  five  clear  days  before  the 
meeting  of  the  Committee  be  referred  to  the  Committee ;  that  the 
Petitioners  praying  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  or  Agents, 
be  heard  against  the  Bill,  and  Counsel  heard  in  support  of  the  Bill. 
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Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records. 

Ordered,  That  three  be  the  quorum.— (Afr.  Akers  Douglas.) 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Act  (1894)  Amendment  Bill— [Second 

Reading] — Order  for  Second  Reading  read 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 

second  time." — {Mr  Edmund  Robertson,) 

Discussion  : — 

"^The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr,  A,  Graham  Murray  {Buteshire)  1499 

Sir  Walter  Foster  {Derbyshire,  Ilkeston) 1500 

Notice  taken  that  forty  Members  were  not  present ;  House  counted, 
and  forty  Members  not  being  present — 

The  House  was  adjourDed  at  a  quarter  after  Eleven  of  the  clock. 


LORDS :  MONDAY,  9th  APRIL,  1900. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the 
Parliaments  had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates  from  the 
Examiners  that  the  further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  follow- 
ing Bills  have  been  complied  with  : — Brighton  Corporation,  North 
Warwickshire  Water  ;  the  same  were  order^  to  lie  on  the  Table     . . .  1501 

Scottish    American    Investment    Company,    Limited    Bill   [h.l.]— 

Committed       ...         ...         1501 

Ossett  Corporation  Oas  Bill — Read  2^  and  committed  ;  the  Committee  to 

be  proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection  1501 

Wetherby   District    Water   Bill;  Wakefield  Corporation   Market  Bill — 

Read  2",  and  comniitted         ...  ...  ...  ...  ...   1501 

Dorking  Water  Bill  [U-L]  ;  Exmouth  UrbLin  Districl  Water  Dill  [u.L.J; 
Fishgiiaid  Water  and  Gas  Bill  [H.L.] — Read  3<',  and  ;)assed,  and  sent  to 
the  Commons  ...         ...         ...         ...  ...  ..  ...         ...   1501 

Great  Central  Railway  Bill  [h.lJ^;  Deame  Valley  Railway  Bill  [h.l.]; 
Neath  Harbour  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Taff  Vale  Railway  Bill  [h.L,]  ;  Fishguard  and 
Rosslare  Railways   and    Harbours   Bill   [h.l.]  ;   Rhymney  Railway   Bill 

tH.L.]  ;  Cork  Electric  Tramways  Bill  [h.l.];  South  Essex  Water  Board 
VlW  [h.l.]  ;  South  Essex  Water  Bill  [h.l.  1— Report  from  the  Committee  of 
Selection,  That  the  Lord  Northbourne  oe  proposed  to  the  House  as  a 
member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bills  in  the  place  of  the 
Lord  Barnard  ;  read,  and  agreed  to 1501 

Morley  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.];  Preston  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.]; 
Great  Grimsby  Street  Tramways  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Rotherham  Corporation  Bill 
[h.L.];  Sheffield  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.];  Rawmarsh  Urban  District 
Council  (Tramways)  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Walsall  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  South 
Staffordshire  Tramways  Bill  [H.L.] — Report  from  the  Committee  of 
Selection,  That  the  Lord  Barnard  be  proposed  to  the  House  as  a  Member 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bills  in  the  place  of  the  Lord  North- 
bourne  ;  read,  and  agreed  to.  1502 
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Airdrie  and  Ooatbridffe  Tramways  Bill ;  Hoylake  and  West  Kirby 
Improvement  Bill ;  Widnes  and  Runcorn  Bridge  Bill — Brought  from  the 
Commons  ;  read  1« ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  1502 

Oas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  a  Bill  to  confirm  certain 
Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  the  Gas  and  Water 
Works  Facilities  Act,  1870,  relating  to  Hoylake  and  West  Kirby  Gas 
and  Water,  Manningtree  and  Mistley  (Essex)  Gas,  South  Elmsall,  South 
Kirby,  and  North  Elmsall  Gas,  and  Steyning  and  District  Water — was 
presented  by  the  Earl  Waldegrave  (for  the  Lord  Balfour) ;  read  1«  ;  to  be 
printed ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners.     (No.  52.)  1502 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  &e. 

Navy  (Estimates,  1899-1900). — Statement  showing  the  original  and  revised 
programme  of  estimated  expenditure  in  cash,  and  in  net  value  of  stores  to 
be  issued  for  shipbuilding,  etc.,  during  the  year  1899-1900.  1502 

Mines  and    Quarries — Reports  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  for  the  year 

1899 1502 

Indian  Expendittoe  (Royal  Commission) — Final  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Administration  of  the  Expenditure  of  India  (Vol.  IV.),  and 
Minutes  of  Evidence  (Vol.  III.)         1 503 

Agrarian  Offences  (Provinces)  (Ireland)—- Return  for  the  year  ended  31st 

December,  1899  1503 

Egypt,  No.  1  (1900) — Reports  by  Her  Majesty's  Agents  and  Consul-General 
on  the  finances,  administration,  and  condition  of  Egypt  and  the  Soudan  in 
1899     1503 

Africa,  No.-  3  (1900) — Correspondence  respecting  Slavery  and  the  Slave 
Trade  in  East  Africa  and  the  Islands  of  Zanzibar  and  Pemba  [in  continua- 
tion of  Africa,  No.  8.     (1899)] 1503 

China,  No.    2  (1900) — Correspondence  with  the  United  States  Government 

respecting  foreign  trade  in  China      ..  1503 

Trade  Reports  (Annual    Series)— No.  2396.      Turkey    (Trebizond  and 

Sivas,  1899) 1503 

India  (Use  of  Government  Churches) — Papers  relating  to  the  use  for 
Presbyterian  and  Wesleyan  services  of  garrison  churches  in  India 
which  have  been  consecrated  for  the  service  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table...  1503 

Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction  (Ireland)  Act,  1899— Regula- 
tion for  the  appointment  of  Members  of  the  Council  of  Agriculture,  the 
Agricultural  Board,  and  the  Board  of  Technical  Instruction         1503 

Superannuation— Treasury  Minute,  dated  3rd  April,  1900,  declaring  that 
for  the  due  and  efficient  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  posts  of  Senior 
Examiner  and  of  Junior  Examiner  in  the  Board  of  Education  (Science  and 
Art  Department),  professional  or  other  peculiar  qualifications  not  ordi- 
narily to  be  acquired  in  the  public  service  are  requisite.  Laid  l>efore  the 
House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 1503 
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Finance  Bill — Kearl  2^*  (according  to  order) ;  Committee  negatived  ;  then 
Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  considered  (according  to  oraer),  and  dis- 
pcnsod  with.     Bill  read  3^,  and  passed         ...  1504 

Army  (Annual)  Bill — Read  3^  (according  to  order),  and  passed       ...         ...  1504 

Public  Libraries  Bill  [h.l.]— Read  3«  (according  to  order);   Amendments 

nifulc  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons  ...         ...  1504 

Census  (Ireland)  Bill— Read  3*  (according  to  order),  and  passed 1504 

NEJV  BILL 

County  Courts  (Investment  of  Deposits)  Bill  [h.l.]— A  Bill  to  amend 
the  law  with  regard  to  the  investment  of  money  paid  into  a  comity  court 
-Was  presented  by  the  I^ord  Chancellor ;  read  1<* ;  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  53.)  1504 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

HOYAL    ASSENT. 

Commission- -The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal  Assent — 1.  Finance. 
2.  Army  (Annual).  3.  Census  (Ireland).  4.  Military  Lands  Provisional 
Order.     5.  Colonial  Bank      1504 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  past  Three  of  the 
clock,  till  Monday  the  30th  instant. 


COMMONS  :  MONDAY,  9th  APRIL,  1900. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 

Private  Bills  [Lords]  (Standing  Orders  not  Prea^ously  Inquired  into 
Complied  with) — Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of 
the  P^xaminers  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  that,  in  the  case  of  the 
following  Bills,  originating  in  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First  Reading 
thereof,  the  Standing  Oilers  not  previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied  with,  viz.: — Army  and  Navy  In- 
vestment Trust  Bill  [Lords] ;  Cleethorpes  Gas  Bill  [Lords] ;  Cowes  Pier 
Bill  [Lords] ;  Pklinburgh  District  Lunacy  Board  Bill  [Lords]  ;  Falkirk  and 
District  Water  Bill  [Lords] ;  Great  Berkhampstead  Water  Bill  [Lords]  ; 
Gun  Barrel  Proof  Act,  1868,  Amendment  Bill  [Lords] ;  Imschenetzky^s 
Uralite  Patent   Bill   [Lord?] ;    Kingston-upon-Thames  Corporation  Bill 

[Lonls] ;    Motherwell   Water  Bill  [Lords] ;   New  Russia  Company    Bill 
Lords] ;  Southampton  Harbour  Bill  [Lords].     Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be 
read  a  second  time      ...   1605 

Provisional  Order  Bills  (no  Standing  Orders  Applicable) — Mr. 
Si'EAKEK  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  that,  in  the  case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred 
on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  no  Standing  Orders  are  apj^cable,  via. : — 
Local  (Government  rrovisiorud  Orders  (No.  2^  BilL  Oraeied,  That  the 
Bill  be  read  a  aeci^nd  time  upon  Thursday,  26tn  April      1505 
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Provisional  Order  Bills  (Standing  Orders  Appucable  Thereto 
Complied  with) — Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the 
following  Bill,  referred  on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders 
which  are  applicable  thereto  have  been  complied  with,  viz. : — Electric 
Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill.  Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  upon  Thursday,  26th  April 1505 

Message  from  the  Lords — That  they  have  passed  a  Bill  intituled,  "An 
Act  to  confirm  the  issue  by  the  Rhymney  Iron  Company,  Limited,  of 
certain  shares  credited  as  partly  paid  up."  Rhymney  Iron  Company  Bill 
[Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  enable  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal 
Company  to  acquire  the  Manchester  Racecourse  and  other  lands,  and  to 
construct  a  new  dock,  railway,  and  works ;  to  establish  a  thrift  fund  for 
their  officers  and  servants ;  and  for  other  purposes."  Manchester  Ship 
Canal  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Urban  District  Council 
of  Mountain  Ash  to  construct  additional  waterworks  and  gasworks ;  and 
for  other  purposes."     Mountain  Ash  Water  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  confer  further  powers  upon  the  Cor- 
poration of  Burnley  and  neighbouiing  authorities  with  respect  to  tramways 
and  street  improvements  within  and  beyond  the  borough ;  and  for  other 
purposes."    Burnley  Corporation  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  eictend  the  boundaries  of  the  City  and 
Royal  Burffh  of  Edinburgh  and  County  of  the  City  of  Edinburgh;  to 
authorise  the  Lord  Provost,  Magistrates,  and  Council  of  the  City  to  pur- 
chase and  acquire  lands  at  Saughton ;  to  erect  and  maintain  a  Tramway 
Power  Station  at  Portobello;  to  construct  works  and  Tramways;  to 
acquire  lands;  to  amend  Acts;  and  for  other  purposes."  Edinburgh 
Corporation  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  **  An  Act  to  make  new  provisions  with  respect  to 
the  (Governing  Body  of  the  Schools  of  King  Edward  the  Sixth  in 
Birmingham,  and  with  respect  to  the  management  of  the  Schools  property 
and  revenues  under  their  control ;  and  to  confer  further  powers  on  the 
said  Governing  Body;  and  for  other  purposes."  Birmingham  (King 
Edward  the  Sixth)  Schools  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  transfer  all  the  property  and  liabilities 
of  Mason  University  College,  in  the  City  of  Birmingham,  to  the  University 
of  Birmingham,  and  to  repeal  the  Mason  University  College  Act,  1897  ; 
to  confer  certain  powers  on  the  said  University ;  and  for  other  purposes." 
Birmingham  University  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Kingston-upon-Thames 
(}as  Company  to  raise  additional  capital,  convert  their  existing  capital, 
acquire  lands,  amend  their  existing  Acts;  and  for  other  purposes." 
Kingston-upon-Thames  Gas  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  for  empowering  the  Dorking  Water 
Company  to  raise  additional  capital ;  and  for  other  purposes."  Dorkinc 
Water  Bill  [Lords].  ^  ^ 

AJso  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Exmouth  Urban  District 
Coimcil  to  purchase  the  undertaking  of  the  Exmouth  and  District  Water- 
«rorks  Company,  and  to  supply  water  within  their  district-;  and  for  other 
purposes."    Exmouth  Urban  District  Water  Bill  [Lords]. 
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And  also  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to  enable  the  Fishguard  Water  and 
Gas  Company  to  extend  their  limits  of  supply,  to  construct  additional 
waterworks  and  gasworks,  to  change  the  name  of  the  Company ;  and  for 
other  purposes."    Fishguard  Water  and  Gas  Bill  [Lords] 1506 

Rhynmey  Iron  Company  Bill  [Lords] ;  Manchester  Ship  Canal  Bill  [Lords] ; 
Mountain  Ash  Water  Bill  [Lords] ;  Burnley  Corporation  Bill  [LordBj ; 
Edinburgh  Corporation  Bill  [Lords] ;  Birmingham  (King  Edward  the 
Sixth)  Schools  Bill  [Lords] ;  Birmingham  University  Bill  [Lords] ; 
Kingston-upon-Thames  Gas  Bill  [Lords];  Dorking  Water  Bill  [Lords]; 
Exmouth  Urban  District  Water  Bill  [Lords] ;  Fishguard  Water  and  Gas 
Bill  [Lords].  Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills      1507 

Charing  Cross,  Euston,  and  Hanipstead  Railway  Bill ;  Glastonbury 
Corporation  Gas  Bill ;  Hastings  Harbour  Bill ;  Maidenhead  Gas  Bill ; 
Universal  Life  Assurance  Society  Bill  [Lords] ;  Wellingborough  and  Dis- 
trict Tramroads  Bill.  As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third 
time      1508 

Oovemments  Stocks  and  Other  Securities  Investment  Company  Bill 

[Lords]  ;  Lincoln  Corporation  Tramways  Bill  [Lords] ;  Newport  (Mon- 
mouthshire) Gas  Bill  [Lords]  ;  Southport  and  Lytham  Tramroad  Bill. 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  1508 

Private  Bills— Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  39,  129,  and  230  be  sus- 
pended, and  that  the  time  for  depositing  Petitions  and  Memorials  i^ainst 
Private  Bills,  or  against  any  Bill  t;o  confirm  any  Provisional  Order  or 
Provisional  Certificate,  and  for  depositing  duplicates  of  any  Documents 
relating  to  any  Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order  or  Provisional  Cer- 
tificate, be  extended  to  the  first  day  on  which  the  House  shall  sit  after 
the  Recess. — {The  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Meam,) ...  1508 

Tottenham  Urban  District  Council  BiU — Petition  for  additional  Provi- 
sion ;  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills      1508 

Message  from  the  Lords — That  they  have  agreed  to — Finance  Bill ;  Army 
(Annual)  Bill;  Census  (Ireland)  Bill,  without  Amendment.  That  they 
have  passed  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
Public  Libraries,  Museums,  and  Gymnasiums,  and  to  regulate  the  Liability 
of  Managers  of  Libraries  to  Proceedings  for  Libel.  Public  Libraries 
Bill  [Lords]      1508 

ROYAL  ASSENT. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commissioners.  The  House  went ;  and,  being  re- 
turned, Mr.  8pp:aker  reported  the  Royal  Assent  to — L  Finance  Act, 
1900;  2.  Army  (Annual)  Act,  1900;  3.  Census  (Ireland)  Act,  1900;  4. 
Military  Lands  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Act,  1900 ;  5.  Colonial 
Bank  Act,  1900  1509 

PETITIONS. 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill — Petition  of  the  Scottish  Chamber  of  Agricul- 
ture, in  favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         1509 

Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland)  Bill— Petitions  in  favour,  from 

Earlston ;  Weem ;  and  Haddington ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1509 
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Local  Authorities  Officers'  Superannuation  Bill — Petition  from  Leicester, 

in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        1509 

London  Government  Act,  1899  (Borough  of  Hackney  Draft  Order  in 
Council) — Petition  from  Hackney,  against  alteration ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table 1509 

Public  Houses  (Scotland)  Later  Opening  Bill— Petition  from  Edinburgh, 

against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  1509 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  Bill— Petitions  in  favour,  from 

Portsmouth  ;  and  Peckham  Rye  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table      1509 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Children  Bill  and  Sunday  Closing 

(Monmouthshire)  Bill — Petition  from  Gainsborough,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table 1509 


e  of  Intoxicating  Liouors  to  Children  Bill— Petitions  in  favour, 
from  Garstang;  West  Hartlepool;  Bolton;  Ulster;  Ripon;  Preston; 
Southport ;  and  Batley ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table         


Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liouors  to  Children  (No.  2)  Bill— Petitions  in 
favour,  from  Sheffield  (thirteen) ;  Oldbury ;  Peckham ;  Swansea ; 
Gloucester;  Manchester;  Bristol;  and  Penrith;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...  1510 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Children  (Scotland)  Bill— Petition 

from  Churnside,  in  favour;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1510 

Sunday  Closing  (Monmouthshire)  Bill— Petitions  in  favour,  from  Ripon ; 
Saxilby ;  Garstang ;  Earby  ;  Manchester ;  Preston  ;  Gloucester ;  and 
Swansea  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        1510 

Town  Councils  (Scotland)  Bill — Petition  from  Kinross,  in  favour ;  to  lie 

upon  the  Table  1510 

Veterinary  Surgeons  Amendment  Bill— Petition  of  Highland  Agricultural 

Society  of  Scotland,  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        1510 

ViviSBCTiON — Petition  from  Hornsea,  for  prohibition ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table...  1510 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Indian  Expenditure  (Royal  Commission) — Copy  presented,  of  Final 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  Administration  of  the  Expendi- 
ture of  India  (Vol.  IV.),  and  Minutes  of  Evidence  [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table  1510 

Mines  and  Quarries — Copy  presented,  of  Reports  of  Her  Majesty*s 
Inspectors  of  Mines  for  the  year  1899  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table 1510 

Agrarian  Offences  (Provinces)  (Ireland)— Copy  presented,  of  Return 
by  Provinces  of  Agrarian  Offences  in  Ireland  for  the  year  ended  31st 
December,  1899  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1510 

Arrests  for  Drunkenness  (Ireland)— Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  15th  March ;  Mr,  William  Johnstoiie] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and 
tobepinted.    [No.  131.]     1511 
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Agriclltl-ral  and  Technical  Instruction  (Ireland)  Act,  1899 — Copy 
presented,  of  Regulations  for  the  Appointment  of  Members  of  the  Goumnl 
of  Agriculture,  the  Agricultural  Board,  and  the  Board  of  Technical 
Instniction  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
l.'iJ.] 1511 

Merchant  Skamen — Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  a  Committee  appointed  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  Question  of  Continuous  Discharge  Certificates 
for  Seamen,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  Appendix,  and  Index  [by  Gom- 
maiid] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...  1511 

East  India  (Use  of  Government  Churches  in  India) — Copy  presented, 
of  Pa[ierH  relating  to  the  ase  for  Presbyterian  and  Wesleyan  Services  of 
(iarrison  Churches  in  India  which  have  been  consecrated  for  the  service 
of  the  Church  of  England  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         ...  1611 

Superannuations— Copy  presented,  of  Treasury  Minute,  dated  3rd  April, 
1900,  declaring  that  for  the  due  and  efficient  discharge  of  the  duties  of 
the  )K>st.s  of  Senior  Examiner  and  of  Junior  Examiner  in  the  Board  of 
Education  (Science  and  Art  Department),  professional  or  other  peculiar 
qualifications  not  ordinarily  to  be  acquired  in  the  Public  Service  are 
requisite  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table ...  1511 

Crown's  N(jminee  Account — Abstract  Account  presented,!  of  Receipts  and 
Payments  of  the  Treasury  Solicitor,  in  the  year  ended  31st  December, 
1899,  in  the  Administration  of  Estates  on  behalf  of  the  Crown,  and 
Alphabetical  List  of  Intestates'  Estates  in  respect  of  which  Letters  of 
Administration  were  granted  to  the  Treasury  Solicitor  as  Crown's  Nominee, 
and  of  other  cases  (partial  Intestacies,  etc.)  in  which  Accounts  were  opened 
in  the  Books  of  the  Treasury  Solicitor  in  the  same  year  in  respect  of 
moneys  received  by  him  as  Crown's  Nominee  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  133.]  1611 

China  (No.  2,  1900) — Copy  presented,  of  Correspondence  with  the  United 
States  Government  respecting  Foreign  Trade  in  China  [by  Command]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table       1612 

Afrkja  (No.  3,  1900) — Copy  presented,  of  Correspondence  respecting  Slavery 
and  the  Slave  Trade  in  East  Africa  and  the  Islands  of  Zanzibar  and  Pemba 
(in  continuation  of  Africa,  No.  8,  1889)  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table  1512 

Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series) — Copy  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  No.  2396  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table         1512 

Egypt  (No.  1,  1900) — Copy  presented,  of  Reports  by  Her  Majesty's  Agent  and 
Consul  General  on  the  Finances,  Administration,  and  Condition  of  Egypt 
and  the  Soudan  in  1899  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...  1512 

Navy  (Estimates,  1899-1900) — Copy  presented,  of  Statement  showing  the 
original  and  revised  Programme  of  Estimated  Expenditure  in  cash,  and  in 
not  value  of  Stores  to  be  issued  for  Shipbuilding,  etc.,  during  the  year 
1899-1900  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  1612 

Coal  Tables — Copy  ordered,  "of  Statement  showing  the  Production  and 
Consumption  of  Coal^  and  the  Number  of  Persons  employed  in  Coal 
Production,  in  the  Principal  Countries  of  the  World,  in  each  year  from 
1883  to  1898,  as  far  as  the  paiticulars  can  be  stated ;  together  with  a 
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Statement  showing  the  Production  of,  and  Trade  in,  Petroleum  in  the 
United  States  and  in  the  Russian  Empire  for  a  series  of  yerrs  (in  continua- 
tion of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  118,  of  Session  1899). '—(Af?-.  Ritchie.)— 
Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  134.]        1512 

AUPKRiSM  (England  and  Wales)  (Monthly  Statement)- -Return  ordered, 
"  of  monthly  comparative  statements  of  the  number  of  Paupers  of  all 
classes  (except  lunatics  in  asylums,  registered  hospitals,  and  licensed 
houses,  and  vagrants)  in  receipt  of  relief  in  England  and  Wales  on  the 
last  day  of  every  week  in  each  month  of  the  several  years  from  1857  to 
1900,  both  inclusive  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  100,  of 
Session  1899.")— (^^-  ^-  ^'  BusselL) 

Return    presented   accordingly;    to  lie    upon   the  Table,  and   to  be 
printed.     [No.  135.] 1512 

A.UPERISM  (England  and  Wales)  (Half-Yearly  Statement) — Return 
ordered, "  of  Statement  of  the  number  of  Paupers  relieved  on  the  Ist 
day  of  January,  1900,  and  similar  Statement  for  the  1st  day  of  July, 
1900  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  100,  of  Session 
1899)."— (Afr.  T.  W,  Russell) 

Return  presented  accordingly ;    to  lie  upon    the    Table,  and    to    be 
printed.    [No.  136.] 1513 

OCR  Relief  (England  and  Wales) — Return  ordered,  "of  Statement  of  the 
amount  expended  for  In-maintenance  and  Out-door  Relief  in  England  and 
WaJes  during  the  half-year  ended  Lady  Day,  1900. 

"And  similar  Statement  for  the  half-year  ending  Michaelmas,  1900." 
— (Afr.jT.  W.Russell) 

Return    presented    accordingly;  to  lie   upon   the   Table,    and  to   be 
printed.     [No.  137.] 1513 

[OUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CiASSES — Retums  ordered,  "showing,  (1)  in 
respect  of  the  local  authorities  in  England  and  Wales  who  have  carried 
out  or  are  carrying  out  improvement  or  reconstruction  schemes  under 
Parts  I.  and  11.  of  the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act,  1890,  the  size 
of  the  area  included  in  each  scheme ;  the  number  of  persons  of  the  working 
classes  who  were  resident  on  such  area  at  the  date  of  making  the  scheme, 
and  the  number  provided  for  or  to  be  provided  for  under  the  scheme ; 
the  nature  of  the  accommodation  provided ;  the  amount  authorised  to  be 
borrowed,  and  the  amount  actually  borrowed  for  the  purpose  of  the 
scheme ;  the  rate  of  interest  thereon  ;  the  periods  allowed  for  repayment ; 
the  amount  of  loans  outstanding  on  the  31st  March,  1900;  the  esti- 
mated or  actual  expenditure  under  the  scheme  in  respect  of  (a)  land,  (b) 
buildings ;  the  income  from  rents  or  other  sources  during  the  year  endea 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1900,  and  the  expenditure  (other  than  that 
defrayed  out  of  borrowed  money)  during  the  year  in  respect  of  the  scheme, 
the  amount  expended  in  repayment  of  the  loans  and  interest  thereon 
being  distinguished ;  and  (2)  the  names  of  the  local  authorities  in 
England  and  Wales  who  have  adopted  Part  III.  of  the  Act  and  as  regards 
each  of  those  authorities  who  have  provided  or  are  providing  lodging 
houses  for  the  working  classes  under  that  part  of  the  Act,  the  number 
of    lodging  houses    acquired,   erected,  or  being  erected,  the  number  of 

Kraons  provided  for  lor  to  be  provided  for,  the  amount  authorised  to 
borrowed  for  the  purpose  of  the  purchase  of  land  or  the  acquisition 
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or  erection  of  lodging  houses  and  the  amount  actually  borrowed,  the 
rate  of  interest  thereon,  the  periods  allowed  for  repayment,  the  amount 
of  loans  outstanding  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1900;  the  estimated  or 
actual  cost  of  (a)  land,  (b)  buildings ;  the  income  from  rents  or  other 
sources  during  the  year  ended  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1900;  and  the 
expenditure  (other  than  that  out  of  borrowed  money)  during  the"  year, 
the  amount  expended  in  repayment  of  loans  and  interest  thereon  being 
distinguished." — (Mr,  HazelL)  1513 

Contracts  for  Local  Authorities  (Wages)  (Ireland)-— Return  ordered, 
"showing,  in  respect  of  each  County  Council,  County  Borough  Council, 
Rural  and  Urban  District  Council,  body  of  Town  Commissioners  not  an 
Urban  District  Council,  and  Poor  Law  Union  in  Ireland,  whether  the 
Contracts  entered  into  by  the  Authority  for  the  execution  of  works  specify 
any 'Conditions  as  to  the  Wages  to  be  paid  by  the  Contractor,  or  other 
conditions  ^vith  regard  to  persons  employed  by  him ;  and,  if  so,  what  are 
the  conditions  so  specified." — (Sir  Charles  Di Ike.) 1514 

Land  Registry  (New  Buildings)  [Advances] — Committee  to  consider  of 
authorising  the  issue,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  of  such  simis  as  may 
be  required  for  the  purposes  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for  the 
acquisition  of  property  for  building  a  new  Land  Registry  Office  and  other 
Public  Offices  in  London,  and  of  authorising  the  Treasury  to  borrow 
money  by  means  of  Terminable  Annuities,  such  Annuities  to  be  paid  out  of 
moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  and,  if  those  moneys  are  insufficient, 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  (Queen's  Recommendation  signified),  upon 
Thursday,  26th  A]pri\.— (Secretary  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley.)        16U 

Contracts  for  Local  Authorities  (Wages)— Return  ordered,  "showing, 
in  respect  of  each  administrative  county  and  each  Poor  Law  Union  in 
England  and  Wales,  whether  the  Contracts  entered  into  by  the  Authority 
for  the  execution  of  works  specify  any  conditions  as  to  the  Wages  to  be 
paid  by  the  Contractor,  or  other  conditions  with  regard  to  persons  em- 
ployed by  him ;  and,  if  so,  what  are  the  conditions  so  specified." — (Sir 
Charles  Dilke.) 1515 

QUESTIONS. 

South  African  War — Boer  Prisoners — Place  of  Custody — Question, 
Mr.  William  Abraham  (Cork,  N.E.) ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester,  E.)         ,.  1515 

KoORN  Spruit  Disaster — Question,  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien  (Kilkenny) ;  Answer, 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Wyndham,  Dover) 151G 

Cape  Railway  Management— Question,  Mr.  McKenna  (Monmouthshire,  N.) ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham  ...       ....  1516 

Militia— Officers'  Gratuities— Question,  Dr.^Farquharson  (Aberdeenshire, 

W.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham  ...         ." 1516 

Militia  Regulations — Question,  Mr.  Lambert  (Devonshire,  South  Molton) ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham  1516 

Inns  of  Couht  Rifle  Volunteers — Question,  Mr.  Lees  Knowles  (Salford, 

W.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham  1516 

Strength  of  Volunteer  Battalions— Question,  Mr.  Gretton  (Derbyshire, 

S.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Wyndham  1517 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS.  cxxxi 

Jpil  9.]  Page 

Volunteer  Buildings— Loans— Questions,  Mr.  C.  J.  Murray  (Coventry); 

Answer,  Mr.  Anstruther  (St.  Andrews  Burghs)      1518 

India— Use  of  Government  Churches  for  Military  Servicfjs— Question, 
Mr.  Carvell  Williams  (Nottinghamshire,  Mansfield);  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex,  Ealing)         ...  1518 

West  Indies— Fee  for  Registration  ofIndustrialBanks  and  Associations 
— Question,  Mr.  Channine  (Northamptonshire,  E.) ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  Birmingham,  W.)  1518 


Sierra   Leone— Criminal    Jurisdiction    and    Appeals— Question,    Mr. 

Heddervrick  (Wicks  Burghs);  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  1519 

Australian  Federation — Western  Australia — Proposed  Division  of 
the  Colony — Question,  Mr.  Hogan  (Tipperary,  Mid) ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain 1520 

AusTRAiJAN  Maii^— Calling  Ports— Question,   Mr.   Hogan;  Answci-f  Mr. 

J.  Chamberlain  1520 

Pacific    Cable    Committee  —  Question,    Mr.    Hogan ;    Answer,    Mr.    J. 

Chamberlain 1520 

Uganda  Railway — Question,  Mr.  Labouchere  (Northampton) ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Brodrick,  Surrey, 
Guildford)       1521 

Theatrical  Censorship — Questions,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith  (Flintshire)  and  Mr. 
T.  B.  Curran  (Sligo,  S.) ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (»Sir  M.  White  Kidley,  Lancashire,  Blackpool)  1522 

Houses  of  Parliament — Decoration  of  Central  Lobby — Questions, 
Lord  Balcarres  (Lancashire,  Chorley)  and  Dr.  Farquharson;  Answers, 
The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Akers  Douglas,  Kent,  St. 
Augustine's) 1522 

London  County  Council — Case   of  Mr.  Balean — Question,  Mr.  Flower 

S Bradford,  W.) ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Webster, 
sle  of  Wight) 1523 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease— Argentine  Imports — Question,  Mr.  Patrick 
O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  (Mr.  Long, 
Liverpool,  West  Derby)         1523 

SooTTisH  Police — Alleged  Negligence — Case  of  Lawrence  Henderson 
— Question,  Sir  Charles  Cameron  (Glasgow,  Bridgeton);  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  A.  Graham  Murray,  Buteshire)  1524 

Post  Office  Retirement  Rules — Question,  Mr.  Steadman  (Tower  Hamlets, 

Stepney)  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Anstruther 1525 

Post  Office — Health  Statistics — Phthisis — Question,  Sir  Walter  Foster 

(Derbyshire,  Ilkeston) ;    Answer,   Mr.  Anstnither  1 525 

America  Mail  Service— White  Star  Line — Question,Mr.  Lonsdale  (Armagh, 

Mid) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Anstnither        1526 

Post  Office -Risk  Allowances — Question,   Mr.  Louis    Sinclair    (Essex, 

Romford)  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Anstmther  \Wl\ 
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Post  Office — Telegraphists'  Increbients — Question,  Mr.  Louis  Sinclair; 

Answer,  Mr.  Anstnither        •••  1527 

Post   Office— West   Central   District   Office   Men's    Grievances — 

Question,  Mr.  Steadman ;  Answer,  Mr.  Anstruther  1527 

Liverpool     Postal     Staff — Question,    Mr.     Steadman;     Answer,    Mr. 

Anstnither       1528 

Clones  Post  Office— Question,   Mr.  Macaleese  (Monaghan,  N.);  Answer, 

Mr.  Anstruther  1528 

Irish  Monitors  and  Civil  Service  Appointments— Question,  Mr.  Patrick 

O'Brien;  Answer,  Mr.  Anstruther ...  1529 

Ministry  of  Trade  for  Ireland— Question,  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien ;  Answer, 

The  Attorney-General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Atkinson,  Londonderry,  N.)        ..!  1529 

Kilkenny  Union — Labourers'  Cottages— Question,  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien; 

Answer,  Mr.  Atkinson  ...  1530 

Meath  County  Council  Secretaryship— Question,  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien; 

Answer,  Mr.  Atkinson  ...  1531 

Irish   National   Teachers'   Salaries — Question,    Mr.    Patrick   O'Brien; 

Answer,  Mr.  Atkinson  ...  1531 

The  French  Government  and  the  late  Sir  D.  Sewart — Questions, 
Mr.  Buchanan  (Aberdeenshire,  E.)  and  Mr.  Courtney  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) ; 
Answers,  Mr  A.  J.  Balfour ...  1531 

Metropolitan  Boroughs— Question,  Mr.  Causton  (Southwark,  W.) ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell, 
Tyrone,  S.)      1532 

Business  of  the  House.— Questions,  Mr.  Asquith  (Fife,  E.),  Mr.  Steadman, 
Mr.  Flower,  Mr.  John  Redmond  ( Waterford),  and  Mr.  Channing ;  Answers, 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour        1533 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Sittings  of  the  House  (Exemption  from  the  Standing  Order). — 
Ordered,  That  the  proceedings  on  the  Agricultural  Holding  Bill,  if  under 
discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the 
Standing  Order,  Sittings  of  the  House. — (Mr.  Balfour.)     1534 

NEir  BILL. 

Poor  Removal. — Bill  to  amend  the  liaw  relating  to  the  removal  of  Paupers 
from  England  to  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell, 
Mr.  Chaplin,  and  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 

Poor  Removal  Bill. — "To  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  removal  of  Paupers 
from  England  to  Ireland,"  presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time ; 
to  be  rciid  a  second  time  upon  Mondav,  30th  April,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  176.]         '      ..  1534 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill. — Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time." — (IVic  Presid^iU  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture.) 
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Discussion  : — 

Mr,    Lambert    {Devonshire^  Mr,  Buchanan  (Aberdeenshire,  E,),  1572 

South  Molton) 1534  Mr,    J,    H,    Johnstone    (Sussex, 

Mr,  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N,)  1539  Horsham)       1579 

Mr.   Channing    (Northamp-  Mr,    Jasper    More    (Shropshire, 

t(mshire,E.)       1545  Ludlow)         1588 

Major  Easch  (Essex,  S,E.)., .  1553         Mr,  Price  (Norfolk,  E,) 1589 

Dr,  Farquharson  (Aberdeen-  Mr,    Brynrmr    Jones    (Swansea 

shire,  W.)  1555  District)         1595 

Mr,    GrarU    Lawsov.  (York-  Mr,    Herbert  Roberts    (Denbigh- 
shire, N,R,,  Thirsk)       ...1559            shire,  fF,)      1599 

Mr,   Thomas  Shaw  (Hawick  The  President  of   tlie  Board  of 
Burglis) 1562  Agriculture  (Mr,  Long,  Liver- 
Mr,  Liyyd  (Berkshire,  Abing-  pool.  West  Derby)      ...         ...  1599 

don)       1569 

Amendment  proposed — 

<<  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That,'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order 
to  add  the  words  '  it  is  desirable  that  legislation  relating  to  agricultural 
holdinj^  in  Scotland  should  proceed  on  the  lines  hitherto  followed  ;  and  that 
it  is  highly  unsatisfactory  to  legislate  on  that  subject  for  England  and  for 
Scotland  in  one  and  the  same  measure '  instead  thereof." — (Mr,  Ure.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  Munro  Ferguson  (Leith  CapL  Sinclair  (Forfarshire)       ...   1615 

Burghs) 1611 

The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  A, 
Graham  Munay,  Bute- 
shire)       1613 

Question  put — 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes,  115  ;  Noes,  30.  (Division  List  No.  100.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,   "  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  &c." — (Mr,  Long,) 


Discussion  : — 

Mr,  Caldvoell  (Lanarkshire, 
Mid)      1618 

Col,  Milward  (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-cm-Avm)         ...  1619 

Sir  Brampton  Gurdon  (Nor- 
folk, N,) 1620 

Mr,        Warner 

Lichjield) 
Mr,  Long 

(Staffordshire, 

1620 

1621 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  110  ;  Noes,  35.  (Division  List  No.  101.) 

In  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  6th  day  of  this  instant 
April,  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put. 

Adjourned  accordingly  at  five  minutes  before  Twelve  of  the  clock 

till  Thursday,  26th  April 
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PUBLIC   BILLS 

DEALT    WITH    IN    VOLUME    LXXXI. 

Those  marked  thus  *  are  Government  Bills.  The  figures  in  parentheses  in  the 
last  column  refer  to  the  page  in  this  volume.  "  [h.l.]  "  following  title  indicates  that 
the  Bill  was  originated  in  the  Lords. 


(A.)    House  of  Lords. 


Title  of  BiU. 


Ancient        Monuments 

Protection 
*Army  Aimual 


British  Museum  [h.l.] 
*Censu8  (Great  Britain) 

*Census  (Ireland) 


Coal  Mines  (Prohibition 
of  Child  Labour 
Underground) 

*Consolidated  Fund 
(No.  2) 


Copyright  [H.L.] 


Copyright        (Artistic) 

[H.L.J 
♦County  Courts  (Invest- 
ment    of     Deposits) 
[H.L.] 

♦Education      (Scotland) 

[H.L,] 
♦Electoral       Disabilities 

(Military  Service) 

♦Finance 


Money  Lending  [h.l.] 

♦Police    Reservists    (Al- 
lowances) 


Brought  in  by 


Marquess  of  Lansdowne 

Fiscount  Peel 
Marqttess  of  Salisbury 


Progreu. 


Marqiwsfi  of  Salisbury 

Lord  Monkswell 

Lord  MoiiJcsivell 
Earl  of  Hahhiry 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 


Marq^iess  of  Salisbury 


Lo7d  James  of  Hereford 


Read  1«  5  April  (1236) 

Read  1«  3  April  (1047) ;  Read 
2«  6  April  (1384);  Read 
3*,  Royal  Assent  9  April 
(1504) 

Read  1«  5  April  (1236) 

Read  2«  22  Mar.-(7);  Com- 
mittee Report,  23  Mar. 
(156);  Read  3»  26  Mar. 
(303);  Royal  Assent  27 
Mar.  (417) 

Read  1«  30  Mar.  (783) ;  Read 
2«  6  April  (1385);  Read  3"; 
Royal  Assent  9  April 
(1504) 

Read  1«  3  April  (1047) 


Read  I «  23  Mar.  (150) ;  Read 

2«  and  3»  26  March  (303) ; 

Royal     Assent     27     Mar. 

(417) 
Second  Reading  (adjourned) 

26    Mar.  (303);  Read  2,^ 

29  Mar.  (606) 
Read  2«  29  Mar.  (609) 

Read  1«  9  April  (1504) 


Motion  for  Return  of  Funds 

available  29  Mar.  (618) 
Read  1«  3  April  (1047) 


Read  1**  6  April  (1386); 
Read  2**  and  3«;  Royal 
Assent,  9  April  (1504) 

Read  3«  22  Mar.  (5) 

Read  1«  6  April  (1386) 
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Title  of  Bill. 

Brought  in  by 

Prevention   of   Corrup- 

Ijcrd Russell  of  Killowen 

Readl»22Mar.  (5);Read2- 

tion  Fh.l.] 
Public  Libraries  [h.l.] 

2  April  (919) 

Lord  Windsor 

Committee,    23    Mar.  (150); 

Report     2    April     (925): 

Third  Reading  (adjouniedj 

6  April  (1385);  Read  3« 

9  April  (1504) 

Sale     of     Intoxicating 

Laid  Sudlei/ 

Read  V  29  Mar.  (627) 

Liquors  to  Children 

(Ireland)  [h.l.] 

♦War  Loan 

Marqttess  of  Salisbury 

Royal  Assent  27  Mar.  (417) 

Youthful    Offenders 

Lmd  James  of  Hereford 

Report  22  Mar.  (7) ;  Bead  3* 

[H.L.] 

27  Mar.  (418) 

(B.)    House  of  Commons. 


No. 

Title  of  Bill. 

Brought  in  by 

121 

♦Agricultural  Holdings 

Mr,  Long 

141 

Agricultural  Holdings  (No.  2) 

Mr,  Channing 

81 

Ancient     Monuments    Protec- 
tion 

Lord  Bidc/irres 

1  %^ 

♦Army  Annual 

Rank    Holiday    Acts   Ameiul- 

ment 
Beer     Retailers'     and     Spirit 

Grocers'  Licences    (Ireland) 

(No.  2) 
♦Burial  Grounds 

175 

28 

143 

Mr.  Faithful]  Brgg 
Mr.  IV m.  Moore 

Sir  M.  Jrhife  Ridley 

93 

♦Census  (Great  Britain) 

Mr.  Cimplin 

120 

♦Census  (Ireland) 

Mr.  Atkinson 

105 
109 

♦Charitable  Loans  (Ireland) 
Coal    Mines    (Prohibition     of 
Child  Labour  Underground) 

Mr.  Atkinson 

Sir  Charles  mike     - 

FrogrMt. 


9     April 


23     Mar. 


Mar. 
Mar. 


Read     2" 
(1534) 

Read     P 
(201) 

Committee  22 
(148) ;  27 
(544);  Report  2 
April  (1044) ;  Con- 
sid'n,  Read  3^  4 
April  (1231) 

Committee  29  Mar. 
(776);  2  April 
(1033);  Read  8^ 
2  April  (1036): 
Royal  Assent  9 
April  (1504) 

Read  re  April  (1447) 

Read  2"  5  April  (1376) 


Read  V  26  Mar.  (335) 

Royal  Assent  27  Mar. 
(417) 

Read  2*  22  Mar.  (141); 
Committee,  Keport, 
Read  3^  29  Mar. 
(779);  Royal  Assent 
9  April  (1504) 

Read  2^  22  Mar.  (141): 

Second  Reading  (ad- 
journed) 22  Mar. 
(147);  Read  2^  29 
Mar.  (780);  Com- 
mittee,  ReportjRead 
3^'  2  April  (1044) 
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TiUe  of  BiU. 


Brought  iu  by 


JO     Coal    Mines    Regulation    Acts      Mr.  Harlow 
Amendment 

—    Consiilidatcd  Fund  (No.  2)  


5      Corporal  Punishment 
)9     County  Couits 
)2  ■  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal 


Mr,  Whtrtim 
Mr.  Monk 
Mr.  Ficknsgill 


^3    *Kcclesiastical  Assessments      Mr.  A.Graham  Murray 

(Scotland) 
)5      E<lucntion  (School  Attendance)      Captain  SincUnr 

(Scotland) 
)6|  *Electoral     Disabilities     (Mill-     Sir  M.  White  liuiley 
50/        tary  Service)  i 


12    ^Elementary  Education 
56     Executors  (Scotland) 


Sir  John  Gorst 
Mr.  Tlwmas  Shaw 


to      Factory    and    Workshop    Act  i  Mr.  llamvod 

(1878)  Amendment  (No.  2)    : 
15    *Finance  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther 


?2     Highwa3's    and    Bridges     Act     'Mr.  Jfjjreys 
(1891)  Amendment 

31      Industrial  Schools  Mr.  Flower 

19   *Inebriates   Amendment   (Scot  

land)  [H.L.] 


18   *Land  Charges  [h.l.]  

52    *Land  Registry  (New  Buildings)  i  Mr.  Akei-a  Douglas 


10  '  Local   Government   (Scotland)     Mr.  E.  Boberhrm  i 

Act  (1894)  Amendment 


Progress. 


)4     Local  Government   (Scotland)  I  Captain  Sivclmr 
Act(1894)Amendment(No.'^)  \ 
Local  Government   (S-jotland)  '  Mr,  Alex,  Cross 
Act      (1894)      Amendment 
(No.  3) 
*Lunacy       Board       (Scotland)     Mr.       A.      Graham 
(Salaries,  etc.)  Murray 


)8 


10 


L5 


Merchant        Shipping       Acts 
Amendment 


Mr.  Field 


Second  Reading  (ad- 
journed) 28  Mar. 
(595) 

Read  3°  22  Mar.  (141); 
Royal  Assent  27 
Mar.  (417) 

Second  Reading  (put 
off  for  six  months) 
28  Mar.  (547) 

Second  Reading  (ad- 
journed) 3  April 
(1174) 

Read  1"  30  Mar.  (830) 

Read  2"  2  April  (969) 

Read  P  27  Mar.  (457) 

Consid'n,  Read    3"   2 

April  (1043) 
Read  1"  26  Mar.  (334) 
ReadP  2  April  (1044) 

Re;id  P  23  Mar.  (201) 

Committee  26  Mar. 
(337) ;  27  Mar. 
(458) ;  29  Mar. 
(720) ;  Considera- 
tion 2  April  (959) ; 
Read  3'  6  April 
(1447);  lioyal  As- 
sent, 9  April  (1504) 

Committee  28  Mar. 
(599) 

Read  P  27  Mar.  (456) 
Read  1^27  Mar.  (431) 


Read     2"      6      April 

(1488) 
Read     V    27      Mar. 

(456);    Read    2    6 

April  (1497) 
Second  Reading 

(House   adjourned) 

6  April  (1498) 
liead     V     27      Mar. 

(457) 
Read  P  3  April  (1079) 


Read  r  22  Mar.  (145); 

Read    2^    2    April 

(1009) 
Read  V  26  Mar.  (416) 
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No.    I 


Title  ur  Kill. 


Jlroujcht  ill  by 


;^1  Mercluuit   Shipping   (Inability     Sir  Donahl  Ciiriie  Kcpoi*tcd  from  Stand 


lG7j        of  Shipowners) 

8V'  Mid  wives 
150/ 

15G     Money  Lending  [li.r^J 


Mr,  Taffon  Egrriim 


126  ,*Naval  Reserve  (Mobilisation)         Mr.  Mnrarliufi 


157  |*Palatine    Court     of     Durham 


153 
Ul 


[H.L.] 


Petty  Customs  Abolition  (Scot-     Cajyfain  Siuchrir 

laiid) 
^Police  Reservists  (Allowances)     Sir  M,  IVhUe-UWey 


176   *Poor  Removal 


Mr.  7'.  JF.  llmM 


IS 


♦Railways  (Prevention  of   Acci-     Mr.  Ritchie 
dents) 


139    *Refoniiatory     and     Industrial      Mr.  Jraxt  Cail'unis 
'       Sch(X)ls  (Scotland) 

! 

144,  |*Sea  Fisheries 
161   I  Shop      Hours      Acts      (1892) 
Amendment 
Smaller  Dwellings  (Scotland) 


169 

170 

29 

36 

163 

114 

4 

14 
165 


Temperance  Reform,  Threefold 

Option  (Scotland) 
Tenants  in  Towns  Improvement 

(Ireland) 

Town  Councils  (Scotland) 
Vaccination 
*War  Loan 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act 

(1897)  Amendment 
Workmen's  Compensation  Act 

(18i;7)  pjxtension 


Mr.  IHtrhif 
Mr.  StHuhuirn 

Mr.  Alexawler  Croufi 

Mr.  Pini'fr  Swifh 

Mr.  MifnfJn'sc 

Mr.  Ashn- 
Mr.  PirJ:/'r.<ffiII 
Mr.  J.  jr.  Lm-fhei' 
Col.  ChnUnwr 
Mr.  Harm  Foxier 


ing  Committee  Z 
April  (1077) 

Repoited  from  Stand- 
ing Committee  27 
Mar.  (456) 

Read  1"  29  Mar.  (710) 

Seconrl  Rearling  (ad- 
journed) 2  April 
(1043):  Roatl  2  6 
April  (1473) 

Rcc-id  1"  29  Mar.  (719); 
Second  Reading 
(adjourned)  2  Aprn 
(1038) 

Reiull''27  Mar.  (457) 

Committee,  Report, 
2  April  (1041); 
Considera'n  5  April 
(1376) ;  Read  3  6 
April  (1473) 

Read  19  April  (1534) 

Second  Reading  (ad- 
journed) 22  Mar. 
(145):  Read  2'  5 
April  (127S) 

Re;ul  1' 22  Mar.  (59) 


Read  1"2  6  Mar.  (336) 
Read  V  30  Mar.  (830) 

Read  1"  3  April  (1079) 

Read  P  3  April  (1079) 

Second  Reading  (put 
off  for  six  montns) 
4  April  (1178) 

Read  2"  2  April  (1044) 

Read  1"  30  Mar.  (831) 

Royal  Assent,  27  Mar. 

(417) 
Bill  withdrawn 4  April 

(1178) 
Reported  from  St-and- 

ing  Committee,    2 

April  (95S) 
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VISCOUNT  GORT. 
Report  made  from  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
that  the  right  of  John  Gage  Prendergast, 
Viscount  Gort,  to  vote  at  the  elections  of 
Representative  Peers  for  Ireland  has  been 
established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
the  Table. 


on 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upou  the  Table  the  Certificate 
from  the  Examiners  that  the  further 
Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  follow- 
ing Bill  have  been  complied  with  : 


The 
Table. 


RUGELEY  GAS. 
same  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 


LONDON  COUNTY  TRAMWAYS  (No.   1) 
BILL. 

The  order  referring  the  Examiner's 
Certificate  of  non-compliance  with  the 
Standing  Orders  to  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee,  discharged. 
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whitechapel  and  bow  railway 

BILL  [H.L.]. 

MERSEY  RAILWAY  BILL  [H.L.]. 

GREAT  GRIMSBY  STREET  TRAMWAYS 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

Committed:  The  Committees  to  be 
proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

LEITH  burgh   provisional   ORDER 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

Committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  To-morrow. 

CHURCH'S  patent  BILL  [H.L.]. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  amendments. 

MERSEY  DOCKS  AND  HARBOUR  BOARD 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

LINCOLN  CORPORATION  (TRAMWAYS) 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

Reported  with  amendments. 
KINGSTON- UPONTH AMES   GAS    BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
That  the  Committee  had  not  proceeded 
with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  no 
parties  having  appeared  in  opposition 
thereto ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table  :  The  orders  made  on  the  27th  of 
February  and  on  Monday  last  discharged ; 
and  Bill  committed. 

A 


Returns, 


{LORDS} 


Beparts,  Se, 


NEWTOWN    AND  LLANLLWCHAIARN 
URBAN  DISTRICT  GAS  BILL  [H.L.]. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
That  the  Committee  had  not  proceeded 
i^dth  the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  no 
parties  having  appeared  in  opposition 
thereto ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table :  The  orders  made  on  the  23rd  of 
February  and  on  Monday  last  discharged  ; 
and  Bill  committed. 

OTLEY     URBAN    DISTRICT    COUNCIL 
WATER  BILL  [ill.]. 

DONEGAL  RAILWAY  BILL  [h.l.]. 

LANCASHIRE     INEBRIATES    ACTS 
BOARD  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Read  3®,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

GREAT  SOUTHERN  AND  WESTERN 
AND  WATERFORD  AND  CENTRAL 
IRELAND  RAILWAY  COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Standing  Order  No.  92,  considered 
(according  to  order)  and  dispensed  with, 
with  respect  to  a  petition  of  the  Viscount 
de  Vesci.  Leave  given  to  present  the 
said  petition. 

COLONIAL  BANK  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  1* ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

DUBLIN  CORPORATION  BILL  AND 
CLONTARF  URBAN  DISTRICT  COUN- 
CIL   BILL. 

Commons  Message  considered  (accord- 
ing to  order). 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(The  Earl  of  MoRLEV) :  The  object  of 
the  Resolution  which  stands  in  my  name 
is  that  the  Dublin  Corporation  Bill  and  the 
Clontarf  Urban  District  Council  Bill,  which 
closely  depends  on  the  larger  measure, 
shall  be  referred  to  a  Joint  Committee  of 
Lords  and  Commons.  This  course  is  not 
an  unprecedented  one,  though  I  admit  it 
is  quite  unusual.  The  great  importance 
of  the  interests  concerned  in  the  question 
of  the  proposed  extension  of  Dublin 
renders  it  desirable  that  .the  Bill  should 
be  referred  to  las  strong  a  Committee 
as  possible,  and  I  think  your  Lordships 
will  find  that  in  a  Joint  Committee  of 
the  two  Houses  you  have  an  apt  tribunal 
to  deal  with  so  important  a  measure. 
The  Bill  had  a  somewhat  checkered  career 
last  year,    and    it  is  desirable,   in   the 


interests  of  all  parties,  that  there  shonU 
be  no  inconvenient  differences  of  opnioDi 
between  the  two  Houses  on  the  questioo. 
This  will  be  achieve    by   the  coane  I 
propose,  which  will  aJso  save  a  great  ddi 
of  expense.     I  understand  from  my  rig^ 
hon.  Friend  in  the  House   of  GomiiiODs 
that  he  agrees  with  me  that  a  small  Cool- 
mittee  will  deal  with  this  matter  better 
than  a  large  one,  and  I  would  propoie 
that  three,  or,  at  the  outside,  four  Arnnben 
of  this  House  should  join    with   a  like 
number  of  Members  of   the   House   of 
Commons.      I     have     made    these    few 
remarks  because  the  course   suggested  is 
an  unusual  one,  but  I  think  that^  in  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  I  0911  without 
hesitation  recommend  it  for  jour  Lord- 
ships' adoption. 

Moved,  That  this  House  do  concur  in 
the  following  resolution  communicated  by 
the  Commons,  viz.,  "  That  it  is  expedient 
that  the  Dublin  Corporation  Bill  and  the 
Clontarf  Urban  District  Council  Bill  be 
committed  to  a  Joint  Committee  of  Lords 
and  Commons  "  (The  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees) ;  agreed  to ;  and  a  message 
ordered  to  be  sent  to  the  Conunons  to 
acquaint  them  therewith. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  dbc. 


EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
RETURN  SHOWING  :— 

1.  Expenditure  from  the  grant  for 
public  education  in  England  and  Wales  in 
the  year  1899,  and  expenditure  from  1839 
to  1899; 

2.  Number  of  public  elementary  day 
schools  on  the  Annual  Grant  List  on  the 
August  31st,  1899 ;  accommodation, 
number  of  scholars,  and  average  attend- 
ance in  those  schools ; 

3.  Detailed  statistics  of  inspected 
schools,  1898-99  :  Public  elementary  day 
schools,  evening  continuation  schools,  and 
certified  efficient  schools ;  acconmiodation, 
number  of  scholars,  average  attendance, 
teachers  employed,  particulars  of  grant 
earned,  income,  expenditure,  etc. ; 

4.  Summary     tables     of     educational 

statistics;  and 

5.  Number  of  school  boards  under 
various  heads  of  population : 
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TREATY  SERIES,  1900. 
No.  7.  Convention  and  Declaration 
between  the  United  Kingdom  of  Germany 
for  the  settlement  of  the  Samoan  and 
other  questions ;  signed  at  London, 
November  l4th,  1899  (ratifications  ex- 
changed at  London  and  Berlin,  February 
16  th,  1900); 

No.  8.  Convention  between  the  United 
Kingdom,  Germany,  and  the  United 
States  of  America  for  the  adjustment  of 
questions  relating  to  Samoa ;  signed  at 
Washington,  2nd  December,  1899  (ratifi- 
cations exchanged  at  London,  Berlin,  and 
Washington,  16th  February,  1900); 

No.  9.  Treaty  between  the  United 
Kingdom  and  the  Republic  of  San 
Marino  for  the  mutual  extradition  of 
fugitive  criminals ;  signed  at  Florence, 
16th  October,  1900  (ratifications  ex- 
changed at  Rome,  December  5th,  1899). 

TRADE  REPORTS— ANNUAL  SERIES. 
No.  2390.     Italy  (1898  and  1899). 

Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  ACTS,  1894  AND 
1896. 

Order,  dated  the  i4th  of  March,  1900, 
relating  to  the  conveyance  of  animals  by 
the  Steamship  "  Aldworth."  Laid  before 
the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


NEIV  BILL, 


PREVENTION    OF    CORRUPTION  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

A  Bill  to  check  corruption — Was  pre- 
sented by  the  Lord  Russell  of  Killowen ; 
read  1»  ;  and  to  be  printed.     (No.  35.) 


MONEY  LENDING  BILL  [H.L.]. 
[Third  Reading.] 

Older  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  for 
the  Third  Time."— (7%«  Lord  James  of 
Hereford.) 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  My  Lords, 
before  this  Bill  leaves  your  Lordships' 


J  House,  I  wish  to  say  one  word  with 
regard  to  it.  I  was  not  here  when  my 
noble  friend  introduced  it,  so  that  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  did  or  did  not  act 
upon  a  suggestion  which  I  made  to  him  last 
session.*  This  is  what  I  call  thoroughly 
retrograde  legislation.  It  fixes  the  price 
of  money.  I  suggested  last  year  that 
whenever  any  member  of  this  Grovern- 
I  ment  brought  in  a  retrograde  measure, 
I  he  should  appear  in  the  costume  of 
the  period  to  which  legislatively  he 
asked  us  to  revert.  My  noble  and  learned 
friend  is  now  asking  Parliament  to  retro- 
grade to  the  Dark  Ages — to,  I  think,  the 
customs  of  the  14th  or  the  13th 
centuries,  when  all  these  usury  questions 
were  in  the  hands  of  the  clergy  ;  and,  as 
I  ventured  last  year  to  say,  my  noble 
friend  would,  if  he  had  foUowed  my 
suggestion,  have  appeared  in  the  dress 
of  the  Bishop  of  Hereford  of  that 
period.  I  do  not  know  whether  he 
followed  that  very  excellent  and 
valuable  suggestion.  If  he  had  done 
so  it  would,  Ithink,  have  been  a  warning 
as  to  what  this  kind  of  legislation  really 
means.  If  you  fix  the  price  of  one  article 
— and  money  is  the  article  probably  most 
current  in  the  world— why  should  you 
stop  at  that  ?  Why  should  you  not  fix 
the  price  of  other  things  ?  We  all  know 
what  exceptional  legislation  means.  The 
landlords  have  had  a  pretty  good  turn  of 
it  with  regard  to  exceptional  legislation  in 
the  matter  of  land.  I  remember  hearing 
Mr.  Gladstone,  when  he  brought  in  his 
Bill  in  1870  which  interfered  with  con- 
tracts in  Ireland,  say,  in  eloquent  language, 
that  it  was  purely  exceptional  legislation, 
and  that  his  hearers  should  not  for  a 
moment  imagine  that  it  was  goin^  to 
extend  to  other  parts  of  the  Umted 
Kingdom.  But  it  had  not  been  passed 
>  more  than  a  year  or  two  before  it  moved 
across  the  Irish  Sea  and  settled  in  Scot- 
land, and  our  socialistic  Government  has, 
i  I  believe,  got  another  Bill  for  further 
I  amending  the  law  with  reference  to 
agricultural  holding.  The  point  of  my 
argument  is  this.  When  once  you  begin 
this  sort  of  thing  you  never  know  where 
it  will  end.  I  recollect  at  that  time 
holding  strongly  the  other  view,  that  it  is 
not  the  duty  of  the  State  to  make  men's 
contracts  or  to  interfere  with  them,  and  I 
also  remember  pointing  out  to  those  who 
thought  they  were  not  interested  because 

I      *  May  let,  1899.     See  The   Parliamentary 
I  Debates  [Fourth  Series],  Vol.  Ixx.,  page  928. 
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Municipal  Trading — 
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they  were  not  landlords,  that  they 
could  depend  upon  \%  if  this  princi- 
pk  was  once  brokeii  through,  that 
the  so-called  exceptional  legislation 
would  extend  to  almost  everything. 
I  have  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  a  Bill 
entitled  the  Wages  Boards  Bill,  the  object 
of  which  is  to  provide  for  the  establish- 
ment  of  wages  boards  with  power  to  fix 
the  minimum  rate  of  wages  to  be  paid  to 
workers  in  particular  trades,  the  social- 
istic Home  Secretary  of  the  day  having  the 
power  to  say  what  thoae  trades  are  to  be. 
Such  a  Bill  as  this  is  the  direct  conse- 
quence of  the  legislation  proposed  by  my 
noble  and  learned  ■  friend.  The  great 
peculiarity  of  this  Bill  ia  the  third  clause, 
which  says — - 

''A  wages  Ixjatd  nhall  consist  of  a  Cbairman 
and  auch  nuiiiber  of  other  tnerabers^  not  more 
than  four  nor  lens  tban  tea.'^ 

Who  drafted  that  Bill  I  do  not  know,  but 
those  are  the  persons  who  have  such  great 
powers  of  calculation  and  who  will  fix  the 
wages  in  every  trade  which  the  Home 
Secretary  desires.  The  names  at  the 
back  of  the  Bill  are  Bir  Charles  Dilke, 
Mr.  Burns,  Mr*  MeKcnna,  Mr  Tennant, 
and  Mr.  Trevelyan.  Mr,  Burns  admitted 
to  me,  at  a  discussion  at  the  Society  of 
Arts  last  year,  that  the  object  he  and 
those  who  worked  with  him  had  In  view 
was  that  all  the  instruments  of  produc- 
tion should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  State, 
and  that  private  enterprise  should  be  done 
away  with,  I  wish  to  caU  attention  to 
the  rapid  way  in  which  this  is  being 
liro light  aliout.  The  Bill  which  my  noble 
and  learned  friend  is  now  asking  the 
House  to  read  a  third  time  met  with  a 
timely  end  in  the  Hou*5c  of  Commons  last 
yearj  and  I  hope  it  will  meet  with  a  like 
fate  durit^g  the  present  session* 

On  Questiofi,  agi-eed  to ;  Bill  read  3* 
(according  to  order)  j  an  Amendment 
miwlej  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 


MUNICIPAL      TRADING  ^  PROPOSEI 
JOINT    COMMITTEE, 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  :  My  Lords,' 
I  beg  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  appoint  a  Joiiil 
Committee  of  the  two  Houses  to  consid 
questions  relating  to  municipal  trading. 
1  nmst  at  once  admit  to  the  House  thAt  I 
have  asked  this  question  not  so  much 
with  a  view  of  obtaining  information  as 
with  a  \aew  of  urging  on  Her  Majesty' 
Government  the  importance  of  appohitiuj^ 
as  soon  as  possible  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  what  is  generally  called  municipal 
trading.  There  are  a  large  number  of 
Bills  which,  to  some  extent,  deal  with 
this  question,  and  I  refer  especially  to 
Bills  by  which  municipalities  take  powers 
very  largely  to  extend  their  tramways  or 
electrical  undertakings  beyond  the  borough 
limits.  It  is  very  diSicuft  for  Committees 
to  whom  these  Bills  are  referred,  if  ther 
are  opposed^  or  for  myself^  in  the  case 
unopposed  Bills,  to  know  quite  how- 
deal  with  them  \\ithout  having  some 
guidance  from  Parliament.  It  is  also 
not  quite  fair  to  those  who  are 
introducing  Bills  that  they  should 
not  know  definitely  what  they  will 
be  allowed  to  do  and  what  the^ 
will  not  be  allowed  to  do.  There-' 
fore,  I  would  very  strongly  urge  upon 
the  Government  the  necessity  in  the 
public  interest  that  the  Committee  which 
was  pi*omised  last  year  should  I: 
appointed  as  soon  as  possible,  so  that  w^ 
may  have  some  means  of  judging  before 
the  end  of  the  session  how  these  ques 
tions  of  large  and  widespread  importance 
should  be  dealt  with* 
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YOUTH  PUL  OFFENDERS  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
order) ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3**  on  Tuesday 
next* 

CENSUS  (GREAT  BRITAIN)  BILL, 

Read  'i**  (accoi-din^  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  to-morrow. 

Tht  Eml  of  fFtmyss. 


The  Earl  0¥  WEMY8S :  Before  mj 

noble  friend  answers  the  noble  Earl,  T 
should  like  to  say  that  I  am  very  gladly 
this  question  has  been  put.  Last  vught^^l 
I  had  the  honour  of  l>eing  asked  to  dme^l 
I  with  the  London  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
j  where  municipal  trading  was  the  question 
!  for  discussion  after  dinner.  The  almost 
unanimous  feeling  was  expressed  that  it 
was  necessary  that  some  such  Committee 
as  this  should  be  appointed,  in  order  to 
draw  the  line  lieyond  which  municipal 
trading  should  not  extend,  for  mtuiici- 
palities  now  enter  into  almost  every  kind 
of  trade.  My  own  view  is  that  it  is  by 
private  enterpriBe  that  our  commercial 
country  has  attained  its  present  position, 
and  that  national  progress  depends  upon 
private  enterprise,    and    not    upon    the 
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municipalisation  of  inventions  when  they 
come  out. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
I  presume  from  the  fact  that  my  noble 
friend  at  the  table  has  addressed  this 
question  to  Her  Majesty's  (Government 
that  he  holds  Her  Majesty's  (Government 
responsible  for  arranging  these  private 
Bills  in  this  proposed  manner.  Now,  I 
have  always  been  taught  that  the  Govern- 
ment takes  no  side  in  private  Bills,  and 
that  private  Bills  are  left  to  the  manage- 
ment of  the  very  able  Members  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  who  devote  them- 
selves to  that  task.  I  am  not,  therefore, 
able  as  a  member  of  the  Government  to 
give  any  answer  to  my  noble  friend.  If 
he  asks  me  individually  I  say  it  is  very 
desirable  that  such  a  Committee  should  be 
appointed.  I  observe  in  the  ordinary 
channels  of  information  that  a  similar 
sentiment  was  expressed  by  the  Leader  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  but  we  do 
not  accept  it  as  a  Government  measure. 
The  House  of  Lords  is  perfectly  willing 
to  do  its  part  in  the  appointment  of  this 
Joint  Committee,  and  as  soon  as  the 
House  of  Commons  has  come  to  a  similar 
resolution  I  hope  the  Joint  Committee 
will  set  on  foot  what  I  have  no  doubt 
will  be  its  very  salutary  deliberations. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  be- 
fore Five  of  the  clock,  till 
To-morrow,  half-past  Ten  of 
the  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Thursday,  22nd  March,  1900. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL        ORDER     BILLS     (NO 
STANDING  ORDERS  APPLICABLE). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  no  Standing 
Orders  are  apjnicable,  viz. : — 

Metropolitan  Common  Scheme  (Peter- 
sham) Provisional  Order  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  to-morrow. 


HAMILTON  BURGH  BILL. 
As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

LONDON  WATER  (PURCHASE)  BILL 
(BY  ORDER). 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hoxton), 
having  been  called  upon,  began  to  address 
the  House 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  intervene  in 
order  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  pro- 
moters and  opponents  of  these  Water 
measures  to  postpone  the  consideration 
to  another  day,  as  the  Irish  Members 
have  obtained  this  day,  by  arrangement 
ynxh.  the  Grovernment,  for  the  discussion 
of  the  financial  relations  between  Ireland 
and  England. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  1 
would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  cannot  take  advantage  of  this 
permitted  interruption  to  raise  a  debate 
on  a  motion  for  adjournment. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  I  had  no  in- 
tention of  promoting  a  debate  ;  I  simply 
desire  to  point  out  that  this  day  has  been 
obtained  by  the  Irish  Members  for  the 
discussion  of  a  grave  Irish  matter,  after 
many  difficulties  and  prolonged  negotia- 
tions with  the  Gk)vemment.     I  am  sure 
that  when  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treanirr 
gave  the  Irish  Members  this  day  the  ri| 
hon.  Oentleman  was   not  aware  thai 
large  portion  of  the  sitting,  perhaps  tlft 
or  four  hours,  would  be  devoted  to  a  di 
cussion  on  contentious  private  Bilb.    ] 
would  be  a  matter  of  grave  injury  to  tk 
Irish  Members  to  take  from  them  any  ei 
the    precious    time    which     they    haTe  , 
obtained  at  so  much  trouble  for  the  di»-  j 
cussion  of  this  question.  I  appeal  to  hoa. ' 
Gentlemen  interested  in    these  Bills  to 
postpone  them  for  a  few  days,  and  to 
remove  them  from  a  position  into  which 
by  some  mischance  they  have  got. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Rem)  : 
I  would  point  out  that  the  Bills  have 
been  set  down  for  Second  Reading  "by 
order."  Surely  that  ought  to  settle  the 
matter. 
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♦Mr.  speaker  :  What  does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  propose 
to  do? 

Mr.  STUAET  :  I  hope  that  under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  if  I  reply  to  this 
appeal  I  shall  not  lose  my  right  of 
speech  on  the  Bill  itself.  The  London 
Water  Bills  were  put  down  before  any 
arrangement  had  been  arrived  at  with 
regard  to  the  Irish  question.  Neither  the 
promoters  nor  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
are  therefore  responsible  for  the  present 
position.  It  will  be  remembered  that 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  disappointment 
owing  to  the  repeated  postponements  of 
the  Bills  last  year,  and  I  undertook  that 
there  should  be  no  further  postponement 
of  the  matter  this  year.  However,  I  am 
quite  in  the  hands  of  the  House,  and  am 
prepared  to  shorten  the  debate  or  post- 
pone it.  I  will  take  the  course  the  House 
deems  most  convenient. 

Mr.  BOULNOIS  (Marylebone,  E.) : 
It  is  entirely  by  accident  the  Bills  were 
put  down  for  to-day.  This  is  really  the 
third  postponement,  and  if  we  do  not  go 
on  now  it  would  be  extremely  hard  upon 
those  hon.  Members  who  have  come  down 
to-day.  We  have  already  lost  a  quarter 
of  an  hour,  but  as  far  as  we  are  concerned 
on  this  side  we  will  promise  not  to  unduly 
pi-olong  the  debate. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  Some  of  our 
men  have  been  brought  from  Kerry. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  cannot  allow  any 
further  debate  on  this  matter.  It  is  not 
strictly  in  order.  The  question  put  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  has 
been  answered. 


Mr.  STUART  rose- 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) :  Go 
on,  then.  A  very  inconvenient  course 
has  been  taken,  and  one  which  will  not 
conduce  to  the  progress  of  debate.  Our 
men  have  come  from  Kerry  ;  those  men 
have  come  from  London.  A  penny  *bu8 
fare  against  a  £b  note. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  my  duty  to  see 
that  the  ordinary  course  is  followed,  and 
that  the  Orders  of  the  House  are  carried 
out.  The  Order  is  that  this  Bill  shall  be 
now  read,  and  that  must  be  done  unless 
there  is  an  agreement  to  put  it  off. 


Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  ((3lare, 
E.) :  We  only  get  an  Irish  day  once  in  a 

blue  month. 

Mr.  STUART  again  essayed  to  speak, 
but  his  voice  was  drowned  with  cries  oi 
"  Divide." 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  N.)  :  On  » 
point  of  order,  can  I  move,  without  any 
remarks,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  seoond 
time  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  have  already  put 
that  question. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea):  I 
would  appeal  to  the  President  of  the 
Local  Grovernment  Board  to  guide  the 
House  in  this  difficulty. 

,  Mr.  STUART  again  rose  to  speak,  and 
was  received  with  Nationalist  cries  of 
"  Divide." 

""Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  hope  hon.  Memben 
will  not  drive  me  to  a  course  which  I 
should  be  extremely  sorry  to  adopt.  Bat 
I  shall  have  to  enforce  the  rules  of  the 
House,  and  such  a  course  must  deprive 
Members  of  the  opportunity  of  discussion 
altogether. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Go  on,  then;  go 

on. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  I  wish 
to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  respectfully,  in 
view  of  what  has  taken  place,  whether  it 
is  not  in  order  to  cry  "  Divide." 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  It  is  not  in  itself 
disorderly  to  cry  "  Divide  ";  but  the  cry 
may  be  so  raised  as  to  become  disorderly. 

Mr.  STUART,  speaking  amid  great 
interruption,  said :  I  will  occupy  the 
shortest  amount  of  time  possible.  I  have 
no  option  now  but  to  go  on.  I  am  not  a 
free  agent,  but  am  in  the  hands  of  the 
House.  It  is  not  possible  for  me  to  with- 
draw the  motion,  for  I  gave  a  promise 
that  I  would  not  further  postpone  the 
Bills.  I  am  in  an  unfortunate  position, 
having  to  speak  amid  great  interruptions. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Govemment 
will  consent  to  postponing  the  Bills, 
seeing  that  thev  put  the  Irish  debate 
down  for  this  aay.  Perhaps  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  can 
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give    the    House    some    advice    in    the 
matter. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  ^Mr.  Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire,  Sleaford)  :  I  nope,  if  I  re- 
spond to  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  shall  not  be  precluded  from  speak- 
ing later  in  the  debate. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  do  so  by  the  indulgence 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Then  I  may  say  it 
appears  to  me  that  this  is  a  question  to  be 
settled,  not  by  the  Government,  but  by 
the  promoters  and  opponents  of  the  Bill. 
So  far  as  I  am  individually  concerned  I 
should  have  thought  they  would  have  had 
no  objection  to  the  adjournment,  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  after  the  attitude  of 
hon.  Members  below  the  gangway  on  the 
Opposition  side  the  position  is  entirely 
altered.  Hon.  Members  opposite  have 
attempted  by  threats  [Nationalist  cries  of 
"  No  "]  to  coerce  the  House  of  Commons 
and  to  prevent  debate  upon  a  subject 
which  the  House  has  ordered  to  be 
debated  this  afternoon.  In  these  circum- 
stances if  the  House  was  to  yield  to  the 
coercion  of  hon.  Members  below  the  gang- 
way, I  cannot  imagine  a  proceeding  more 
ill-calculated  for  the  future  good  order  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND:  The  sense 
of  fairness  of  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  say  a  few  words.  We  had  con- 
siderable trouble  in  getting  a  day  from  the 
Government.  It  now  appears  that  these 
Bills  were  set  down  before  the  appoint- 
ment was  made,  and  it  is  clear  that  the 
Government,  either  intentionally  or  un- 
intentionally, has  taken  an  unfair  advan- 
tage of  the  Nationalist  Members.  I  feel 
sure,  especially  after  what  was  said  last 
evening,  that  the  Leader  of  the  House  is 
in  no  way  responsible  for  it.  I  and  my 
colleagues  have  no  desire  to  use  threats  or 
coercion ;  but,  naturally,  having  brought 
Members  from  the  most  distant  parts  of 
Ireland  for  the  discussion  of  a  very  im- 
portant subject,  on  a  day  given  by  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  we  feel  sore  at  find- 
ing that  another  debate  is  to  take  place 
which  will  destroy  the  value  of  the  con- 
cession made  to  us  by  the  Grovemment. 
The  House  will  see  the  reasonableness  of 
our  demand  that  this  debate  should  be 


adjourned,  so  that  the  promise  of  the 
First  Lord  may  be  kept  in  the  spirit  as 
well  as  the  letter. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  (Donegal,  S.): 
Send  for  Balfour. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  In  the  absence  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  I  can  give  the 
House  the  positive  assurance  that  there 
was  no  idea  on  the  part  of  my  right  hon. 
friend  that  the  day  given  to  the  Irish 
Members  should  be  curtailed.  I  have 
reason  to  believe  that  the  debate  on  these 
Water  Bills  will  not  take  long  if  it  is 
allowed  to  proceed,  and  I  am  sure  my 
right  hon.  friend  will  not  allow  the  Irish 
JViembers  to  be  in  the  least  damnified  by 
these  proceedings. 

Mr.  STUART :  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
shorten  the  discussion  on  these  Bills,  and 
will  at  once  proceed  with  the  task  of 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
which  deals  with  the  question  of  the  pur- 
chase of  the  London  Water  Companies. 
The  necessity  for  a  long  debate  has  been 
obviated  to  a  large  extent  by  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  which  was  recently 
issued.  The  Commission  was  asked 
whether  it  recommended  increased  con- 
trol, and  the  Report  of  that  Commission  is 
distinctly  in  favour  of  purchase,  and  in 
consequence  it  is  not  necessary  on  the 
present  occasion  for  me  to  ar^e  that 
question.  For  ten  years  in  this  House  I 
have  argued  it,  and  the  question  of  pur- 
chase is  a  foregone  conclusion  --— 
[Interruption.] 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL:  On  b 
of  order,  having  regard  to  the  lep 
of  this  scene,  will  the  Ooyermntm 
for  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasmyt 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  here  entered 
House,  and  Mr.  Stuart  resumed 
speech  ;  but  his  remarks  were  not  in^ 
gibly  heard  in  the  Gallery,  owing  to 
noise  proceeding  in  all  parts  of 
House. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshii 
Mid) :  As  I  understand  it,  the  questioju 
has  been  put  from  the  Chair  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time.  That  being 
so,  is  it  not  competent  for  a  motion  to  be 
made  that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned  ^ 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  There  is  nothing  to 
prevent  any  Member  who  is  in  possession 
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of  the  Hoiiae  from  moviiig  micli  a  motion, 
liut  there  is  no  right  on  the  part  of  a 
Member  to  interrupt  another  Member  in 
order  to  move  the  adjournment. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  ;  I  am  moat 
anxious  that  this  scene  should  not  con- 
tinue, but  I  think  the  question  could  be 
settled  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
if  he  woidd  intervene  and  suggest  the 
postponement  of  these  Bills  for  a  couple 
of  days.  Such  a  postponement  could  do 
no  harm  to  the  promoters  or  tbe  oppo- 
nents, and  it  will  have  the  effect  of  | 
enabling  the  First  Lord  to  keep  hia  word 
to  the  Irish  party  in  the  spirit  as  well  as 
the  letter. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA^ 
SURY  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  am  not  sui-e,  but,  as  a  direct  appli- 
cation has  beeri  made  to  me  by  the  ooil 
Member,  with  the  peimission  of  the 
House,  I  might  say  how  the  matter 
stands,  so  far  as  the  Government  is  con- 
cerned. What  the  hon,  Grentleman  has 
stated  to  the  House  is  absolutely  correct 
to  the  letter.  There  is  no  doubt  what- 
ever that,  when  I  an-anged  with  hon, 
Gentlemen  opposite  and  the  House  that 
to-day  should  be  devoted  to  a  discussion 
of  the  financial  relations  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  I  intended  that,  so  far  !^  in 
me  lay,  it  should  be  a  full  Parliamentary 
day.  But  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  has  forgotten  one  circumstaucft, 
which  I  recall  to  his  recollection,  and 
that  is  that  the  private  Bill  business  of  the 
House  is  in  no  sense  under  the  control  of 
the  Government,  I  am  not  sm*e  that 
that  is  a  good  system,  but  it  is  one  which 
has  long  obtained  in  the  House.  The 
Government  is  never  consulted  and  is 
never  even  informed  as  to  the  particular 
day  on  which  the  promoters  of  private 
Bills  had  arranged  to  bring  them  on. 
The  result  has  constantly  been  that  great 
inconvenience  had  arisen,  certainly  to  the 
Government,  and  I  think  even  to  the 
House,  by  some  important  debate  of 
national  interest  being  postponed  for 
hour  after  hour  in  consequence  of  a 
wrangle  over  a  private  Bill  or  set  of  Bills* 
I!  it  rested  with  the  Government  to 
arrange  private  Bills  for  the  general  con- 
venience of  the  House  these  accidents 
would  not  occur.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  wiU  see,  therefore,  that  the 
position  in  which  he  finds  himself  is  only 
a  repetition    of    the    position    in  which 

Mr.  Sjfmken 


Governments  constantly  find  theinMlTi 
when  an  important  discussion  is  to  < 
on, 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  :  But  we  1 

only  one  day, 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUE  :  ^lien 
Government  say,  with  regard  to  thj 
own  business,  that  such  and  such  a  * 
will  be  taken  as  the  first  Order  on 
and  such  a  day,  it  is  always  undersl 
to  mean  that  that  is  subject  to 
exigencies  of  private  business,  over  whii 
the  Government  have  no  coiitroL  That 
the  broad  position  as  regai-ds  Pari 
mentary  business,  and  I  think  hon.  Gen 
men  opposite  wiU  agree  that  I  havi 
neither  overstated  nor  misstated  the  caaa. 
As  to  the  particular  case  novr  before  the 
House,  my  own  view  is  that  the  pro- 
moters of  these  Bills  would  do  well»  in 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case,  to 
consent  to  a  postponement,  unless  it  can 
be  sho\\Ti  that  either  the  promoters  or  the 
opponents  will  suifer  some  substantial 
and  incalculable  loss  by  such  a  postpone- 
ment, I  have  no  power  of  controlling 
their  action,  but  that  is  my  view,  havjjig 
regard  to  the  fact  that  a  large  section  of 
the  House  understood  that  this  day  was 
being  giving  over  to  them  as  far  as  t] 
Government  could  give  it  to  them. 


^ 


SiE    H.   CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  The  promoters  have 

already  made  that  offer. 

Mr.    A,    J.    BALFOUR:    The    hon. 

Member  lor  Waterford  will  see  that  it  is 
impossible  to  do  anything  more  than  make 
the  appeal  which  I  am  now  making  to  the 
promoters  and  opponents.  Personally  I 
hope  that  appeal  will  be  met  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  but,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aivare,  this  is  not  a  matter 
in  which  the  Leader  of  the  House  has,  or 
ought  to  have,  any  controL 

Mil  STUAET  :  I  believe,  Mr.  Speake 

I  am  still  in  possession  of  the  House* 
can  only  say,  under  the  circumstances, 
most  heartily  respond  to  the  appeal 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  may  sajr' 
that  this  Bill  wm  adjourned  on  seveml 
occasions  last  session,  I  was  much  fouDd 
fault  with,  and  I  then  undertook  to  pro- 
ceed with  it  when  it  next  came  on,  but 
under  the  circumstances,  if  the  House 
desires,    I    will    move  the  adjoummet 
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%cif    these  Bills.      I    am    sure    my    own 

'J)ersonal  position  in  the  matter  ^411  not 

w}e  found  fault  with,  for  I  have  done  my 

T)est  to  carry  out  what  I  believe  to  be 

*   Tight.     I  beg  to  move  that  this  debate  be 

aa]oumed  until  this  day  week. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(Mr.  Stuart). 

*Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea):  When 
this  date  was  selected  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  London  Water  Bills  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
that  we  had  no  sort  of  conception  that 
this  day  had  been  allocated  to  them. 
We  took  every  care  we  could  at  the  time 
to  fix  upon  a  day  for  the  general  conveni- 
ence of  the  House,  and  we  had  not  the 
least  idea  that  this  day  was  given  up  for 
Irish  business  or  we  would  certainly  have 
avoided  this  day.  These  Bills  have  been 
too  often  postponed,  not  only  in  this 
session,  but  in  other  sessions,  and  we 
understood  definitely  and  positively  that 
they  would  be  taken  when  we  came 
down  to  the  House  this  afternoon.  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  the  Leader 
of  the  House  quite  understands  what 
our  position  in  this  matter  is.  I 
should  have  been  only  too  glad  to  con- 
form to  the  agreement,  and  I  would  not 
have  had  a  word  to  say  if 


An  Hon. 
yesterday. 


Member:  It  was  discussed 


♦Mr.  WHITMORE:  As  one  of  those 
responsible  for  fixing  this  day  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  1  had  not 
heard  a  single  word  of  remonstrance  from 
any  Irish  Member.  These  Bills  are 
important  to  us,  and  we  were  prepared  to 
discuss  them  to-day  with  the  greatest 
possible  brevity.  What  happenea  ?  We 
have  now  got  to  a  quarter  to  four  and 
not  one  single  step  forward  has  been 
made.  Real^,  if  the  hon.  Oebtleman 
opposite  had  trusted  us  a  little  more,  it  is 
probable  that  by  this  time  we  would  have 
gone  a  considerable  way  towards  the 
Second  Reading.  Personally,  I  should 
like  to  say  to  the  House  that  I  believe,  if 
they  would  give  us  their  kindly  indul- 
gence, we  i{iight  finish  both  these  Bills  in 
a  very  short  time.  What  I  wish  the 
Leader  of  the  House  to  understand  is  that 
we  feel  we  have  done  nothing  incon- 
siderate or  irregular,  and  that  we  have 


every  possible  desire  to  give  every  kind 
indidgence  to  hon.  Gentlemen  from 
Ireland.  But  we  come  here  to  find .  our- 
selves interrupted  at  the  very  outset  of  the 
time  set  apart  for  private  business.  I  do 
not  want  to  inflame  passion ;  but,  un- 
doubtedly, the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Waterford  must  know  that 
the  attitude  of  his  supporters  has  been 
provocative  in  the  extreme.  We  are 
now  asked  to  acquiesce  in  the  wish  of  the 
Leader  of  the  House.  But  to  a  great 
extent  that  conclusion  has  been  arrived 
at  by  clamour  and  tyranny.  It  will  be  a 
bad  precedent,  and  for  my  part  I  wish 
that  the  Bill  set  down  for  to-day  had  been 
proceeded  with. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex,  Ep- 
ping) :  I  would  appeal  to  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  who  represent 
Ireland  to  give  us  three-quarters  of  an 
hour.  In  that  time  all  our  Bills  would 
be  finished.  Now  the  Leader  of  the 
House  apparently  is  going  to  give  way, 
because  we  have  been  coerced  by  a  certain 
section  of  the  House.  If  business  is 
to  be  conducted  in  that  way,  it  will  be 
open  for  any  section  above  or  below  the 
gangway  to  prevent  any  private  business 
from  going  forward. 

♦Sir    FREDERICK     DIXON-HART- 
LAND  (Middlesex,   Uxbridge):  As  one 
who  has  lodged  an  opposition   to  one 
of  these  Bills,  I  hope   the  House  will 
agree    with    the    feeling    of    the    First 
I^rd  of  the   Treasury.     I  cannot  for- 
get that  the  Irish  Members  could  have 
taken  a  great  deal  of  the  Budget  nisbtr 
and  that  they  did  not  take  that  oa 
It  was  really  an  honourable  understan 
that  they  should  have  this  day  for  i 
selves.      I    cannot    help    thinking 
neither  party  knew  in  the  least  that  tu 
Bills  were  down. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.):  1 
really  must  protest  against  the  conrflM 
proposed.  As  a  London  Member  I  hav< 
to  say  that  we  are  as  numerous  as  th< 
Irish  Members. 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY: 
stolen  your  Parliament. 


We    have    not 
(Interruption.) 


Mr.  BARTLEY :  The  only  difference 
between  us  and  them  is  that  we  are  sup- 
porters of  the  Government.  [Interrup- 
tion.] We  have  come  here  on  this  im- 
portant question  of  the  water  supply  of 
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London,  and  for  any  section  of  this  House 
-—[Cries  of  **  No  section,"  and  interrup- 
tion]— to  come  down  here — [Cheers,  and 
interruption] — and  simply  to  make  a 
noise  and  prevent  English  legislation 
being  carried  out  is,  as  my  hon.  and 
gallant  friend  says,  a  great  scandal.  I 
do  think  the  House  is  coming  to  a  very 
low  ebb  indeed.  [Hear,  hear,  and  inter- 
ruption.] Of  course,  when  a  day  was 
given  to  the  Irish  Members,  and  I  must 
say  it  was  a  very  great  concession  to  give 
— [Cries  of  "  Oh  !  "  and  renewed  disorder.] 
There  is  no  other  section  of  the  House 
that  have  got  a  day. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEAI.Y :  We  had  a  Parlia- 
ment instead  of  a  day,  and  you  robbed  us 
of  it.     [Cheers,  and  interruption.] 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  I  do  say  that  it 
seems  a  regular  outrageous  scandal  that 
we  should  be  treated  in  this  way  by  a 
certain  section  of  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  is  no  section. 

Mr.  BARTLEY :  I  don't  know  what 
the  hon.  Member  means  by  "no  section." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  We  are  the  Irish 
nation.     [Cheers,  and  disorder.] 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  It  is  certainly  a 
section  that  has  not  set  an  example  in  the 
way  of  the  orderly  conduct  of  business. 
[Renewed  interruption.]  It  is  not  a 
section  whose  loyalty  should  give  it 
privilege,  and  I  say  emphatically  we 
ought  to  protest  against  this,  and  I  hope 
we  will  decide  against  it.  The  time  has 
not  yet  come  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  to  be  dictated  to  by  a  rabble. 
[Interruption,  and  cries  of  "Withdraw  !"] 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
will  see  that  the  expression  is  not  one 
which  he  ought  to  have  used. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  If  you.  Sir,  ruJe  that 
this  is  not  a  rabble,  I  will  withdraw  the 
expression. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  That  is  not  a  proper 
form  of  withdrawal,  and  I  must  call  on 
the  hon.  Member  simply  to  withdraw 
the  word. 


Mr.  BARTLEY:    Upon  your 
Sir,  I  will  withdraw  the  word, 

Mr,  Earthy, 
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Mr.   a.   J.    BALFOUR:    I    am   not 
sure    that    I    shall     be    able    to   con- 
tribute   anything  material    to    heal   or 
cool    down     the    passions    which    have 
unfortimately     been     stirred      in     this 
debate,  but  I  will  endeavour  to   do  so, 
and     I     cannot     help     thinking     that 
hon.  Members  will  for  a  moment  give 
me    their    attention.       There    are     two 
quite  distinct  and   separate  cases  before 
the  House.      One  of  these  cases  appeab 
to    hon.     Gentlemen    opposite     ana    I 
think  a  good  many  on  this  side.     The 
other  case  appeals  to  my  hon.    friends 
the   Members    for    West   Islington   and 
Chelsea,  and  others  who  take  that  side.    I 
think  there  is  justification  in  both.  Let  me 
state  what  I  understand  to  be  the  case  of 
my  hon.  friends  first.     They   say  in  the 
first  place  that  they  took  all  the  ordinary 
steps,  and  more  than   all  the  ordinary 
steps,  to  let  it  be  known  that  these  im- 
portant private  Bills  would  come  up  to- 
day, and  that  when  they  came   up  to 
carry  out  their  Parliamentary  duties  in 
the  matter  they  were  met  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,    who  without  justifica- 
tion interrupted  them  with  great  clamour, 
and  threatened  that  no  further  proceedings 
should  take  place,  and  if  further  proceed- 
ings were  attempted  the  speakers  would 
not  be  allowed  to  be  heard.     I  was  not  in 
the  House  when  these  most  regrettable 
threats  were  made,  but  at  all  events  I 
understand  they  were  made,  and  conse- 
quently my  hon.  friends  on  this  side  of 
the  House  cannot  be  said  to  be  without 
justification   in  the  protest   they    have 
made.     Having  stated,  not  unfairly,  what 
the  case  of  my  hon.  friends  is,  let  me  state 
to  the  House  what  the  case  of  the  other 
side  is.     There  is  no  justification  for  such 
threats,  which  are  most  regrettable.     In 
fact     their    only     possible      excuse     is 
that    they    were    made    in     the    heat 
of  passion,  when   expressions    escape  us 
which  sometimes  we  are  sorry  for  after- 
wards.    When  my  hon.  friend  who  has 
just  sat  down  states  that  it  was  a  mere 
matter  of  favour  to  give  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers an  opportunity   for  discussing  the 
financial   relations,  he  had   not  the  full 
circumstances  of    the  case    before  him. 
What    exactly    occurred    was    this.     It 
appears  that  every  Member  has  the  right 
on  Budget  night  to  put  down  a  motion, 
and  that  motion  is  in  order  if  it  be  rele- 
ruling,    vant   to    any   question    connected  with 
finance.     The  result  of  that  is,  that  but 
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for  the  courtesy  and  consideration  of  hon. 
Members  it  would  have  been  impossible  for 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  lay  be- 
fore the  country  his  Budget  proposals,  not 
only  to  the  great  inconvenience  of  the 
House,  but  very  likely  great  loss  to  the' 
national  Exchequer.  In  this  particular 
case  the  loss  to  the  Exchequer  would 
probably  have  been  calculated  by  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  pounds.  Under  these 
circumstances  the  Irish  Members  undoubt- 
edly, to  use  a  vulgar  expression,  had  the 
Government  in  a  cleft  stick.  They  had 
a  mortgage  on  the  Government  time ;  they 
had  a  bond  for  the  full  liquidation  of  which 
they  were  entitled  to  ask.  Under  these 
circumstances  I  cannot  honestly  say  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  favour  to  grant  the  Irish 
Members  a  day.  When,  therefore,  the 
Irish  Members  found  that  there  was  the 
prospect  of  a  debate  which  would  take  a 
long  time — which,  in  previous  years,  had 
taken  a  long  time — a  sense  of  grievance 
naturally  arose  in  their  minds.  In  the 
heat  of  passion  some  threats  were  made, 
and  some  expressions  were  used  which 
ought  not  to  have  been  used.  But  I 
must  ask  my  friends  to  consider  the 
position  in  which  the  Gk)vemment  is 
placed.  I  quite  agree  that  they 
have  reasonable  grounds  of  complaint. 
I  quite  agree  that  when  the  debate 
was  interrupted  by  threats  a  natural 
and  legitimate  sense  of  grievance 
arose.  That,  I  think,  must  be  admitted 
on  all  sides.  But  that  feeling  is  met  by 
a  not  less  legitimate  grievance  on  the  part 
of  hon,  Members  opposite,  and  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  under  the  circum- 
stances the  House  would  be  well  advised 
in  accepting  the  motion  which  has  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  do  not  know  that  it  is  necessary  to  say 
a  word  in  support  of  the  appeal  made  by 
the  right  hon.  gentleman,  but  I  have  one 
advantage  which  he  does  not  possess  to 
the  full,  namely,  that  I  have  sat  through 
the  whole  of  these  proceedings.  It  is 
evidently,  on  both  sides,  a  mere  matter 
of  misunderstanding  from  beginning  to 
end.  The  Irish  Members  suddenly  dis- 
covered that  this  important  private  Bill 
was  to  come  on  in  front  of  their  motion. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  say  that  if  they 
had  had  three-quarters  of  an  hour  it  would 
have  been  sufficient.  We  know  by  long 
experience  of  what  hon.  Members  are 
capable,  and  that  the   discussion  on  a 


private  Bill,  which  excites  strong  feelings 
— almost  hereditary  strong  feelings — in 
the  way  that  this  Bill  does,  might  go  on 
until  it  occupied  nearly  the  whole  sitting 
of  the  House.  It  was  perfectly  natural 
for  the  Irish  Members  to  be  alarmed 
as  to  their  prospect.  It  may  be  said  that 
they  should  have  noticed  that  the  Bills 
were  down  "by  Order"  for  today,  and 
raised  this  point  before.  But  Members 
must  remember  that  notices  of  private 
business  do  not  attract  the  same  atten- 
tion as  notices  of  public  business,  and 
apparently  it  was  not  until  last  night 
they  discovered  this  fact.  In  that  case 
what  are  we  to  do  ?  It  is  quite  impossible, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman .  has  said, 
that  the  Irish  Members  can,  with  any 
show  of  jtistice,  be  deprived  of  a  full 
night  for  their  discussion.  On  the  other 
hand.  Members  who  are  interested  in  the 
London  Water  Bill  divide  themselves  into 
two  classes  :  those  who  are  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  are  quite  willing  that  the  debate 
should  be  postponed ;  therefore,  the 
matter  rests  with  the  opponents  of  the 
measure.  How  can  they  expect  the 
House  to  look  upon  them  \vith  any  great 
sympathy  if,  after  all  that  has  occurred, 
they  insist  on  going  on  with  the  Bills  to- 
day ?  I  would  therefore  appeal  to  them 
in  the  strongest  fashion  not  only  to 
allow  this  motion  to  be  carried,  but  to 
agree  to  it  without  a  division.  ["No, 
no  ! "]  I  would  point  out  that  they  have 
no  fault  to  find  with  the  way  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  behind  me  has  behaved. 
If  this  motion  is  lost,  my  hon.  friend  will 
lose  the  chance,  which  he  certainly 
deserves  as  well  as  any  Member  of  this 
House,  of  taking  part  in  the  discussion. 
Though  that  is  a  small  and  personal 
point,  I  think  it  is  one  of  some  weight, 
and  I  trust  that  hon.  Members,  in  addi- 
tion to  all  other  considerations,  will  not 
be  guijty  of  a  certain  discourtesy  to  my 
hon.  friend  who  has  had  a  rather  difficult 
part  to  play  to-day. 

Lord  HUGH  CECIL  (Greenwich): 
As  a  Member  who  signed  a  circular  sug- 
gesting that  hon.  Members  of  this  House 
should  vote  against  this  Water  Bill, 
perhaps  I  may  venture  to  appeal  to  some 
of  my  hon.  friends  not  to  divide  against 
the  motion  which  has  been  made  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate.  As  I  under- 
stand, if  there  had  been  no  altercation  at 
the  opening  of  this  discussion,  the  interest 
of  those  who  are  opposed  to  these  Water 
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Bills  would  haA^e  been  equally  served  by 
a  diacu&sion  on  some  subsequent  occasion. 
Indeed^  1  apprehend  they  would  have 
been  better  served  than  to-night,  because 
the  Irish  Members  would  probably  not 
be  here,  and  we  should  make  a  still 
better  division  list  than  on  the  present 
occasion.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  to 
our  interest  to  have  an  adjournment,  and 
I  believe  that  everyone  would  have  taken 
that  view  but  for  the  way  in  which  the 
matter  has  hii^M  pressed  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  But  our  true  consolation 
in  such  a  circumstance  as  this  is  in 
another  direction.  We  can  console  om-- 
selves  by  the  reflection  that  it  was  due  to 
the  action  of  the  Unionist  Membei*s  that 
there  was  not  in  existence  a  parliament 
which  would  habitually  demean  itself  as 
hon.  Members  opposite  have  done.  No 
one  can  sit  in  this  House  for  very  long 
and  hear  Irish  Members  discussing  public 
business  without  coming  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  whole  of  the  proceedings  of  a 
Home  Rule  Parliament  would  be  an 
absurdity  and  a  scandaL  That  may  do 
something  to  induce  us  to  agree  to  this 
motion. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea) :  I 
sincerely  trust  that  neither  the  House  nor 
any  part  of  it  will  be  influenced  by 
the  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
spoke  last,  but  I  hope  ihe  House  will 
respond  to  the  greater  claim  which  the 
FirsI  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  to  make 
an  appeal  to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  earned  the  right  to  make  that 
appeal  by  the  work  he  has  done  not  only 
for  his  country,  but  as  Leader  of  this 
House,  and  he  has  appealed  to  us,  not 
from  the  motive  or  for  the  reason  the 
noble  Lord  assigns,  but  in  the  interests 
of  public  business,  and  for  the  efficiency 
of  good  government,  and,  above  all,  for 
the  dignity  of  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
trust  that  in  the  interest  of  that  dignity 
the  appeal  of  the  First  Lord  will  be 
responded  to  by  the  most  intelligent 
Members  who  support  the  Government, 

Sir  W,  HAliT-DYKE  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  t  I  have  sat  here  undergoing  con- 
siderable pain  in  view  of  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  it  is  utterly  im- 
possible for  any  hon*  Gentleman,  be  he 
a  young  Member  or  an  old  Jilember,  to 
look  upon  these  scenes  with  anything 
like  complacency.  As  usual  when  there 
is  any    uproar    and    unrest,   there    are 

Lfffd  Hugh  Cecil 


several  parties  to  blame.  In  the  first  pi 
no  doubt,  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  ' 
somewhat  misjudged  the  situation 
regard  to  the  debate  on  the  Water  Bi 
I  can  assure  them,  as  one  w^ho  is  consid^* 
ably  interested  in  this  London  water 
question,  they  have  completiidy  mii^ 
judged  the  time  that  the  debate  would 
have  oeeupietb  We  were  entering 
upon  a  discussion  of  great  moment  to 
this  meti-opolis.  At  the  same  time,  the 
question  had  arrived  at  such  a  stage  tha& 
the  dealing  with  it,  to  use  a  common 
expression,  lay  in  a  nutshelL  The  Report 
of  the  Late  Royal  Commission  bad 
brought  the  whole  matter  into  so  narror 
a  focus  that  anything  like  a  lengthy  de- 
bate was  impossible.  I  might  also  men- 
tion that  just  w  hen  entering  the  House  I 
was  consulted  in  the  lobby  by  a  number 
of  hon.  Members  of  this  side  of  the 
House  who  are  considerably  interested  in 
this  question,  and  we  came  to  an  jigree- 
ment  that  not  one  of  us  should  utter  a 
single  syllable  durhig  the  debate.  There- 
fore I  contend  that  I  am  right  in  saying 
hon.  Members  opposite  completely  mis- 
judged the  prospects  of  the  debate.  At 
the  same  time,  I  acknowledge  that  they 
may  have  had  some  ground  for  a  sense  of 
soreness — for  a  feeling  that  they  had  been 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  something  whieh 
was  in  reality  a  sham.  But  unhappily 
they  proceeded  on  most  unwise  lines  to 
urge  their  protest  on  the  House,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  they  treated  hon.  Memben 
on  this  side  of  the  House  with  great  wamt 
of  courtesy.  We  are  not  disposed  to  be 
impatient  with  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land. I  know  that,  so  far  as  my  pubUe 
life  is  concerned,  not  one  of  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  can  say  I  have  ever  treated 
them  unfairly.  We  have  listened  to 
speeches  from  those  benches  during  this 
session  which  have  given  many  of  ua 
great  pain,  but  we  have  listened 
to  them  with  patience,  and  neither 
in  this  House  nor  out  of  it  have 
we  said  one  word  against  them.  There- 
fore, I  think  they  should  treat  us  with  a 
little  more  patience  than  they  have  done 
on  this  occasion.  Their  method  of  inter- 
rupting this  debate  has,  no  doubt,  created 
vast  irritation  on  these  benches,  and  I  am 
not  surprised  that  a  number  of  my  hon. 
friends  are  very  likely  prepared  to  vote 
against  this  motion.  If  they  like  to  do  so 
as  a  protest,  surely  no  man  of  common 
sense  can  object  to  their  conduct.      But 
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I  would  make  one  appeal.  There  are 
other  things  to  consider  besides  this  irri- 
tation. Tiiere  is  your  position  in  the 
Chair,  Sir.  I  dislike  to  see  you  put  to 
the  strain  to  which  you  have  been  put  to- 
day. As  one  who  loves  all  the  precedents 
which  surround  the  Chair  in  which  you 
sit,  I  venture  to  make  an  appeal  to  hon. 
Members — on  your  behalf,  as  one  of  the 
best  representatives  who  has  sat  in  that 
Chair,  and  on  behalf  of  my  right  hon. 
friend  the  Leader  of  the  House,  as  one  of 
the  best,  surest,  and  most  straightforward 
guides.  On  these  grounds  I  venture  to 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  to  let  this  scene  . 
end,  and  to  allow  this  debate  to  be 
adjourned. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday  next. 

CENTRAL  LONDON  RAILWAY  BILL. 

"  To  amend  The  Central  London  Rail- 
way Act,  1891,  with  reference  to  cheap 
fares  for  labouring  classes,"  read  the  first 
time,  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills. 

SHANNON  WATER  AND  ELECTRIC 
POWER  BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Shannon  Water  and 
Electric  Power  Bill  be  committed  to  the 
Committee  to  be  nominated  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  for  the  Consideration 
of  other  Private  Bills  relating  to  electric 
power. — {Lord  Bakarres.) 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS    (No.    1). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under 
the  Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882  and  1888, 
relating  to  Basingstoke,  Erdington,  Fam- 
ham,  Felixstowe  and  Walton,  Leek, 
Littleborough,  Maryport,  Nantwich, 
Ormskirk,  and  Penrith,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Ritchie  and  Mr. 
Hanbury. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS    (No.    2). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  the  Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882 
and  1888,  relating  to  Brierley  Hill, 
Cleethorpes  -  with  -  Thrunscoe,  Elland, 
Exmouth,  Newark,  Penzance,  Prestwich, 
Redcar,  Sowerby  Bridge,  and  Wliitefield, 


ordered  to  be  bmught  in  by  Mr,  Ritchie 
and  Mr.  Hanbury. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.    1)  BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  the 
Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882  and  1888, 
relating  to  Basingstoke,  Erdington, 
Farnham,  Felixstowe  and  Walton,  Leek, 
Littleborough,  Marjrport,  Nantwich, 
Ormskirk,  and  Penrith,"  presented,  and 
read  the  first  time ;  to  be  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills, 
and  to  be  printed.     (Bill  137.) 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.   2)  BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  imder  the 
Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882  and  1888, 
relating  to  Brierley  Hill,  Cleethorpes- 
with-Thrunscoe,  Elland,  Exmouth,  New- 
ark, Penzance,  Prestwich,  Redcar, 
Sowerby  Bridge,  and  Whitefield,"  pre- 
sented, and  read  the  first  time;  to  be 
referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.  (Bill 
138.) 


PETITIONS. 


LAND  VALUES  TAXATION  (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petition  from  Falkirk,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL   AUTHORITIES  OFFICERS' 
SUPERANNUATION  BILL. 

Petition  from  Hastings,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

MIDWIVES  BILL. 
Petition  from  Liverpool,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 
ON  SUNDAY  BILL. 

I      Petitions,    in     favour,     from     King's 
I  Lynn ;  Chichester,  Old  Walsoken ;  West 
I  W'alton ;  W^isbech  (two) ;  and  Chatteris ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 
TO  CHILDREN  BILL. 

i  I^Petitions,  in  favour,  from  Rochdale ; 
I  Salford ;  Miles  Platting ;  Trawden  ; 
I  Glasgow ;    London ;    Upper    Norwood  ; 
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Croydon   (two) ;  and   Wanstead ;  to    lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SUNDAY  CLOSING  (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 
Petitions,  in  favour,  from  London  and 
Rochdale  (two) ;  to  lie  upon  the  Tal)le. 

TEINDS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Petition   of   the   United    Presbyterian 
Synod,  against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TOWN  COUNCILS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions,  in  favour,  from  Barrow- 
stounness  and  PoUokshaws ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 


I  San  Remo  for  the  mutual  extradition  d  I 
!  fugitive  criminals.     Signed  at  Florence, 
i.lGth   October,    1899.      Ratifications  ex- 
I  changed  at   Rome,  5th  December,  1899  | 
I  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRADE    REPORTS  (ANNUAL    SERIES). 

Copy  presented  of  Diplomatic  and  Cod- 
sular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  No.  2390 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

I      Paper  laid  upon  the  Table  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  House — 

BRIDLINGTON    PIERS    AND 
HARBOUR. 

j  Copy  of  Abstract  of  the  Grcneral 
I  Annual  Account  for  the  year  ending  26th 
I  July,  1899  [by  Act]. 


NAVAL  WORKS  ACTS,  1895,  1896  and 
1897. 

Account  presented,  showing  the  amount 
of  money  issued  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund ;  the  amount  and  nature  of  the 
securities  created  in  respect  thereof ;  the 
amount  of  the  surplus  of  income  over 
expenditure  for  the  financial  year  ended 
31st  March,  1896,  and  the  amount  of 
money  expended  in  pursuance  of  the 
Acts  during  the  year  ended  the  31st 
March,  1899,  together  with  the  Report  of 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General 
thereon  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed.     [No.  108.] 

TREATY  SERIES  (No.  7,  1900). 
Copy  presented  of  Convention  and 
Declaration  between  tthe  United  King- 
dom and  Germany  for  the  settlement  of 
the  Samoan  and  other  questions.  Signed 
at  London,  14th  December,  1899,  Ratifi- 
cations exchanged  at  London  and  Berlin, 
16th  February,  1900  [by  Command]:  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

TREATY  SERIES  (No.  8,  1900). 
Copy  presented  of  Convention  between 
the  United  Kingdom,  Germany,  and  the 
United  States  of  America  for  the  adjust 
ment  of  questions  relating  to  Samoa. 
Signed  at  Washington,  2nd  December, 
1899.  Ratifications  exchanged  at  London, 
Berlin,  and  Washington,  16th  February, 
1900  [bv  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

TREATY  SERIES  (No.  9, 1900). 
Copy  presented  of  Treaty  between  the 
United   Kingdom  and  the  Republic   of 


!        BRIGHTON  CORPORATION  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


;  MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
I  *'  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  the 
I  Court  of  Chancery  of  the  County  rala- 
!  tine  of  Durham.  Palatine  Court  of 
j  Durham  Bill.     [Lords.'] 

I      And,  also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
;  further  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  ,the 
Harbour  of  Dundee ;  and  for  other  pur- 
'  poses."     [Dundee  Harbour  Bill,  H.L.] 


DUNDEE    HARBOUR    BILL   [H.L.J 
Read  the  first  time;  and  referred  to 
the   Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

LONDON  COUNTY  TRAMWAYS  (No.  2) 
BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH  AFRICAN  WAR— LORD 
METHUEN,  GENERAL  WAUCHOPE, 
AND  COLONEL  GOUGH. 

!  Mr.  SWIFT  MacNEILL  (Donegal, 
I  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
I  State  for  War  whether  any  investigation 
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is  to  be  made  into  the  charges  against 
Lord  Methuen  brought  by  Colonel  Gough 
and  other  officers ;  and  whether  an 
inquiry  demanded  by  Colonel  Gough  has 
been  assented  to  by  the  War  Office. 

*The  under  secretary  of  STATE 
FOR  WAR  (Mr.  Wyndham,  Dover) :  No 
charges  have  been  brought  against  Lord 
Methuen  by  Colonel  Gough,  or  any  other 
officers.  Colonel  Gough  has  been  in- 
formed that  an  inquiry  will  be  held  into 
his  case,  but  that  it  cannot  be  held  while 
the  officers  who  will  have  to  report  are 
actively  engaged  in  conducting  operations 
in  the  field. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  is  Colonel  Gough  not  at  present 
at  home  ? 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM:  I  do  not  think 
that  arises  out  of  the  question. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  Very  well. 
I  will  put  it  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SWHLFT  MacNEILL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  attention  of  the  authorities 
of  the  War  Office  has  been  directed  to 
the  statement  in  Lord  Methuen's  des- 
patch, with  reference  to  the  battle  of 
Alagersfontein,  that  General  Wauchope 
had  told  him  that  he  quite  understood  his 
orders,  and  made  no  further  remark  ;  and 
has  Lord  Methuen  been  asked  whether 
Major-General  Wauchope  expressed  his 
diflference  of  opinion  as  to  the  scheme  of 
operations  which,  in  obedience  to  his 
commanding  officer,  he  was  ordered  to 
carry  out. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  answer  to  the 
first  question  is  in  the  affirmative,  and 
to  the  second  in  the  negative. 

MAGERSFONTEIN  ENGAGEMENT- 
LORD  methuen's  despatches. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
what  explanation,  if  any,  has  the  War 
Office  to  offer  for  the  interval  that  has 
elapsed  of  more  than  two  months  between 
the  battle  of  Magersfontein  on  10th  and 
11th  December,  and  the  writing  of  the 
official  despatch  describing  that  battle  by 
Lord  Methuen,  which  is  dated  15th  Feb- 
ruary ;  whether  it  is  the  practice  that 
despatches  describing  engagements  should 
be  written  by  officers  in  command  imme- 
diately after  the  engagements  have  been 
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fought,  when  the  leading  incidents  are^ 
fresh  in  the  memory  ;  was  Lord  Methuen 
requested  to .  furnish  his  despatch  with 
reference  to  the  battle  of  Magersfontein 
by  the  military  authorities  at  home  both 
by  cablegram  and  letter ;  how  often  were 
these  requests  made  to  Lord  Methuen, 
and  what  are  the  dates  on  which  they 
were  made;  and  what  were  Lord 
Methuen^s  replies  either  by  telegram  or 
by  letter  thereto. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  I  regret  that  I  am 
unable  to  reply  in  detail  to  the  hon. 
Member's  questions.  I  may,  however, 
point  out  that  a  despatch  is  a  formal 
document  submitted  by  the  officer  in 
command,  from  which  subordinate  reports, 
should,  as  a  rule,  be  excluded.  Sir  R.  BuUer 
originally  sent  home  a  communication  from 
Lord  Methuen  which  covered  a  number  of 
such  reports,  dated  4th  January.  Lord 
Roberts  was  accordingly  asked  (6th  Feb- 
ruary) to  direct  Lord  Methuen  to  embody 
these  in  a  formal  despatch. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  Then  am  I 
to  understand  that  the  despatch  dated 
15th  February  is  not  the  original  despatch 
sent  by  Lord  Methuen,  but  an  amended 
despatch  ? 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  to  understand  that  this  is  a  despatch, 
and  that  the  previous  communications 
were  not  despatches. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  Well,  but- 
were  these  previous  communications  from 
Lord  Methuen  ?  I  appeal  to  you,  Mr. 
Speaker.  Am  I  not  entitled  to  press  this, 
question  ? 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !    The 
Under     Secretary     has    answered     the- 
question  on  the  Paper  fully,  though  not- 
perhaps  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  hoiL. 
Member. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  No,  Sir. 

SIEGE   OF  KIMBERLEY— MR.  RHODES. 
AND  COLONEL  KEKEWICH. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he  is 
aware  that  during  the  siege  of  Kimberley 
Mr.  Cecil  Rhodes'  organ,  the  Diamond 
Fields  Advertisei\  was  suppressed  by  the 
military  authority  on  account  of  its 
attacks  on  British  generals,  and  that  Mr. 
Cecil  Rhodes,  owing  to  his  interference 
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with  the  local  military  authority,  was 
threatened  by  such  authority  with  arrest, 
and  by  whose  orders  was  it  that  the  arrest 
was  not  carried  out. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  We  have  no  know- 
ledge of  these  incidents. 

PRIVATE   PROPERTY  IN  THE  SOUTH 
AFRICAN    REPUBLICS. 

Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  declaration  made 
by  Sir  Alfred  Milner  is  intended  to  mean 
that  forfeiture  of  landed  property  by  the 
Transvaal  Government  made  after  the 
10th  October,  1899,  for  non-payment  of 
ordinary  taxes,  or  for  any  other  cause, 
will  be  annulled  by  the  British  Grovern- 
ment,  or  whether  that  declaration  is 
intended  to  apply  only  to  non-payment  of 
war  tax  ;  and  if  the  latter  is  the  meaning, 
what  facilities,  if  any,  are  to  be  afforded 
to  British  subjects  to  pay  the  ordinary 
taxes  and  to  obtain  receipts,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  ordinary 
channels  for  such  purposes  are  not  avail- 
able. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,  W.) :  The  notice  issued  on 
26th  January  covers  cases  of  confiscation 
for  the  non-payment  of  ordinary  rents  or 
licences,  as  well  as  those  for  failure  to  pay 
the  new  War  Tax.  The  War  Tax  must 
not  in  any  case  be  paid,  but  Her  Majesty's 
Government  raise  no  objection  to  the 
payment  of  ordinary  rents  or  licences 
under  contracts  made  prior  to  the  com- 
mencement of  the  war. 


.1 


ber  of  pairs  of  barbed  wire  nippers  whidi 
have  been  supplied  to  units  or  despatched 
in  bulk  to  the  Forces  in  South  Africa; 
and  does  the  War  Office  contemplate 
sending  out  a  substantial  addition  to  the 
supply  now  at  the  Cape. 

♦The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
the  war  office  (Mr.  J.  Powkll- 
Williams,  Birmingham,  S.)  :  8,688  pain 
have  been  sent  out  or  supplied  to  unitflb 
All  demands  from  South  Africa  have  been 
more  than  complied  with,  but  further 
supplies  will  be  sent  as  they  are  received 
from  the  trade. 

General  RUSSELL  (Cheltenham): 
Have  any  complaints  been  received  about 
these  wire  nippers  1 

♦Mr.  J.  POWELL-WILLLAMS :  Not 
that  I  know  of. 

BOOTS  FOR  THE  TROOPS. 
General  RUSSELL  (Cheltenham): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  War  Office  whether  any  reports  have 
been  received  from  South  Africa  to  the 
effect  that  the  boots  supplied  to  the  in- 
fantry have  again  proved  to  be  of  inferior 
quality ;  and  whether  large  reserve  stores 
of  boots  are  now  stored  there,  and  whether 
more  will  be  forwarded. 

♦Mr.   J.   POWELL-WILLIAMS :  The 
foreign  service  handsewn  steel-billed  boot 
and  the  hob-nailed  boots  received  &*om 
India  and  Egypt  have  proved  satisfactory 
for  infantry ;  but  Lord  Roberts  has  com- 
plained of  the  home-pattern  clump-soled 
boot.     We  have  sent  out,  in  round  num- 
bers, 108,000   home  and  132,000  foreign 
pattern ;  and  more  will  be  sent  as  fast 
as  they  can  be  procured.     The  hand-sewn 
persons    owing   ordinary  i  J^*  ^^f''  seems  to  be  an  expiring  indm- 
them,  and  to  whom  1        ^  \  ^^'  """^  T^  are  endeavouring  to  obtain  a 
'  I  pattern  of  machme-sewn  boot  which  shall 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  No,   I  do  '  ^^  equally  suitable  for  home  or  foreign 


Mr.  KIMBER:    Can   the 
Gentleman    say   by   what 
what   conduit 
taxes  can  pay 


right  hon. 
means  or  by 


not  think  it  is  my  business  to  suggest  by 
what   conduit   or   how  they  should  pay  ■ 
taxes  to  the  Transvaal  Government.     If  ' 
the  rates  of  pay  are  subject  to  contract ! 
prior  to  the  war  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment   will    not    tiake    any    proceedings 
against  them. 


wear. 


QUICK-FIRING    GUNS. 
Mr.  PLATT-HIGGINS  (Salford,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for    War    whether  he   is  aware  that  in 
September,  1890,  there  was  an  exhibition 
1  by  the   firm  of  Gruson,  of  Magdeburg, 
'  Prussia,  of  quick-firing  guns  ana  of  car- 
'  riages  adapted  for  being  easily  got  in  and 
!  out  of  position,  and  that  General  Joubert 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  i  and  his  staff  attended  on  behalf  of  the 
to  the  War  Office  what  is  the  total  num- ,  South  African  Republic ;  and  whether  he 


WIRE  NIPPERS. 
Sir    lewis    M*IVER    (Edinburgh, 
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has  any  information  as  to  the  purchases 
then  made  on  behalf  of  the  said  Republic. 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  exhibition  was 
attended  by  British  officers,  who  duly 
made  their  reports  ;  in  these  it  is  men- 
tioned that  General  Joubert  was  present. 
It  is  not  known  whether  he  mtulc  any  pur- 
•  chases  at  the  time. 

PROPOSED  WAH  KKCOKD  COINAiiE. 
Mr.  AIRD  (Paddington,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  ilxchequer  if  he 
will  consider  the  desirability  of  placing 
a  distinctive  mark  upon  the  remainder  of 
the  present  yeai's  coinage,  or  upon  some 
portion  of  it,  as  a  record  of  the  war  in 
South  Africa. 

The  chancellor  of  the  P]X- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  1  am  afraid  I  cannot 
entertain  the  suggestion  of  my  hon. 
friend.  It  has  not  been  the  practice 
to  make  alterations  in  the  designs 
of  the  coinage  in  order  to  record  the  wars 
in  which  this  country  has  been  enaged, 
and  I  do  not  know  of  any  reason  for 
making  an  exception  in  the  case  of  the 
war  in  South  Africa. 

WAR  FUNDS  -  PROVISION  FOR 
RELATIVES  OF  INDIAN  CAMP 
FOLLOWERS. 

Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON  (Hythe) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  the  Transvaal  Refugees* 
and  other  War  Funds,  to  which  our 
Indian  fellow  subjects  have  subscribed, 
will  be  available  for  the  relief  of  the 
wives  and  families  of  the  killed  and 
wounded  amongst  the  Indian  camp 
followers,  who  have  been  and  are  serving 
with  Her  Majesty's  troops  in  South 
Africa;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  would 
use  his  good  offices  to  enable  this  purpose 
to  be  achieved. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Piling) :  I  have  been  in  communication 
with  the  Patriotic  Fund  Commissionerp, 
and  am  informed  that  arrangements  are 
being  made  for  the  grant  of  relief  to  the 
wives  and  families  of  Indian  camp 
fnllowers  inc<apiicitated  on  account  of 
service  in  South  Africa. 


for  War  whether  he  can  now  state  why  a 
cablegram  sent  on  the  14th  February  last 
by  Mr.  Mackarness,  chairman  of  the 
'  South  Africa  Conciliation  Committee,  to 
the  South  African  News^  Cape  Town, 
recording  a  resolution  passed  at  a  Liberal 
Conference  in  London,  was  stopped  by 
the  Government  Censor  at  Cape  Town ; 
and  why  no  notice  of  its  having  been 
stopped  was  given  for  more  than  a  fort- 
night to  the  sender. 

*Mr.  WYNDH am  :  The  military 
authorities  at  Cape  Town  have  full  dis- 
cretion to  censor  any  telegram,  and  there 
is  no  intention  to  interfere  with  their 
exercise  of  that  discretion. 

BRITISH  WOUNDED  PRISONERS. 

Mr.  LEES  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.)  •; 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  if  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  communicate  with  Lord  Roberts  with 
a  view  to  obtain  at  once  the  release  from 
the  Boers  of  such  prisoners  as  those  who 
were  wounded  at  Glencoe  and  left  at 
Dundee  under  the  Geneva  Convention, 
proposing,  if  he  is  unable  to  obtain  tho 
release  of  all  upon  conditions,  to  obtain 
at  least  the  release  of  those  who  are  in 
need  of  special  medical  or  surgical  treat- 
ment, upon  their  giving  their  word  under 
certain  conditions  to  place  themselves 
again  at  the  disposal  of  their  captors. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  A  commimication  has  been  made  to 
Lord  Roberts  in  the  sense  suggested  bv 
my  hon.  friend. 

CONDUCT  OF  GERMAN  SAILORS  AT 
PORTSMOUTH. 

Mr.  NICOL  (Argyll) :  In  the  absence 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  I  beg. 
to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  a  ques- 
tion of  which  I  have  given  private  notice, 
as  to  whether  the  attention  of  the 
Admiralty  has  been  called  to  a  statement 
in  the  public  Press,  that  three  cheers  for 
the  Boer  Republics  were  given  by  the 
sailors  of  the  German  battleship 
"  Deutschland,"  at  Portsmouth,  under  the 
eyes  of  their  own  officers,  and  whether 
there  is  any  confirmation  of  this  state- 
ment. 


PRESS  CENSORSH I P  -  Si:  PPRESSEI) 
CABLEGRAMS. 


*The   secretary  to  the   ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Macartney,  Antrim,  S.) : 
Mr.   LLOYD-GEORGE   (Carnarvon) :  I  Yes,  Sir,  the  attention  of  the  First  Lord 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  SecreUiry  of  State  |  of  the  Admiralty  has  been  called  to  the 
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stiitoment  contained  in  my  hon.  friend's  '  State  for  War  whether,  having  regard  J 
([uostion.  He  has  caused  inquiries  to  be  '  the  desirability  of  giving  further  enoourl 
made  at  Portsmouth,  and  as  the  result  of  ;  agement  to  the  formation  and  effidoJ 
those  inquiries,  he  believes  the  report  to  j  maintenance  of  cadet  battalions,  he  wil 
be  a  pure  fabrication  without  any  founda-  i  in  the  new  Volunteer  Regulations  oofrl 
tion  white ver.  sider  the  desirability  of  giving  to  thettl 

'  battalions,  besides  the   official  title  anlf 
1M:skrve    and     MrLITIA-OFFICEIiS'    the  loan  of  rifles  and  camp  equipment, lo 
ALLOW  AN  ChS.  which    Government     assistance    is    not 

:\lAJOR  KASCH  (hssex,  S.L.,  on  behalf  i  limited,  a  capitation  grant  for  eack 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  Colonel  I  cadet  complying  with  conditions  d 
\y  YNDHAM  MuHiiAY) :  I  l>og  to  ask  the  >  efficiency,  a  grant  for  camp  attendanwi 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  i  ^nd  a  gratuitous  issue  of  ammunitioD, 
whether  officers  of  the  Rosorve  who  have  •  i).,ii  a„d  blank,  and  travelling  expenses  to 
retired  on  a  gratuity  earned  during  past  a  range  for  at  legist  one  annual  attcn- 
service,  and  who  have  now  volunteered  f  dance, 
for  duty  with  the  lloyal  lieserve  batta- 1 

lions,  have  been  informed  that  a  deduc- !  ^^fR.  W YNDHAM  :  This  question  d 
tion  will  be  made  from  their  pay  on  a  cadet  battalions  has  been  thoroughly  con- 
calculation  according  to  the  value  of  such  ,  sidered,  and  it  has  been  decided  not  to 
gratuity,  and  whether  notice  was  given  I  increase  the  assistance  now  given. 
of  such  deduction  before   their   services  ' 

were  accepted  ;  and  whether  officers  who  I  SANDHURST  CADETS'  COxMMISSIONS. 
return   to   mounted  duty    with    reserve 

})attalions  will  receive  a  proportionately  j  ^^^  CHARLES  CAYZER  (Barrow-in- 
larger  allowance  for  the  provision  of  '  Durness) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
horses  and  saddlery  than  those  returning  '  ^ry  of  State  for  War  when  the  cadets 
for  company  duty  !  ^^^  passed  for  Sandhurst  in  June  last 

I  betr  at  the  same  time  to  ask  the  Under  i.i,      •!•,.       x    •  •  j  » 

Militia  officers  who  have   served  m  the  i  u^,,^  i  ^^„  ^\.o„  v.^«,r«;o«,*^.,«    4.  iu 
t  ii.«i  '  ^    e       x-i.'  nave  been  mven  commissions  at  the  aire 

Army,  and  retired  on  receipt  of  gratuity,  ,  ^£  eighteen 
subsequently  joining  the  Militia,  are  now  ^ 

on  embodiment  mulcted  at  the  rate  of  5  ,  *^Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  cadets  at  the 
per  cent,  on  such  gratuity,  thus  reducing  ,  College  who  joined  last  August  should 
the  pay  m  the  ease  of  a  commanding  ,  leave  next  June.  No  commissions  have 
officer  who  had  served  in  the  Army  by  j  as  yet  been  given  to  the  public  schools, 
'  jCGO  to  £70  a  year,  as  compared  with  one  nor  is  it  intended  to  give  any  until  the 
who  had  never  served.  ,  course  at  Sandhurst  shall  have  been  com- 

*:Mr.     WYNDHAM :      No    officer    is  |  pleted. 
allowed  to  draw  both  retired  pay  and  full  \ 

pay;  audit  has  always  been  held  that .  j^.g,,^,^.^.^j^_^£j^j,j^^j^  ^j,  AUXILIARY 
the  gratuities  given  to  officers  on  retire- ,  FORCES, 

ment  are  a  commutation  or  capitalising  of  ' 

retired  pay.     Therefore,  unless  a  deduc-  \      Colonel  WELBY  (Taunton) :    I   beg 

tion  is  made,  it  is  held  that  the  officer  ;  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

who  retired  with  a  gratuity  is  unfairly  ,  ^^^r  whether,  m  selecting  officers  for  the 

favoured  as  compared  with  the  officer  who    Post   of   Inspector-General  of    Auxiliary 

retired  on  a  pension.     But  the  question  ]  i^'orces   and   Recruiting,  it  has  been  the 

is  now  being  again  considered.     In  reply  ,  practice  to  attach  more  weight  to  their 

to  the  second  paragraph  of  the  question  ,  general  efficiency  iis  staft'  officers  than  to 

of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  mounted  i  their  special   knowledge  and  experience 

officers   receive    higher   rates   of  pay  to  I  of  the  Auxiliary  forces  ;  and  whether  it  is 

cover   their  greater    expenses,    and    no  i  intended,  in  filling  the  new  posts  on  the 

special  allowance  will  be  made  to  them.      I  headquarter  stjiff  that  will  deal  with  the 

«i  '  Auxiliary  forces,  to  select  from  those  who, 

CADET    15 ATTA LIONS  — PROPOSED     [by    serving    as   adjutants   of    Auxiliary 

CAPITATION    GRANT.  ,  forces,  or  by  being  otherwise  employed 

Mk.  WAIiK  ^Liverpool,  E.,  Toxteth) :    with  them,  have  acquired  special  know- 

I  l>eg  to    ask  tne  Under   Secretary    of  •  ledge  and  experience  of  those  forces. 
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♦Mr,  W  YNDHAM  :  In  reply  to  the  first ' 
paragraph  the  officers  have  been  selected 
for  their  general  suitability  for  the 
various  duties  entrusted  to  them.  A 
;special  acquaintance  with  the  Auxiliary 
forces  will  guide  the  selection  of  the  new 
staflf  referred  to  iii  paragraph  two. 

MISCONDUCT   OF  GOVERNMENT 
CONTRACTOKS. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.K) :  I  beg 
-to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  is  aware  that  Messrs. 
Undenvood  and  Sons,  Limited,  are  also 
trading  as  Hood  and  Moore,  Mr.  Under- 
wood, jun.,  being  managing  director,  and 
-whether  the  latter  firm  contracts  for  Her 
Majesty's  Goverinnent ;  whether  ho  is 
also  aware  that  the  firm  trading  under 
the  name  of  Brown  is  identical  with 
Underwood;  and  whether,  seeing  that 
Mr.  Underwood,  sen.,  is  a  Justice  of  the 
Peace  for  Brentford,  he  proposes  to  take 
any  action  in  the  matter. 

♦Mr.  J.  POWELL-WILLIAMS:  The 
solicitors  of  Hood  and  Moore's  Stores, 
Limited,  inform  me  that  a  Mr.  H.  T. 
Underwood,  one  of  the  directors  of  that 
•company,  is  a  juTiior  partner  in  the  firm 
of  Underwood  and  Son.  Hood  and 
Moore's  Stores  are  not  on  the  War  Office 
list  of  contractors.  The  solicitor  of  Mr. 
John  Brown  informs  me  tliat  he  has  com- 
menced an  action  against  Underwood  and 
Son,  Limited,  in  connection  with  the 
-**  Manchester  Port  "  hay.  This  circum- 
stance would  seem  to  dispose  of  any  sug- 
gestion that  Brown  4nd  Underwood  are 
identical.  A  Mr.  PMwin  Underwood 
who,  as  late  as  October,  1898,  held  shares 
in  Underwood  and  Son,  Limited,  is  a 
Justice  of  the  Peace. 

Major  RASCH :  Has  the  Department 
yet  received  the  ad\  ice  of  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  with  reference  to  prosecutions 
in  this  case  1 

♦Mr.  J.  POWELL- WILLIAMS :  No, 
Sir,  but  I  am  expecting  it  to-morrow. 

Mr.  STUAKT-WORTLEY  (Sheffield, 
Hallam) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  i 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office  whether  on  ' 
12th  March,  when  the  Return  No.  94, 
€U)vernment  Contracts,  was  signed,  the 
War  Office  were  aware  that  the  con- 
tractors, whom  in  the  said  Return  they 
named  as  J.  E.  Bennett  and  Sons,  were 
really  a  limited  liability  company,  with 
the  registered  statutory  jiame  of  Under- 


wood and  Co.,  Limited,  or  Underwood  and 
Son,  Limited. 

*Mr.  J.  POWELL-WILLIAMS  :  Some 
days  before  the  presentation  of  the  return 
a  statement  reached  the  War  Office 
pointing  to  the  conclusion  that  there  was 
a  connection  between  J.  E.  Bennett  and 
Sons  and  Underwood  and  Son.  But 
there  was  no  evidence  which  would  have 
justified  us  in  stating  in  a  Parliamentary 
Paper  that  the  two  firms  were  in  reality 
one  and  the  same.  The  name  given  in 
the  Return  was,  therefore,  the  name 
which  was  upon  the  War  Office  list.  It 
has  since  appeared  that  Underwood  and 
Bennett  are  identical,  and  an  amended 
Return  will  be  furnished. 

Mr.  STUART- WORTLEY  :  On  what 
date  was  proof  obtained  of  the  identity  of 
Messrs.  Bennett  with  Messrs.  Under- 
wood 1 

*Mr.  J.  POWELL-WILLIAMS:  The 
Return  was  laid  on  the  Table  on  the 
12th,  and  it  was  not  imtil  four  or  five 
days  after  that  date  that  evidence  was 
received  which  would  have  justified  the 
inclusion  of  Underwood's  name. 


MILITIA   MEDICAL    STAFF    CORPS 
PAY. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (Wig- 
;  ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 

of  State  for  War  whether  the  pay  of 
;  privates  in  the  Militia  Medical  Staff  Corps 

is  lower  than  that  of  the  regular  Medical 
I  Staft'  Corps  by  2d.  a  day;  and  if  so, 
;  whether  there  is  anything  in  the  nature 
'  of  the  duties  of  the  Militia  Medical  Staff 

Corps  during  embodiment  to  justify  the 
j  difference  being  maintained. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  My  hon.  friend  is 
under  a  misapprehension.  On  embodi- 
ment the  rates  of  pay  are  the  same. 


SOUTH  CORK  MILITIA -NONPAY- 
MENT OF  BOUNTY. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office  what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay 
in  paying  the  bounty  to  which  the  men 
of  the  South  Cork  Militia  (3rd  Battalion 
Royal  Munster  Fusiliers),  recently  called 
out  for  special  service  and  since  dis- 
charged, are  entitled  in  respect  of  such 
service,  and  when  the  bounty  will  be 
paid. 
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*Mr.  J.  POWELL-WILLIAMS:  I  am 
sorry  I  must  again  ask  my  hon.  frioiid 
to  postpone  this  question. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  :  May  I  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  this  question 
has  been  now  on  the  Paper  for  a  fortnight, 
and  that  the  delay  in  answering  it  is  a 
great  aggravation  of  the  grievance  com- 
plained of. 

*Mr.  J.  POWELL-WILLIAMS:  I 
admit  that  that  is  so,  and  I  greatly  regret 
it.  I  have  done  all  I  could  to  get  the 
question  answcn^l,  Imt  unfortunately  I 
have  failed.  The  matter  has  not  been 
lost  sight  of,  and  notice  will  be  taken  of 
the  delay. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  ask  if  the  delay  in  giving 
this  bounty  to  the  soldiers  has  been  deli- 
berately contrived  in  order  to  punish 
them  for  not  volunteering  for  the  front  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

MILITIA  OFFICKKS'  (iRATUITIES. 
Colon  KT.  NPCALMONT  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Un<ler  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
why  the  bonus  of  ^100  given  to  officers 
of  Militia  regiments  on  disembodiment 
instead  of  mess  allowance  is  to  be  with- 
held from  adjutants  and  quartermasters. 


*Mr.    WYNDHAM  :    This 
given   on    disembodiment   to 


gratuity  is 
all  officers 
sent  back  to  civil  life  after  a  period  of 
temporary  employment.  There  are  no 
grounds  for  giving  it  to  officers  who  are 
continuously  emi)loyed  on  full  pjiy. 


INSTKll  TIONS    FOR 
ACCENTS. 


KKCiaiTINi; 


Dr.  FAKQrHAPtSON(A)>ei-deenshire, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  U)Y  War  when  the  revised  in- 
structions for  tlie  (employment  of  recruiting 
agents  will  be  issued. 

*Mr.  WVNOMAM  :  The  revised  in- 
structions an*  in  the  hands  of  the  printer. 
It  is  ho])ed  that  they  will  )>e  issued  in  a 
few  days. 

ma<;azink    imflks. 

Mr.  HEDDERWTCK  (Wick  P>urghs)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lender  Secretary  of  State  { 
for   War  whether  having  ii^ganl  to  the  i 
importance  in  nuMlern  warfare  of  rapidity  ' 
of  loiiding,  to  the  admitted  inferiority  in 
that   particular  of  the  ser\  ice  rifle    now 


supplied  to  our  troops,  and  to  then 
voted  by  Parliament  for  tbe  «<pnp 
;  of  the  AiTiiy,  the  War  OflSce  will  ( 
sider  the  propriety  of  taking  imnuA 
steps  to  bring  the  British  service  til 
respect  of  its  loading  arrangements  O] 
an  equality  with  the  rifle  in  use  bj 
Boers,  and  with  the  other  well-ki 
nHes,  so  that  our  soldiers  niay  nol 
placed  at  a  disadvantage  in  the  fid 
compared  with  the  soldiers  of  o 
Powers. 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  It  is  not  adini 
that  the  British  rifle  is  inferior  in  nt 
continuous  fire  to  the  rifle  of  any  o 
Power.  Experiments  are,  however,  b 
made  to  secure  greater  expedition  in 
,  process  of  replenishing  the  exif 
magazine.  It  shoidd  be  rememb 
that  our  rifle  is  intended  to  be 
normally  as  a  single-loader  ;  the  magi 
with  its  ten  cartridges  being  kept 
reserve. 

LIGHTHOUSES  IN  THE  RED  SI 
Mr.  CHARLES  M'AETHUR  (1 
pool,  Exchange) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  U 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affiu 
he  can  say  what  progress  has  been  i 
in  the  construction  of  the  four  new  1 
houses  in  the  Red  Sea — namely,  thoi 
Mocha,  Zebair,  Abu  Ail,  and  Jebel ' 
which,  it  was  stated  last  year,  had 
arranged  for  by  the  Porte  with  the 
ministration  des  Phares. 

*Mr.    BRODRICK:    No    progrea 
regard  to  the  construction  of  these 
new   lights   has  been    reported    to 
Majesty's  Government. 

RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— RAILWJ 
CONCESSIONS. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Rej 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  S 
for  Foreign  Affairs  have  Her  Maje 
Government  received  any  informs 
relative  to  the  demand  made  of 
Government  of  Turkey  by  the  Rus 
Government  of  an  exclusive  concessio 
the  railway  line  from  Kara  Ourghai 
Krzeroum,  and  the  further  demand  of 
concession  of  a  railway  from  Samsoui 
Siwas  :  have  they  any  information  to 
effect  that  M.  Zinoview,  the  Russian  . 
bassador  at  Constantinople,  has  infor 
the  Turkish  Government  that  Be 
forbids  Turkey  to  grant  to  any  o 
pei^son  or  government  than  Russia 
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l^lilway  -concession  whatever  in  the  north  , 
^  Anatolia  ;  did  the  British  Ambassador  i 
^t  Constantinople  have  an  audience  of 
^is  Majesty  the  Sultan  on  the  2nd 
AsLTch,  and  were  the  Russian  demands 
'^en  made  the  subject  of  communications ; 
„,Jld  can  he  say  what  attitude  Her 
^  tfajesty's  Government  proposes  to  adopt 
.  Vith  regard  to  these  demands. 

Earl  PERCY  (Kensington,  S.) :  I  beg 
rt     the    same   time   to   ask    the   Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign   Affairs, 
Bvhether   the   Russian    Government    has  , 
applied   to   the    Porte   for  a  concession 
soniering  upon  them  the  right  of  vetoing  j 
l»he    construction    of    railways     in     the : 
northern  provinces  of  Asiatic   Turkey  ; 
aknd,  if  so,  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
ithat  the  exercise  of  any  such  right  must 
seriously  impede  or  render  impossible  the 
Amelioration    of    the    condition    of    the 
population     of     these     provinces,     Her ! 
Majesty's  Government  have  made  any,  or 
intend  to  iliake,  any  representations  to  ] 
the  Turkish  or  Russian  Governments  on 
'*he  subject. 

'  ♦Mr.  BRODRICK:  Her  Majesty's 
'  Oovernraent  are  unable  to  give  infor- 
mation to  the  House  respecting  the 
negotiations  between  Turkey  and  Russia, 
which  are  understood  to  be  of  a  confi- 
'deutial  nature,  nor  would  it  be  convenient 
to  make  any  declaration  of  policy  with 
regard  to  them.  Sir  N.  0 'Conor  had  an 
audience  of  the  Sultan  on  the  date 
mentioned.  It  is  contrary  to  usage  to 
make  public  the  subjects  treated  on  such 
occasions,  but  no  reference  was  made  to 
jRuflsian  claims  or  demands. 


TREATIES  AVITH  FOREIGN  POWERS. 
Mr.  HEDDERWICK  :  I  beg  to  ask 
(the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  will  state  the  number 
of  treaties  and  conventions  that  have  been 
Kjoncluded  between  Great  Britain  and 
Foreign  Powers  since  1st  January,  1899, 
And  give  the  names  of  the  Foreign 
Powers  with  whom  such  treaties  and  con- 
ventions have  been  concluded. 

*Mr.  BRODRICK :  The  hon.  Member 
will  find  in  the  library  various  treaties 
and  conventions  which  have  been  con- 
•cluded  between  Great  Britain  and 
Foreign  Powers  since  1st  January,  1899. 
They  are  about  twenty  in  number. 


Mr.  HEDDERXVICK  :  Havo  any 
treaties  or  conventions  ])ecii  troncluded 
which  have  not  been  published  ! 

[The  answer  was  inaudible.-] 

UCiANDA  liAILWAY  CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  ENGLEDEW(Kildare,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  if,  in  arranging  freight 
for  transport  of  material  for  the  Uganda 
liailway,  the  Crown  Agents  for  the 
Colonies  employed  any  firm  of  ship- 
brokers  :  if  so,  who  were  they,  and  what 
commission  was  paid  such  firm  of  ])rokers  ; 
and  did  the  Crown  Agents  charge  their 
one  per  cent,  on  such  commission. 

*Mr.  BRODRICK  :  The  Crown  Agents 
for  the  Colonies  have  employed  their 
shipping  agents,  Messrs.  J.  and  A.  B. 
Freeland,  in  arranging  freight  for  Uganda 
Railway  materials,  and  have  paid  them 
sixpence  per  ton  for  their  services.  The 
answer  to  the  second  part  of  the  question 
is  in  the  negative. 

!  ARMENIA— lUUTISH     CONSULATE    AT 
BITLIS. 

Earl  PERCY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  it  has  been  decided  to 

i  abolish  the  British  Consulate  at  Bitlis  ; 

I  and,  if  not,  whether  any  steps  have  been 
taken  since  last  October  to  fill  the 
vacancy. 

*Mr.  BRODRICK:  The  British  Vice- 
Consulate  at  Bitlis  has  not  been  abolished. 
The  post  is  at  present  vacant,  but  is 
,  visited  as  occasion  arises  by  Her  Majesty's 
I  Vice-Consul  at  Van,  and  if  events  should 
occur  in  Armenia  rendering  an  appoint- 
mei.t  desirable.  Her  Majesty's  Ambassa- 
dor at  Constantinople  has  authority  to 
take  the  necessary  steps. 

COLONIAL  GOVERNMENTS   AND  THE 
DRAFT  COPYRIGHT  BILL. 

I  ♦Mr.  LECKY  (Dublin  University)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 

I  Colonies  whether  any  replies  have  yet 
been  received  from  the  Coloniiil  Govern- 
ments to  which  the  draft  Copyright  Bill, 
which  passed  the  House  of  Lords  last 
year,  was  forwarded ;  and,  if  so,  what  is 
the  nature  of  those  replies. 

Mr.   J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :   The  only 
replies  at  present  received  are  those  of  the 
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Cape  Colony,  Natal,  and  South  Australia. 
South  Australia,  in  view  of  the  approach 
of  Australian  fcdemtion,  desires  at  present 
to  express  no  opinion  on  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  Caj)e  Colony  and  Natal  report 
favourably  on  the  Bill,  Imt  suggest  cer- 
tain modifications  in  points  of  dcitail  for 
its  improvement,  which  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  explain  within  the  limits  of  an 
an*<wer  to  the  hon.  Memljer's  question. 

THE  WAIMA  CLAIMS. 
Mr.  BRYNMOR  JONES  ^Swansea 
Districts) :  I  bog  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  has  caused 
to  ])e  paid  to  relatives  of  the  British 
officers  killed  in  December,  1893,  at 
Waima  the  sum  of  £200  in  part  satisfac- 
tion of  their  claim  for  compensation 
jKjnding  the  termination  of  the  negotia- 
tions with  the  Republic  of  France ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  some  of  these  rela- 
tives are  still  in  difficult  and  straitened 
circumstances,  he  will  now  arrange  to  pay 
them  such  compensation  as  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  reasona])]y  claimed,  or 
still  may  reasonably  claim,  from  the 
Republic  of  France  l)y  way  of  indemnit}'. 

The  CHANCEI.LOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, Bristol, 
W.) :  The  sum  named  in  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  question  has  been  paid.  It 
was  recommended  by  the-  Foreign  Office 
to  be  paid  ])y  way  of  temporary  ixilief, 
and  I  agreed  to  the  recommendation  on 
learning  from  the  Foreign  Office  that  the 
French  Goverimient  wpre  prepared  to 
accept  arbitration  and  admit  the  principle 
of  an  indemnity  to  the  British  sufferers, 
if  it  was  established  that  Waima  was  in 
British  territory,  a  matter  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Foreign  Office,  was  no 
longer  in  doubt.  I  am  not  aware,  how- 
ever, that  any  progress  has  ])een  made  in 
the  matter  .since  which  would  justify  the 
request  made  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
question. 

Mr.  BRYNMOR  JONES :  Cannot  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  grant  a  further 
sum,  seeing  that  some  of  these  people  are 
in  somewhat  straitened  circiunstances  ? 

Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  1  think  not. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  they  have 
already  received  more  than  is  given  to 
the  relatives  of  officers  killed  in  action. 

STAMP  DUTY  ON  DEBENTURES. 
Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Board  of 
Inland  Revenue  in  March  last  demanded 
from  a  large  number  of  companies  pay- 
ment of  extra  sUimp  duty  upon  deben- 
tures and  other  secuiities  in  respect  of 
the  premiums  at  which  the  companies  had 
reserved  the  option  of  redeeming  suck 
debentures  ;  and,  under  threat  of  penalties 
being  inflicted,  a  large  number  of  com- 
puiies  paid  such  demand,  and  at  great 
expense  and  commci-cial  inconvenience 
got  in  such  debentures  and  had  them 
extra  stamped  :  will  he  explain  why,  see- 
ing that  in  December  last  the  Court  of 
Appeal  decided  that  the  demand  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department  was  illegal, 
the  Department  hjis  refused  to  refund  the 
extra  duty  unless  the  companies  will 
again  call  in  the  rkbentures  and  produce 
them  to  have  the  stamps  obliterated^ 
which  the  companies  have  no  power  to 
compel  the  holdei-s  to  do,  and  in  many 
cases  cannot  do,  and  much  further  expense 
and  commercial  inconvenience  would  be 
occasioned  ther(»bv  to  thousands  of  in- 
vestors and  holders ;  whether  he  has  con- 
sidered or  will  be  advised  bv  the  Law 
Officers  upon  the  question  of  the  legal 
liability  of  the  Crown  to  repay  the  money 
without  imposing  the  condition  in  ques- 
tion ;  and  whether  he  can  see  any  way  of 
affording  relief  to  those  aggrieved. 

SiJi  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  The  first 
paragraph  no  doubt  refers  to  a  circular 
which  the  Board  issued  in  March,  1899,. 
although  it  hardly  describes  the  Board's 
proceedings  accurately.  In  December,. 
1899,  the  decision  of  the  High  Court,  to 
which  the  circular  relates,  was  reversed 
by  a  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal. 
The  Board  have  decided  to  acquiesce  in 
this  latter  judgment,  and  they  have 
;  agi-eed  to  repay  duty  that  was  paid  under 
protest,  or  with  any  implied  understand- 
ing that  the  question  of  amount  of  duty 
might  be  reconsidered  after  the  appeal 
had  been  decided.  In  considering  claims 
foi*  repayment,  the  Board  have  felt  com- 
])elle(l  to  waive  exact  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Stamp  Duties  Manage- 
ment Act,  1891,  for  allowances  on  stamp 
duties  paid  in  error,  in  respect  of  certain 
minor  details.  But  they  have  not  felt  at 
liberty  to  carry  their  concession  to  the 
length  of  repaying  duty  on  instruments 
not  produced  for  canceUation  of  stamps. 
It  must  be  lionie  in  mind  that  from  the 
middle  of  December,  1898,  when  the 
decision   in    the    Divisional    Court    ua& 
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cfleliverecl,  until  December,  1899,  when 
Ahe  decision  was  reversed  in  the  Court  of 
^Appeal,  tlie  Board  had  no  option  but  to 
-act  on  the  interpretatian  of  the  law  which 
^  "had  been  declared  by  the  High  Court. 

^      Mr.  KIMBER:  Does  the    right  hon. 
"  Gentleman  see  any  way  of  giving  relief  to 
.  parties  aggrieved  1 

-  Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  do  not  see 
_  any  way  of  dealing  with  the  matter. 


Z  INCREASED    EXCISE    DUTIES— DIFFI- 
^  CULTIES    OF    CLEARANCE. 

*  Mr.  KIMBER :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  on  the  day  preceding  the  day 
on  which  the  new  duty  on  tea  and  other 
articles  came  into  force,  over  100  firms 
presented  themselves  at  the  Customs, 
money  in  hand,  to  withdraw  goods  out  of 
l>ond  within  the  usual  hoiu-a  of  the 
Customs  offices  being  open  for  that  pur- 
pose, but  were  unable  to  do  so  in  time  in 
consequence  of  the  office  being  closed 
prematurely,  and  many  who  were  there 
in  time  were  thereby  prevented  from 
paying  their  money,  and  in  consequence 
have  had  to  pay  a  higher  rate  of  duty ; 
whether  any  instructions  were  given  by 
the  Treasury  to  the  Customs  officers 
authorising  them  to  reduce  the  time  or 
facilities  for  paying  such  duties ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
under  obligation  at  all  times  to  provide 
such  facilities  (that  is,  clerks  or  tellers 
and  office  accommodation)  as  will  enable 
traders  to  freely  withdraw  their  goods 
from  bonded  warehouses. 

Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  A  large 
number  of  firms  attempted,  unsuccess- 
fully, to  pay  duty,  at  the  London  Custom 
House,  on  the  5th  inst.  within  the  usual 
hours.  They  were  prevented  from  pay- 
ing not  by  a  premature  closing  of  the 
office  (which  was  not  closed  before  the 
usual  hour),  but  by  the  crowd.  The 
instructions  given  by  the  Treasury  to  the 
Board  of  Customs,  with  regard  to  both 
London  and  the  whole  country,  were  not 
to  reduce  the  time  or  facilities  for  pay- 
ment, but  to  abstain  from  extending  the 
same.  Her  Majesty's  Government  hold 
that  the  obligation  to  provide  facilities  to 
traders  for  the  withdrawal  of  their  goods 
from  bonded  warehouses  is  limited  by 
the  ordinary  conditions  of  hours  and  staff. 


'      SOUTH-EASTERN   AND  CHATHAM 
'       RAILWAY— WORKMEN'S  TRAINS. 

1      Mr,  lough  (Islington,  N.) :  I  beg  to 

I  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 

I  whether,  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 

i  a  letter  written  by  the  general  manager 

of  the  South-Eastern  and  Chatham  Rail- 

I  way  Company,  in  which  it  is  stated  that 

!  cheap  tickets  for  workmen  are  not    in- 

!  tended  to  be  issued  to  workmen  who  are 

I  not    in     constant     daily     employment ; 

whether  he  has  noticed  a  case  in  which  a 

cheap    ticket    has    been    refused    to     a 

j  working  woman    who    comes    regularly 

I  once   a  week  to  work  in  London ;    and 

whether,  by  legislation  or  otherwise,  he 

can  take  steps  to  prevent  such  limitation 

of  the  benefit  of  the  Cheap  Trains  Act. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon) :  I 
have  been  in  communication  with  the 
managing  committee  of  the  South-Eastern 
and  Chatham  and  Dover  Railways  and  have 
received  a  reply  to  the  following  effect : — 
The  managing  committee  found  that  a 
large  number  of  persons  who  were  not 
working  men  or  women  within  any  pos- 
sible construction  of  the  Act  were  obtain- 
ing "  workmen's  tickets,"  and  it  therefore 
became  necessary  to  issue  special  instruc- 
tions to  the  committee's  servants  with  a 
view  to  stopping  the  practice.  Unfortu- 
nately a  mistake  was  made  with  regard 
to  the  particular  case  to  which  the  hon. 
Member's  question  refers,  and  since  the 
facts  have  been  made  known  to  the 
managing  committee,  orders  have  been 
given  that  a  workman's  ticket  shall  be 
issued  in  future.  It  would  appear,  there- 
fore, that  the  occurrence  referred  to  was 
an  accidental  one,  and  that  there  is  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  companies 
mentioned  to  limit  in  any  way  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Cheap  Trains  Act  or  of  the 
provisions  respecting  workmen's  tickets 
contained  in  the  recent  Amalgamation 
Act ;  as  evidence  of  this  the  company 
informs  me  that  during  the  past  year 
more  than  a  million  and  a  qurirter  work- 
men's tickets  were  issued  in  excess  of  the 
number  for  the  previous  twelve  months. 

THE  COMPANIES  BILL. 
Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  having  regard  to  the  clauses  in 
the  Companies  Bill  which  give  unsecured 
creditors  preferential  right  of  pajnment 
over  creditors  secured  by  debentures  and 
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<lelwnture  stock,  whether  he  will  give ! 
the  House  a  week'fl  notice  of  hriiigiug  on  ' 
the  Second  Heading  instejul  of  inserting  , 
it  in  the  Ordei*s  every  day. 

Mk.  swift  MacNP:ILL:  I  beg  to 
draw  your  attention,  Sir,  to  this  cjuestion. 
Is  it  not  disorderly,  as  it  embodies  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Meml)er  as  to  the 
construction  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  ?  It 
is  in  precisely  the  same*  words  as  a 
motion  which  the  hon.  Member  has  put 
<iown. 

*Mr.  SPP:AKER:  The  question  is 
whether  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  will 
give  the  House  a  week's  notice  before 
ticking  the  Second  lieading  of  a  certain 
Bill.     That  is  not  a  matter  of  opinion. 

Mk.  swift  MacNWLL:  With 
groat  respect,  Sir,  the  sentence  beginning 
"  having  regard  "  embodies  a  matter  of 
opinion. 

*Mr.  SrEAKFR:  It  docs  not  follow 
because  words  which  introfluce  the  (pies- 
tion  suggest  an  opinion  that  the  question 
becomes  one  as  to  a  matter  of  opinion. 

Mr.  KITCHIP:  :  My  right  hon.  friend 
the  Leader  of  the  House  Siiid  the  other 
day  that  to  undertake  to  give  a  week's 
notice  of  the  taking  of  a  Bill  woidd 
.seriously  inconvenience  business,  and  I 
therefore  cannot    undertake   to    give  it 


surgeon  or  any  o:her  officer  has  power  lal 
suspend  or  dispense  with  such  a  sentenctl 
if  in  his  opinion  the  constitution  of  tkl 
person  sentenced  to  flogging  is  not  fit  tftl 
bear  it ;  and  what  precautions  are  t^ikc&l 
and  in  whom  is  the  duty  vested  to  aaoer-l 
tain  whether  juvenile  offenders  sentenced | 
to  whipping  an^  able  to  1>ear  it  without  | 
danger  to  health. 

*Thk  SPXJRETARY  of  STATE  FWl 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M.  | 
White  Kidley,  Lancashire,  Blackpool): 
Rule  87  (Local  Prisons  Rules)  directs  that 
corporal  punishment  shall  not  1»e  inflicted 
unless  the  medic4il  oiHcer  has  certified 
that  the  prisoner  is  in  a  fit  condition  to 
undergo  the  pimishment.  Rule  182  (I) 
also  directs  that  before  a  prisoner  is  snb- 
jected  to  cor]xjral  punishment  the  medial 
officer  shall  examine  him  and  certiff 
whether  or  not  ho  is  fit  for  the  punish- 
ment. Rule  182  (2)  directs  that  the 
instnietions  of  the  medical  otHcer  for  pre- 
venting injury  to  health  by  corpord 
punishment  shall  be  olK?yed.  These  rules 
apply  also  to  juvenile  offenders  sentenced 
to  whipping  when  such  whipping  is 
carried  out  by  the  prison  authorities. 
Whippings  administered  by  the  police 
are  subject  to  similar  police  regulations. 
The  rules  for  convict  prisons  contain 
similar  provisions  to  those  in  force  in 
local   prisons   with    respect    to    con\ictB 


in  this  case.     As  much  notice  as  possible  >  ^^^^^^^  to  be  flogged  for  prison  ofteiices. 
will  be  given. 


Mk.  BRYCK  :  (Aberdeen,  S.):  May 
I  take  it  that  there  is  no  intention  of 
taking  the  Bill  before  Easter  \ 

•  Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  do  not  think   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  assume  that. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  Did  not 
the  First  Lord  promise  at  least  three  days 
notice  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE : 

thing  about  that. 


I  think  he  Siiid  some- 


PUIS()NS-FI.(Kr(;iXG  REGULATIONS. 
Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Depirtment  whether 
there  are  any  and  what  regulations  pro- 
viding for  the  special  medical  examination 
of  persons  sentenced  to  flogging  as  to 
their  fitness  to  undergo  such  punishment, 


'  INCOMK  TAX  SUKAEVOUS'  DISTRICTS. 

;  Mu.  HEYWOOI)  JOHNSTONE 
!  (Sussex,  Horsham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  in  view  of  the 
increase  in  the  rate  of  income  tax,  what 
stei)s  have  been  taken  to  increase  the 
numl>er  of  surveyors'  districts,  and 
whether  any,  and  what,  numlwr  of 
new  districts  have  l>een  at  present 
constituted ;  whether  the  |)osition  and 
prospects  of  the  surveyor's  clerks  will 
i  be  improved  in  any  degiee  ;  and  whether 
,  provision  will  l)e  made  that  the  pro- 
motion of  other  ofhcei-s  shall  not  ]>e  preju- 
diced by  the  retention  on  pu})lic  gi-ounds 
of  those  who  have  i)assed  the  limits  of 
age  and  service  laid  down  in  the  onler  of 
th(5  Boai-d  of  Inland  Kevemie,  No.  10,  of 
1897  (18th  June). 


Mr.  HANBURY 
rate   of  income  tax 


The  increase  in  the 
does  not  neccssarilv 


before  it  is  inflicted  ;   whether  the  gaol  i  invoh  e  any  considerable  increase  in  th' 
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.  surveyors'  duties. 
!c5ultv   in    recent 


The  real  cause  of  diffi- 
years  has  been  the  in- 


^<5rea8e   of  abatements.     But,  apart  from 

~^his,  an  addition  of  twenty-five  surveyor- 

fships  was  approved  by  the  Treasury  in 

1898,  and  nine  new  districts  have  already 

~  been     created     under     this     authority. 

An-angements  are  now  being  made   for 

creating  eleven  more  as  soon  as  the  Board 

have  officers  qualified  to  fill  them.     It  is 

hoped  that  this  will  be  in  the  course  of 

the  next  few  months.     The  other  matters 

referred  to  are  under  the  consideration  of 

-the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPINC;  -CONTRACTS 
FOR  LIVE  STOCK  TRANSPORTS. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  is  aware  that  shipowners 
<jompel  consignors  of  live  stock  to  sign 
contracts  or  consignment  notes  which 
Absolve  the  shipowners  from  their  legal 
liabilities  as  carriers ;  and  whether  he  will 
<;onsider  the  advisability  of  amending  the 
law  in  this  respect. 

Mr,  RITCHIE:  No,  Sir,  I  am  not 
aware  that  shipowners  compel,  or  are  able 
to  compel,  any  class  of  traders  to  sign 
<jontract8  absolving  them  from  their  legal 
liabilities,  and  I  am  certainly  not  pre- 
pared to  propose  any  legislation  on  the 
subject. 

POST  OFFICE  ANNUITIES. 
Sir  JAMES  RANKIN  (Herefordshire, 
Leominster) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  as  representing  the  Post- 
master General,  whether  he  would  take 
into'  consideration  the  question  of  revising 
the  scale  of  payments  for  immediate 
Annuities  payable  to  persons  above  the 
age  of  eighty  years,  so  that  persons  above 
that  age  should  be  able  to  obtain  a  re- 
<luction  in  the  cost  of  an  annuity  corre- 
sponding to  their  more  advanced  age. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  The  matter  is  not 
one  for  the  Post  Office,  but  for  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners.  I  can  add 
nothing  to  the  answer  given  to  a  similar 
•question  by  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
•Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  May  10, 
1897,*  which  ran  as  follows — 

"  Very  few  complaints  have  reached  either 
.the  Post  Office  or  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners with  regard  to  the  point  to  which 

*  See  The  Parliamentary  Debatea  [Fourth 
•Series],  Vol.  xlLx.,  page  104. 


attention  is  called  in  the  question.     I  \>ill  con- 

I  aider  the  matter,  but  I  cannot  undertake  to 

j  amend  the  table  of  annuities  in  the  manner 

desired.     There  is  a  difficulty  about  securinpj 

1  proof  as  to  the  age  of  verj'  old  people,  and  I 

I  am  told  that   the  chances    of    life  are    not 

diminished    in    i>roportion    to    the    difference 

between  the  ages  of  80  and  85.     I  understand 

that  insurance  companies  find  similar  precau- 

I  tions  necessary  to  prevent  loss  on  annuities  at 

I  these  great  ages." 

i 

TELEPHONING  CABLEGUAxVIS. 

:     Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON :  I  beg  to 

I  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  re- 

I  presenting     the     Postmaster     General, 

i  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  considerable 

grievance  exists  among  the   commercial 

communities,  notably  in  Liverpool,  in  con- 

I  sequence  of  the  regulation  requiring  the 

transmission  to  their  destination  of  cable 

messages  received  from  America  through 

the   Post   Office,  and   that    this   system 

necessarily  involves  delay  and  waste  of 

,  time,   entailing  the  loss  of  transactions, 

\  especially  in  cases  where  the  messages  are 

I  received  about  the  closing  hours  of  busi- 

!  ness ;  and  if  he  would  undertake  so  to 

modify  this  regulation  as  to  permit  thiB 

cable  companies  themselves  to  send  the 

messages  through  the  telephone  direct  to 

their  destination,  in  view  of  the  boon  to 

the  trading  communities,  the  saving  of 

Post   Office   labour,  and   the    ease   with 

which  the  number  and  cost  of  all  such 

telephonic  messages  could  be  checked  by 

a    system  of    daily  supervision  of    the 

accounts  of  the  telephone  company. 


Mr.  HANBURY  :  Arrangements  have 
already  been  made  at  Liverpool  for  tele- 
phoning the  American    cable    messages 

j  direct  to  subscribers  of  the  National 
Telephone  Company  from  the  Exchange 

!  Branch   Post  Office,  which  immediately 

I  adjoins  the  offices  of  the  cable  companies. 

I  The  suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
would  involve  a  modification  of  the  terms 
of  the  National  Telephone  Company's 
licence,  and  it  is  obN^ously  undesirable  to 
take  such  a  step  to  meet  a  limited  local 
requirement. 

MANCHESTER  POSTMEN'S  STRIPES. 
Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
as  representing  the  Postmaster  General, 
whether  the  Postmaster  General  will 
cause  the  additional  stripes  to  be  given 
to  two  Manchester  postmen,  namely, 
A.  Hill  and  A.  Guard,  which  are  overdue 
if  their  j  unior  service  is  counted  as  half. 
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Mr,  HANBURY:  Yes,  Sir.  It  is! 
largely  the  men's  own  fault  they  have  ' 
not  received  them  alrcjwly.  • 

Mr.  SCHWANN  :  Did  they  not  send  ; 
a  memorial  to  the  Postmaster  General  | 
twelve  months  ago  ? 

Mr.    HANBURY:    Yes:     but    they 
asked  that  the  whole  of  their  previous  [ 
service  should  count  for  stripes,  whereas  i 
the  Tweedmouth  Committee  recommended  i 
that  only  half  should  count.  j 

CABLE  DELAYS  TO   KUSSLA.  I 

Mr.  a.  G.  H.  GIBBS  (London) :  I  beg  I 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treaisury,  as  ' 
representing    the    Postmaster     General, 
whether  he   is  aware   that   fresh  delays  ' 
have  arisen  in  the  transmission  of  tele- ' 
grams  from    Russia  through   the   Great 
Northern  Company's  cable  at  Newcastle,  : 
and  whether  the  Postmaster  General  can  ' 
give  any  guarantee   that  steps   will   be 
taken  by  the  Post  Office  to  prevent  these 
constant  interruptions,  and  when  will  he  | 
be  prepared  to  state  what  steps  will  be 
taken  by  the  Post  Office.  \ 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  The  delays  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  are  attributable 
to  the  interruption  of  the  land  wires  of 
the  Great  Northern  Telegraph  Company 
caused  by  the  fresh  snowstorms  which 
occurred  a  few  days  ago.  The  Postmaster 
General  is  afraid  he  caimot  give  any 
guarantee  against  such  interruptions. 
They  are  happily  not  of  the  constant 
nature  assumed  in  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  but  the  Postmaster  (Tcneral  will  '■ 
be  glad  to  consider  whether,  by  altering 
the  route  of  one  of  the  wires  or  in  any 
other  way,  the  risk  of  total  interruption 
can  be  diminished. 

LABOURERS    (IRELAND)    ACT-ATHY  ! 
UNION    CHARGES. 

Mr.  ENGLEDEW  (Kildare,  N.) :  I  beg  i 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  charges 
in  the  Athy  Union  outstanding  under  the 
Labourers  Acts  at  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  the  Local  Government  Act  of  189JS 
are  district  charges,  specific  areas  having 
been  fixed  by  special  resolutions  of  the 
guardians  from  time  to  time  as  the  several 
schemes  were  l)eing  promoted,  and  which 
were  approved  of  by  the  several  Provi- 
sional Orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  prior  to  the  passing  of  the  Local 


Government  Act ;  and  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  power  under  the 
Local  Government  Act,  1898,  to  alter  the 
areas  already  charged  under  the  Labourers 
Acts  in  cases  where  all  the  expenses  had 
been  incurred  and  loans  made  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  Londondenr, 
N.,  for  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour)  :  The  repfy 
to  the  first  i)aragraph  of  the  question  is 
in  the  affirmative.  The  Local  Grovem- 
ment  Board  have  l^een  advised  that  by 
the  combined  effect  of  the  44th  and  57th 
Sections  of  the  Local  Government  Act 
charges  for  lal>ourers'  cottages,  whether 
erected  before  or  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  became  district  charges  leviable  off 
the  district.  They  were  so  held  to  be  in 
fixing  the  amount  of  the  Agricultural 
Grant.  Had  the  hon.  Member's  conten- 
tion ])een  adopted  they  would,  as  special 
expenses,  have  been  excluded  from  that 
calculation. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  APPEALS. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) :  I  be^ 
to  ask  ^^r.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
is  he  can  state  on  what  principle  the  Land 
Commission  acts  in  accelerating  the  hear- 
ing of  appeals  in  particular  cases ;  and  is 
there  any  rule  for  the  guidance  of  litigants 
anxious  to  have  their  cases  heard  before 
their  turn  arrives  in  ordinary  course. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  All  fair  rent 
appeals  from  each  county  or  district  are 
listed  for  hearing  in  the  onler  in  which 
the  notices  of  appeal  are  received  in  the 
office  of  the  Land  Commission.  Any 
application  to  have  a  case  taken  out  of 
its  turn  must  l)e  made  to  the  Commis- 
sioners sitting  in  court  in  Dublin  upon 
notice  to  the  opposite  imrty.  There  is 
no  prescribed  rule  bearing  on  the  subject, 
every  case  must  depend  on  its  special 
circumstances. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Is  the  acceleration 
done  behind  the  })acks  of  the  parties  ? 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  Not  that  I  am 
aware  of.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  put 
a  question  down  I  will  inquire  further. 


L.\I)VSMITH    DISTURBANCES    IN 
BELFAST. 

Mr.  DALY(Monaghan,  S.):  I  be^  to 
ask   Mr.   Attorney   General   for  Ireland 
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whether  he  is  aware  that  a  Roman  |  cubic  content  of  the  rooms  used  for 
Catholic,  named  Francis  Mooney,  died  I  official  purposes  is  10,000  feet,  exclusive 
suddenly  at  Douglas  Street,  Belfast,  j  of  the  space  used  for  stores,  batteries^ 
owing,  it  is  alleged,  to  injuries  inflicted  etc.  The  only  woman  employed  is  at  the 
upon  him  by  Orangemen  in  Belfast  on  [  railway  station.  The  sanitary  condition 
the  occasion  of  the  relief  of  Ladysmith  ; ,  of  the  office  was  investigated  a  short  time 
and  whether  he  can  state  what  course  the  .  since,  and  what  was  considered  necessary 
Government  intend  to  take  to  bring  the  j  has  })een  done, 
guilty  parties  to  justice  in  this  case.  | 

Mr.   ATKINSON:    An    inquest  was  |    '^J^\^yjJ!^^!^,t^^t^',J'r'^: 
opened  in  this  case  on  the  20th  inst.,  and        ^'     ^  '  rj^r^r r^^r  r^ynr^rT^^r  /    .  i  . 

stands  adjourned  to  the  26th  inst.    Pend- 


ing the  finding  of  the  coroner's  jury  I  do 
not  consider  it  desirable  to  make  any 
statement  as  to  the  circumstances  attend- 
ing the  man's  death.     After  the  inquest 


Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
as  representing  the  Postmaster  General, 
whether  the  new  regulations,  extending 
the  hours  during  which  sub-post  offices  in 
Ireland   are   kept   open  on  Sundays  for 


has  terminated  I  shall  endeavour  to  answer  i  telegraph  business  and  the  sale  of  stamps,, 
any  question  the  hon.  Member  may  put  i  has  doubled  the  Sunday  duties  of  sub- 
to  me  on  that  subject.  !  postmasters  without  allowing  any  addi- 

j  tional  remuneration ;   and  whether  it  is- 
CLONES  POST  OFFICE  '  intended  to  compensate  sub-postmasters^ 

^r     AfAi-iAT  T7T?ciri  /AX        V        XT  V    T  i  ^^v  this  additioual  work. 
Mr.  MACALEESE  (Monaghan,  N.) :  1 1 

beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  '      Mr.    HANBURY  :     The    Postmaster 

as  representing  the  Postmaster  General,  >  General  has  already  sanctioned  payment 

is   the   portion  of  the  general   shop   in  I  according  to  authorised  rates  to  sub-post- 

Clones  which  is    used   as  a  post  office  in    masters  in   Ireland  whose  attendance  on 

that  town  partitioned  off  in  any  way  from    Sundays  has   been    increased,   and  such 

other  parts  of  the  premises  ;  what  is  its  j  payment  will  take  effect  from  the  date  in 

area  in  square  feet ;  and  can  he  say  how  I  each  case  on  which  the  new  arrangements- 

miany  post  office  employees  are  engaged  |  came  into  operation. 

about  the  place. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  The  answer  to  the  '  ^^^'^^^^^^  POLICE^ANI)  THE  LICENSING 

There  are  six  indoor  officers,  twelve  post-' ^,«^r)^/    ^^    ^     wi.  ^""v    Attorney 

men,  and  two  boy  messengers.  General  for  Ireknd  whether  he  is  aw^-e 

°  that  a  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  prevails 

.  among  the  licensed  vintners  in  Dublin  at 

MONAGHAN   POSTAL   STAFF.  j  the   manner  in  which  the   metropolitan 

Mr.  MACALEESE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  police  exercise  their  right  to  \'isit  public 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  repre- '  houses  in  search  of  breaches  of  the 
senting  the  Postmaster  General,  how  |  Licensing  Laws ;  whether  it  is  with  the 
many  officials,  including  the  postmaster,  |  sanction  of  the  Commissioners  that  the 
money  order  clerks,  telegraphists,  letter  ^  houses  of  respectable  traders  are  being 
deliverers,  telegraph  messengers,  rural  i  constantly  visited  by  a  sergeant  accom- 
messengers,  and  mail  car  drivers,  are  '  panied  by  one  or  two  constables,  the 
employed  in  and  about  the  Monaghan  \  customers  at  the  bar  interrogated  and 
Post  Office  ;  of  these  how  many  are  j  called  upon  to  stand  up  to  see  if  they  are 
females;  what  is  the  cubic  feet  space  of  sober ;  if  he  can  say  how  many  such 
the  usable  portion  of  the  building ;  and  visits  have  been  made  in  the  metropolian 
what  are  the  sanitary  arrangements,  and  is  police  district  within  the  past  year ;  how 
provision  made  for  separate  accommo-  many  in  the  district  comprehended  by 
dation  of  the  sexes  ;  and  will  he  direct  a  i  the  C  Division,  and  the  number  of 
report  to  be  made  upon  the  sanitary  state  prosecutions  arising  out  of  these  visits  : 
of  the  post  office  in  question.  i  and  whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  stop 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  There  are  twenty-    ^^'"^  Practice, 
one   men  and  one   woman.      I   do   not        Mr.  ATKINSON :  I  have  no  informa- 
understand  the   third  paragraph.      The  j  tion  that  the  fact  is  as  alleged  in  the  first 
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IKiragrafjh.  Tho  pnatice  of  in8]x»cting .  the  Aniialy  (liatlicline)  &tate 
[)ul>lic  houses  is  not  peculiiir  to  Dublin.  I  agreements  to  have  their  rents  fixed 
In  the  year  1.^91»  there  were  1^3,047  such  !  by  the  Court  Vahiers,  but  the  hitter  have 
visits  inade  within  the  metropolitan  '  not  yet  (although  these  agreements  were 
l>olice  district.  In  Iiiverp<.)ol  in  the  sjime  |  signed  some  months  ago)  visited  or  in- 
pei-iod  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  ;  syxjctwl  the  holdings  or  given  their 
pohcc  of  that  city  was  101,723.  This  ;  decision;  and  will  he  eall  for  an  expkiia- 
duty   in  Dublin  is  j)orformed  under  the  :  tion  of  such  conduct. 


direction  of  the  Chief  Commission  of 
Police.  All  classes  of  licensed  premises 
are  visited,  irrespective  (»f  the  respecta- 
bility or  otherwise  of  the  proprietor. 
Customci-s  are  only  interrogated  or  re- 
(piired  to  stand  up  when  there  is  reason 
to  think  they  are  to  some  extent  intoxi- 
cated. In  tl^e  C  Division  there  are  1S4 
public  houses,  which  were  visited  :^218 
times,  resulting  in  thirty  ])rosecutions  in 
the  past  year.  The  Chief  Commissioner 
<loes  not  projMjse  to  make  any  change  as 
suggested.  If  the  hon.  Member  is  aware 
of  any  |)articular  case  in  which  the  police 
are  alleged  to  have  acted  improperly,  I 
%\ill  l>e  glad  to  cause  inquiry  to  be  made 
upon  being  furnished  with  particulars  «)f 
the  case. 

Mil  HARRINGTON:  I  shall  draw 
.iit  ten  tion  to  this  objectionable  practice  on 
the  Estimates. 


Mji.  ATKINSON  :  The  hon.  Member 
h«is  lieen  misinformed.  In  the  only  casM 
of  the  nature  mentionetl  from  this  estate, 
the  holdings  have  long  since  l>een  in- 
spt»cted  and  the  rents  fixed. 

KEKKY      CorXTV       COUNCIL 
SEC'KETAKV. 

Mr.  flavin  (Keny,   N.)  :  I  beg  to 
;  ask    Mr.    Attorney  General    for   Irelami 
whether    he    is  aware    that     the    Local 
'  Government    Boanl    have     ordered    the 
;  Kerry   County  Council  to  pay   to  their 
:  Secretary,  Mr.   R.  Fitzgei'ald,   who  is  a 
transferred  ofhcer  from   the   old    Grand 
Jury,  previously  in  receipt  of  a  full  legal 
salary  of  only  £29.'^  per  year  as  Secretary 
i  and  Acting  Treasui-ev,  a  salary  of  Xl,0()b 
;  for  the  year  ending  31st   March,  1900, 
;  although"  the    Seci*etary    to    the    Local 
Government    Bt>aixl    for     Ireland     only 
receives   £900  per    year ;    whether  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  was   in   receipt  of   B.\\y   legal 
i  emoluments  or  statutory  fees  in  addition 
,  ,    ^,      4  ;i  1  i.     T        to  his  salary  :  and,   if  so,   what  was  the 

»eg  to  ask  Mr  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 1  ^^^^^^^^^^^  per^innum  :  and  whether  he  can 
land  whether  his  attention  has  been  called  |  ^^^^  ^,,,  ^^,^,^^  grounds  the  Local  Goveni- 
;to  the  fa^t  that  at  the  recent  assizes  at  ,  ^^^^.^^  ^^^^.^^  ,^^^l^,.^,,|  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^^, 
Inniskillen,  l)emg  the  assize  court  in  and  .  q^^^.^^^x  to  increase  the  salary  ffom  £293 
for  the  county  of  Fermanagh  the  judge  L^^  ^^  qq^  ^,,,.  ^^^  ,.,.j,^  ^^^-  gj^^ 
assessed  a  sum  of  .£3(»  on  two  divisions  of    ;^f      \^    1900  ' 

county  Cavan,  although  neither  the  clerk  j  '     *      • 

•of  the  rural  district  or  the  county  council  .  Mr.  ATKINSON  :  Mr.  Fitzgerald  is  a 
of  Cavan  were  appnsed  by  notice  of  such  j  transfeired  officer  fnjm  the  Grand  Jnry. 
claim  on  their  district ;  and  whether  by  '  His  salary  as  secretary  to  that  IxKly, 
legislation  or  otherwise  he  will  take  steps  !  exclusive   of    statutory    fees    and    other 


INNISKILLEN    ASSIZES-ASSESSMENT 
ON  rOUNTY  CAVAN. 

Mji.  j.  p.  FAKKKLL  (Cavan,  Vs.) :  1 


to   piovide  redress   to    councils  in  such  ; 
■cases. 

Mil.  ATKINSON:  The  Judge  of 
Assize  exercised,  on  the  occasion  men- 
tionetl, the  same  jurisdiction  as  that 
fomierly  exercise<l  by  the  Judges  of 
Assize  under  the  tiiand  Jury  System. 
The  practice  having  worked  well,  it  is 
not  proposed  to  alter  it  l>y  legislation. 

LAND  VALUATION     ANNALY  ESTATE. 

Mr.   j.  p.  FAKKELL:  I  beg  to  ask 

Mr.     Attorney     lieneral     for      Ireland 

•whether  he  is  aware  that  six  tenants  on 


emoluments,  was  £29.'?  a  year,  but  his 
total  palary  and  emoluments,  as  a 
reference  to  Parliamentary  Return  No. 
'2^1  of  the  session  of  1898  will  show, 
amounted  to  £987  per  annum.  The 
duties  of  the  post  are  very  difficult  and 
complicated  owing  to  the  large  number 
of  .separate  chaiges  due  to  I'aihvay 
guarantees,  etc.,  and  for  his  increase<l 
duties  under  the  Local  Government  Act 
Mr.  Fitzgerahl  only  receives  <£l:i  pei- 
annum,  that  is  to  sav  the  difference 
;  between  £987  and  *£1,000.  I  may 
mention  that  the  ('ounty  Council  were 
.  almost   evenly   dividinl  on   the    question 
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whether  Mr.  Fitzgerald's  salary  should 
be  £800  or  £}  ,000,  and  that  they  decided 
to  oifer  him  a  salary  at  the  former  rate. 

Mr.  DALY:  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man explain  how  it  is  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Local  Government  Boai*d,  who  has 
to  deal  with  all  the  Irish  counties,  only 
gets  £900  a  year  .' 

*Mr.  FLAVLV:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  County  Council 
by  a  large  m-ajontv  ti\o(\  the  salary  at 
£500  a  year  .' 

niR.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
must  give  notice. 


BALTIMORE  RAILWAY  EXTENSION. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  County,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  iisk  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  any  contract  has  yet  been 
entered  into  for  carrying  out  the  proposed 
railway  extension  at  Baltimore  to  deep 
water  ;  and,  if  not,  can  he  state  the  cause 
of  the  delay. 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  At  the  retjuest  of 
my  right  hon.  friend,  I  will  reply  to  this 
question.  The  Irish  Government  are  not 
aware  that  any  contract  has  been  entered 
into  for  the  extension  of  the  Baltimore 
Railway  to  deep  water,  nor  are  they 
aware  that  any  company  proposes  to 
promote  the  construction  of  the  railway. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  financial 
co-operation  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, I  must  refer  to  the  reply  given  by 
my  right  hon.  friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  similar  inquiry  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  St.  Patrick's  Division  of  Dublin  on 
the  24th  July  last*,  to  which  I  have 
nothing  to  add. 

IRISH  CONGESTED  DISTRICTS  ROARD. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.) :  I  be] 
to  ask  Mr.  Att«;)rney  General  for  Irelan 
as  representing  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  for  Ireland,  whether  he 
is  aware  that  no  representative  of  the 
South  of  Ireland  at  present  occupies  a 
seat  upon  the  Congested  Districts  Board  ; 
and  whether  steps  will  l)e  taken  to  rectify 
the  omission. 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  The  constitution 
of  the  Congested  Districts  Board  is  regu- 
lated bv  the  34th  Section  of  the  Purchase 


*  See  The  Parllamenffin/  lic'mt\s  [Fourth 
Series],  A'ol.  Ixxv..  pa  ire  .S4. 


'  of  Ijand  Act,  1891.     I  have  no  reason  to 

]  believe  that  the  interests  of  the  congested 

districts  in   the  south   of   Ireland   have 

been  neglected,  and  there  is,  at  present,, 

no  vacancy  on  the  Board. 

IMPRISONMENT   FOR    CONTEMPT    OF 
COURT. 

i  Mr.  JAMES  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow,. 
'  W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General 
I  for  Ireland  what  is  the  cause  of  the  dday 
'  in  printing  the  Report,  laid  upon  the 
'  Table  of  the  House  on  the  19th  of 
J  February,  setting  forth  the  names  of 
j  persons  committed  for  contempt  of  court 
!  in  Ireland,  and  when  is  the  Report  likely 
to  be  in  the  hands  of   Members. 

I  Mr.  ATKINSON  :  I  am  not  aware  that 
I  there  has  been  any  unavoidable  delay  in 
I  the  printing  of  this  Return.  In  any  case 
the  matter  is  not  one  in  which  the  Irish 
Grovernment  have  any  responsibility.  The 
Return,  I  understand,  will  be  ready  for 
distribution  in  a  few  days. 

MEATH  MAIN  ROADS. 
Mr.  GIBNEY  (Meath,  N.) :  I  beg  to' 
ask   Mr.    Attorney  General  for   Ireland 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board  for 
Ireland  have  refused  the  appeal  of  Navan 
and  Kells  Urban    Councils    against  the 
decision  of  the  county  council  of  Meath 
to  declare  no  main  roads  in  the  county  ;. 
and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds   the   Local 
Government  Board  so  decided. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  The  reply  to  this 
question  is  in  the  affirmative.  The  Local 
Government  Board  were  of  opinion  that 
these  Urban  Councils  failed  to  establish  a 
case  for  reversing  the  decision  of  the 
County  Council — a  decision  which  was 
approved  of  by  seven  of  the  eight  Rural 

I  District  Councils  in  the  county. 

I 

BUSINESS   OF   THE   HOUSE. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNEKMAN  : 
Can  the  Leader  of  the  House  state  what 
the  arrangements  for  business  next  week 
will  be  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  On  Monday 
we  shall  take  Committee  on  the  Budget^, 
and  we  shall  continue  that  de  die  in  diem 
until  it  is  finished.  As  I  do  not  know 
how  long  it  will  last,  I  cannot  give  any 
further  information. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN.: 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  pro- 
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priety  say  anything  as  to  tiio  date  or 
<liiration  of  the  Easter  recess,  or  whether 
he  will  be  able  to  make  a  stulcnient  on 
Xho  subject  on  Monday  ? 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  afraid 
that  it  is  rather  oarly  to  indui^'r  in  those 
agrecivbie  and  prophetic  apeculatioiis.  For 
my  own  piirt  I  hope  the  holidays  will 
begin  early  and  will  last  long.  That  is 
my  strong  personal  desire,  but  I  cannot 
promise  any  such  luxury  to  the  Iluuse 
until  I  see  what  progress  we  are  able  to 
make  with  public  busiiu^ss.  I  ought 
pi^rhaps  to  say,  to  correct  any  niisa])pre- 
hension  with  regard  to  the  answer  which 
I  have  just  given,  that  when  1  sai<l  that 
Committee  will  continue  on  tiie  Budget 
4^"  die  in  diciriy  I  meant  on  the;  nights  on 
which  the  Cfovernment  have  th»*  wholr  of 
the  time.  I  did  Tiot  mear:  to  iiulude 
AVednesdays. 


NEiy  BILL 

IIKFOIIMATOUY      AND      IN'DLSTIMAL 
SCHOOLS  (SCOTLAND). 

Bill  to  authorise  the  transfer  to  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  of  certain  powers 
and  duties  under  the  Acls  relating  to 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Seliools, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jesse 
CoUings,  Secretary  Sir  Matthew  White 
Ridley,  and  the  Lord  Advocati-. 

REFORMATORY      AND       INDlSTltlAL 
SCHOOLS  (SCOTLAND)  lULL. 

"  To  authorise  the  transfer  to  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  of  certain  powers 
and  duties  under  the  Acts  relating  to 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,*' 
presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first 
time;  to  bo  re€ad  a  second  time  ujxm 
Thursday  next,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
1:59.] 


riNANCL\L    RELATIONS   (KN(;LAND 
AND  IRELAND). 

Mk.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  In  rising  to  propose  the  n.'suhition 
which  stands  in  my  name  I  ha\e  first  t^> 
express  my  acknowledgments  to  the 
•Government  for  setting  apart  the  evening 
for  this  purpose,  and  1  think  1  may  claim 
fr>r  myself  some  credit  for  not  availing 
mysjelf  of  the  opportunity  tlie  discussion 
■on  the  Budget  proposal^  atiorded,  an 
-opportunity  even  more  suitable  than  the 


;  present,  because  those  proposals  Ul 
;  reference  to  the  whole  financial  arrange  I 
ments  of  the  year.  I  am  not  so  foouki 
as  to  imagine  that  if  I  had  made  aaeoil 
that  occasion  it  woidd  have  affected  tk  I 
resolutions  arrived  at  by  the  House,  udl 
I  content  myself  with  entertaining  i| 
hope  that  the  views  that  will  now 
be  put  forwaid  may  have  some  1 
eftect  on  future  Budgets.  I  forwent 
that  opportunity  by  yielding  to  tht 
diplomatic  persuasions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tiverton,  and 
his  representations  that  such  a  discusaon 
would,  by  delaying  the  passing  of  the 
Budget  resolutions,  involve  very  sub- 
stantial loss  to  the  Exchequer,  without,  of 
course,  any  advant^ige  to  the  purpose  to 
be  served.  The  motion  which  I  have  put 
on  the  Paper  refers  to  two  subjects  » 
groinid  for  claiming  some  modification  d 
existing  fiscal  arrangements  between  the 
two  countries.     One  is  to  1)0  found  in  the 

■  economic  conditions  in  Ireland,  and  the 
other  in  the  findings  of  the  Financial  Re- 
lations Commission  which  reported  some 

,  years  ago.     I  do   not   intend    to    quote 

many   figures,   and  I   will    abstain    from 

.  making  long  citations  from   the   Report 

'  A  num}>er  of  considerations   relating  to 

■  the  economic  condition  of  Ireland  have 
important  and  direct  bearing    on     fiscal 

'  matters.     These  considerations  deal  with 

.  things  perfectly  well  known    and    very 

.  simple,  but  many  of  them  do  not  receive 

the  attention  they  deserve,  and  are  not 

allowed  the  weight  due  to  them  in  the 

fiscal   arrangements   now    in     operation. 

First    there   is   the   steady  and    serious 

diminution  in  the  population  of  Ireland. 

I  take  only  figures  from  the  present  reign. 

In   1841   the  population  of  Ireland  was 

'  8,175,000.     In  fifty  years,  as  the  census 

for  1891  showed,  the  population  gi-adually 

dwindled  to  4,704,000  :  and  during  the 

decade   now   drawing   to   its    close     the 

,  diminution  has  continued,  and  it  may  l>e 

I  assumed   that    the  census  of  1901     will 

show  a  population  of  less  than  4i  millions. 

;  Four  millions  of  the  population  "have  gone 

.  from   the    island  within  the  lifetime  of 

most  of   the  Members   I  am  addressing. 

Yet  the  race  is   not  failing.     For  every 

centenarian  in  England  a  dozen  can  bo 

shown  in  Ireland.     The  disappearance  is 

due  to  emigration  :  the  people  arc  going 

away.   The  number  of  emigrants  between 

1845    and    1851    cannot,    I    believe,    1h> 

i  accurately  ascertained,  but  between  1851 

and   1898  official  returns  show  that  the 
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number     of     emigrants     from     Ireland 
reached  a  total  of  3,751,000.    The  stream 
of  late  years  has  not  been  running  less  by 
rciison  of  diminution  of  the  body  from 
which  it  is  drawn.     In  the  decade  1871- 
1881,  629,130  left  the  country,  while  in 
the  ten  years  from  1881  to  1891  no  loss 
than  768,105  people  were  drained  away. 
When  these  figures  are  (juoted,  not  the  i 
whole  story  is   by  any  means  told.     To  j 
present  their  significance  from  a  national  j 
and  economical  point  of  view  it  is  neces- ' 
siiry  to   realise  how  the  stream  is   com- 
posed.     Of    the    emigi'ants,    male    and 
female,  between   1881  and   1891  no  less  | 
than  61  per  cent,  were  of  ages  between  i 
twenty  and  forty-five  years,  and  of  395,000  I 
men  emigrated   in  that   decade  220,000  ' 
were  of  ages  between  eighteen  and  thirty- 1 
five.     In  the  fifty  years  between  1841  and  ; 
1891  1,806,256  men  went  away,  60  per 
cent,  of  whom  were  of  the  ages  I  Lave  men- 1 
tioned.    What  does  this  mean  ?    It  means  • 
first  of  all  that  if,  instead  of  her  popula-  j 
tion    being    gradually    reduced    by    the 
unchecked  process  of  emigration,  Ireland  i 
had  been  for  the   whole   of  that  period 
engaged  in  war  and  had  lost  a  complete 
army  corps  of  22,000  men  in  killed  every 
year  for  fifty  years,  the  country  would  not 
be  worse  off  by  a  single  man  than  it  is 
now.     Secondly,  it  means  that  of  those 
who  have  gone  away  by  the  million  the 
majority  were  in  the  flower  of  life  and 
precisely  those  who,  from  a  national  and 
industrial  point  of  view,  the  coimtry  can 
least  afford  to  lose.    AVith  their  departure 
many  local  industries  drooped   and  died. 
To  take  a  small  illustration  from  rustic 
life,    the   occupation  of  the   blacksmith; 
these   and   their    assistants   in    1841    in 
Ireland  numbered  24,000  ;  now  they  are 
but  3,000.     In  all  trades  and  professions 
the    census    returns  show   a  falling    off. 
One   class   only  shows  an  increase,    and 
this   class   is   enumerated  in  the  census 
returns  under  the  heading  "  Government." 
In  1881  these   figured  at  5,868;  in  1891 
they  had  gone  up  20  per  cent,  to  6,900. 
What  has  been  the  experience  of  the  chief 
industry  of  Ireland  1   Of  20.^  million  acres 
of  which   the  surface  of  Ireland  consists, 
crops  of  every  kind,  root  crops,  cereals, 
clover,  meadowing,  all  taken  together  do 
not  cover  a  quarter  of  the  whole.     More 
than    half    the   country  is    returned    as 
under    grass.      Much    of    it    was    once 
iinder  crops ;  most  of  it  has  deteriorated ; 
much   that  was    grass    some    years  ago 
has    gone     back     to     lx)g    and    waste. 


I  have  by  me  figures  which  I  should  like 
to  quote  to  the  House  of  the  total  num- 
ber of  acres  under  crop  during  the  last 
six  years.  In  1894  there  were  4,930 
acres:  1895,  4  880;  1896,  4,843;  1897, 
4,745  ;  1898,  4,704;  and  in  1899,4,623 
acres.  There  is  an  average  loss  of  60,000 
acres  under  crop  per  annum  during  that 
period.  Her  ^Iaje8ty  th^  Queen  is  about 
to  visit  Ireland.  I  trust  that  there  may  be 
nothing  to  impair  the  personal  enjoy- 
ment of  Her  Majesty,  and  that  the  sun- 
shine of  spring  may  be  in  harmony  with 
the  native  courtesy  of  the  people  there, 
and  that  her  visit  will  result  in  nothing 
but  pleasure.  Her  Majesty  has  been  in 
Ireland  before — I  believe  on  two  occa- 
sions— on  one  occasion  at  any  rate  more 
than  fifty  years  ago.  The  circumstances 
of  the  present  visit  as  compared  with  the 
circumstances  of  her  earlier  visit  will 
exhibit  what  ?  A  population  diminished 
by  half,  industry  languishing,  the  land 
going  out  of  cultivation,  and  for  the  most 
part  provincial  towns  and  villages  in  decay. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  of  those  words  in 
the  14th  chapter  of  Proverbs — 

"In  the  multitude  of  people  is  the  Kinc's 
honour ;  but  in  the  want  of  people  is  the 
destruction  of  the  prince." 

These  being  the  facts,  what,  I  would 
ask,  are  the  causes  of  so  extraordinary 
a  depopulation  ?  Is  it  that .  the 
people  are  glad  and  willing  to  gol 
There  is  no  people  on  this  earth 
more  attached  to  their  homes  or 
more  reluctant  to  leave  the  land  of 
their  birth.  They  go  because  they  are 
obliged  to  go  by  stern  necessity.  They 
go  regretfully,  and  they  go  because  it 
is  impossible  for  them  to  remain.  They 
go  for  this  reason,  and  for  this  reason 
only,  that  they  cannot  find  in  their  own 
country  the  means  of  living,  and  this 
although  even  now  there  is  more  raised 
there  for  the  sustenance  of  man  than  is 
necessary  to  keep  them  comfortably,  and 
with  such  luxuries  as  would  suffice  to 
make  them  happy.  But  the  reason  for 
this  is  that  so  large  a  proportion  of  the 
product  of  industry  is  drained  away 
from  the  country  that  there  is  not  enough 
left  for  the  decent  maintenance  of  the 
producer.  The  drain  is  through  various 
channels,  some  large,  some  small;  but 
the  chief  channel  is  the  one  through  which 
rent  is  conveyed  elsewhere.  I  am  not 
concerned  now  to  consider  the  character 
of  the  land  laws  of  Ireland.     They  may  be 
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g'KKJ    '.!    ihry  IlliiV   ]»■•    Uul,   but    I  illll    COIl- 

c*:rii*'ii  !i'iw  with  tlie  relation  )K?tweeii 
landlonl  and  tcniint.  and  the  effect  of  the 
existing  >tatr  *)f  things  upon  Ireland 
as  a  roinirmnity.  But  in  oitli*r  to 
apprefiatf  tin*  significance  of  the  problem 
before  uh  it  is  nec<'3sary  to  l»ear  in  mind 
first  oi  all  that  agricultun*  is  the  chief 
industry  in  Ireland,  and  Ireland  is  an 
agricultural  country.  Secondly  we  find 
that  there  is,  and  always  has  been  in 
Ireland,  a  ?-landai*d  of  rent  which  is 
artificial  and  exorbitant,  and  we  find  that 
from  that  «*xaggerate<l  tinid  of  rent  an 
immense  projKirtion  is  drained  away 
out  of  the  country  altogether,  and  this 
hits  an  important  bearing  ujxjn  the  fiscal  , 
conditions  of  the  country  as  a  whole.  I 
wonder  how  many  Knglish  Members 
pnictically    know    anything    about    how  : 


fund  of  rent  a  large  portion  has  been 
away  out  of  the  country,  as  it  Im 
for  100  years  or  more,  to  absentee 
lords  or  to  individuals  living  here  or 
corporate  bodies ;  when  we  find 
millions  have  been  drawn  awayfni 
country  with  such  limited  re80uitei,ii 
any  wonder  that  chat  cohntry  is 
ished,  and  has  that  fact  alone  noii 
important  bearing  upon  thQ  fiaeal 
tion  which  exists  in  the  countiT ! 
there  are  other  channels  throu^ 
Ireland  has  been  financially  vreeUj 
Some  years  ago  the  Church  of 
was  disestablished,  and  all  the  eodeafti 
cal  and  the  lay  ofiicials  and  all  those  ib 
had  any  claim  upon  the  funds  mm 
from  Irish  property  were  pensioned  aa 
received  gratuities  or  allowances;  tk^j 
were  allowed  to  commute,  and  many  diL 
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the  present  situation  in  In^land  arose.     I  ;  What  happened  1     Those  who  coi 


Kn^'lish  Members  at 


{iwai'c  that  the  average 


and  many  of  those  who  are  drawing  pa- 1 
sions  to  this  day,  are  no  longer  living  ■  I 
Ireland,  although  Irish  funds  have  to  fr  I 
nish  the  money  to  meet  those  penaom  I 
All  this  furnishes  a  continuous  streain- 1 
small  compared  with  the  stream  of  rent- 1 
befoif  that  that  a  great  concession  was  .  flowing  always  to  this  country  from Ir^ 
made  to  the  average  Irishman  that,  in-  ■  land.  We  have  seen  of  late  years  a  third  | 
Htea<l  of  tilling  the  land  which  he  was  not  i  stream  in  connection  with  the  purchase flf 
allowed  to  own,  he  was  allowed  half  an  land.  There  are  people  who  consider 
aci'e  of  arable  land  from  the  landlord  on  •  this  a  very  good  thing,  but  I  am  not 
this  con<lition,    that  hi;    reclaimed    fifty ,  concerned     to    discuss     it     now.      Bat, 


wonder   how   many 

this  moment  an 

Irishman  was   not  allowed  until  the  year 

IH7S  even  to  tak«'  a  long  le^ise  of  land. 

I  wojider  how  many  Knglish  Members  are 

aware  that    it  was  only  a  very  few  years 


acM-es  of  bog  for  the  hmdlord.     Kvcn  then, 
all    these   hr)ldings    nifwle    legal   by    the 
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a  pre-existing  condition,  namely,   that  he  | 
shonld,    in  all   cases,    at  leiist  give   two-  ; 
thirds  of  the  fnll  improved  animal   value  , 
Wliat  was  the  result  of  I 
Why  this  -that  there  ■ 
in  artifici.al  and  exorbi- 1 
retit  in   Ireland  such  as  j 
known     in    any   other ; 
as   for  generations   the  | 


to  the  lan<llr)rd. 
those   Statutes  'i 
was  esUiblishi^d 
Unt  staiwlard  of 
has    never    ))een 
eountrv.       And 


Statutes  I  have  ref(».rred  to  were  subject  to    ett'ect  of  the  arrangement  which  has  hew 

entered  into  ?  The  landlord  sells  his  lamL 
and  he  o1)tains  from  the  Exchequer  hen 
in  England  the  amount  of  the  purckue 
money,  or,  at  any  rate,  a  large  portion  of 
it.  He  lakes  the  money,  but  he  does  not 
remain  in  the  place  where  his  estate  i& 
It  may  bo  that  the  landlord  was  an 
absentee  before.  He  takes  his  monev, 
but  he  does  not  invest  it  in  Ireland,  for 
he  brings  it  over  here.  This  establishes 
a  charge  upon  those  who  remain  in  Ire- 
land which  will  have  to  be  met  by  a 
great  drain  for  the  next  sixty  years.  Is 
that  not  an  acknowledged  fact  which 
ought  to  ]>e  present  in  the  mind  of  the 
Minister  who  is  responsible  for  the  fiscal 
arrangements  of  the  country  ?  Is  it  anv 
wonder  that  Ireland  is  poor  under  such 
conditions  I  Is  it  any  wonder  that  the 
pjiglish  community  should  look  with  a 
certain  amount  of  complacency  upon  this 
suite  of  things,  at  any  rate  jus  far  as  their 


Irish  people  remained  pnu'tically  tenants 
nt  will  and  there  came  to  W  estiiblished  in 
this  wa\'  the  present  institutions  of  the 
country,  and  the  right  of  taking  two-thinls 
of  the  output  of  the  soil  as  the  land- 
lonl's  portion.  In  Kngland  the  majority 
of  the  landlords  dealt  with  the  farms  as 
going  eotuerns,  and  the  Knglish  tenant 
when  reni'i  were  highi»st  |3Jiid  only  one- 
thiiil  «»f  the  pnKluceof  the  land  under  the 
name  of  rent,  and  that  for  a  fann  renteil  as 
a  going  concern.  Ihit  for  generations  the 
people  of   Ireland  have  been  piiying  two- 


thiixls  of  the  total  output  f)f  the  land  to  •own  interest   is  concerned.  lH?caiise  what 
theowner:^.     When   out  oi  this  immense    is  drawn  from  Ireland  is  a«ide<I   to  thi* 
Mr,  .IrOt'tr  (/(-o/i/^.. . 
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^ sources  of    England,   and   that    which 
^*»ve8  Ireland  impoverished  and  anaemic 
"•-^mes  to  this  country  and  fertilises  and 
7*3uriches  England.      In  a  human  body  if 
^^y  part  or  limb  is  hurt  nature  draws 
■^ipon  the  whole  system,  making  a  com- 
^•onsatory  effort  to  relieve  the  part  injured, 
f  nfot  in  this  body  concrete  of  the  United 
« iCLngdom  is  there  to  be  no  relief  for  the 
Hoffei-ing   limb  called  Ireland?     The  Ex- 
i^aliequer  does  not  even  leave  the  level  of 
!a£ri8h  resources  as  it  was,  but  it  makes  a 
iasurther  drain  on  them  to  the   extent  of 
:  loadllions  a  year,  rivalling  the  drain  of  rent 
£  iltself .     I  \nll  not  trouble  the  House  with 
3lk>he  figures.     They  can  bo  found  in  the 
asSeport  of  the  Financial  Relations  Com- 
i^Tnission,  and  were  furnished  by  the  Trea- 
Kisury.      They  are  figures   eloquent  of  a 
^^rstate  of  things  which  is  clearly  unjust  to 
^^  country  like  Ireland.     I  am  bound  to 
» -confess  that  I  myself   should   not  have 
^  placed    at     (^uite     so     high     a     figiu'c 
J  :as       many       of       the       Commissioners 
5    did     the     amount      of     the     overdraft, 
^   jbut  even  if  I  made  a  reduction  it  would 
- ,  mot  be  a  very  substantial  reduction,  and 
p    would   not   reduce   the   overdraft    much 
.below  two   and  a  half  millions;  and  we 
know  that  at  any  rate  in  one  year — 1859- 
•60 — it  amounted  to  betw  een  five  and  six 
miillions.     I  recollect  when  the  last  Home 
Kule  Bill  was  introduced  I  had  occasion 
to  study  with  some  care  the  figures  re- 
'     lating  to  the  then  proposed  Budget  for 
I     Ireland.     I  went  through  all   the  papers 
-and  they  are  very  valuable  and  nume- 
rous— in  the  library  of  the  House  dealing 
with  the  financial  relations  between  Ire- 
.land  and  England,  year  by  year,  through- 
out the  century,  and   according  to   the 
most   careful  calculation   I  could   make, 
T   arrived   at   the   conclusion   that   from 
Xhe     date     of     the     Union     down     to 
the  year    1890,  there    was   drawn   from 
Ireland  into  Great  Britain  in  the  shape 
iof  over- taxation   an  amount   more  than 
equal  to  the  immense  war  indemnity  paid 
"by  PVancc  to  Germany  after  the  Franco- 
German     war — namely,      200      millions 
sterling.     Hon.   Members  are  inclined  to 
ima^ne  that  there  has  been  a  large  ex- 
penditure of  English  money  in  Ireland. 
There  never  was  a  greater  delusion.    Not 
one  single  penny  of  English  money  has 
ever  been  spent  in  Ireland.     Grants  may 
have   been   occasionally  made,  but  they 
were  mere  thimblefuls  taken  from    the 
stream  of  Irish  money  which  first  of  all 
rolled   in  your  direction.      No  English 
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money  has  been  spent  in  Ireland  since 
the  date  of  the  Union.  These  drains  supple- 
ment and  complete  a  system  of  financial 
hajmorrhage  which  has  brought  Ireland  to 
the  economic  condition  in  which  we  now 
find  her.  Is  it  any  wonder  that  her 
industries  are  decreasing,  that  her 
quarries  and  other  resources  remain  un- 
developed, that  her  rivers  roll  their 
waters  idly  to  the  sea,  and  that  her 
magnificent  harbours  are  devoid  of  ship- 
ping 1  It  is  quite  what  is  to  be  expected 
in  a  country  where  the  cost  of  civil  admi- 
nistration is  20s.  per  head  of  the  popula- 
tion, whereas  in  Belgium  it  is  only  158. 
per  head.  I  will  not  dwell — though 
the  temptation  is  somewhat  strong — on 
the  many  peculiarities  and  contrasts  both 
with  regard  to  taxation  and  expenditure 
between  Ireland  and  this  country  :  how, 
for  instance,  you  put  on  whisky,  one  of 
the  principal  products  of  Ireland,  a  tax 
amounting  to  nearly  500  per  cent,  of  the 
value  of  the  article.  But  you  do  not 
treat  English  beer  in  the  same  way. 
Or  turn  again  to  the  expenditure,  and 
what  a  contrast  we  find.  You  was^'e  the 
millions  you  take  credit  for  spending  in 
Ireland  on  the  unproductive  salaries  of 
officials  who  are  not  wanted.  In  England 
you  spend  tens  of  millions — it  is  a  matter 
of  congratulation — in  developing  indus- 
try, in  encouraging  the  mechanical  arts, 
and  in  helping  the  productive  classes. 
Is  not  that  fact  worthy  of  consideration 
at  the  hands  of  the  Treasury  ?  I  am 
afraid  I  am  detjiining  the  House  too 
long,  but  I  cannot  sit  down  without 
referring  to  a  matter  to  which  I  heard  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  allude  some 
little  time  ago.  He  told  us  that  a  com- 
plete answer — that  was  the  meaning  he 
conveyed — to  the  spokesmen  of  Ireland 
on  this  matter  was  contained  in  an 
interesting  Return  relating  to  revenue 
and  expenditure  in  the  three  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  which  had  been  issued, 
but  he  said  that  the  Irish  Members  would 
not  consent  even  to  consider  it.  I  take 
issue  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
We  are  perfectly  willing  to  consider  it. 
I,  at  any  rate,  have  considered  it  very  care- 
fully, and  whatever  store  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  set  upon  it,  I  am  bound 
to  say,  without  wishing  to  be  at  all  dis- 
courteous, that  the  Return  seems  to  me  to 
be  simply  ridiculous.  It  is  open  to  two 
fundamental  objections.  The  first  is  that 
it  is  based  on  an  assumption  that  a  poor 
and  backward  country — backward  in  re- 
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-fMM.t  of  iiidu-itritvs  and  economic 
ii-*ource.s  -  like  Irelaml  is  to  be 
M-«:;ited  on  the  same  lines  and  dealt 
with  in  thf  .sanii'  manner  as  a 
t'ountry  the  iKipnlation  and  wealth  of 
which  an;  inerea^iin^  in  a  phenomenal 
in.irnier.  That,  of  nmrso,  is  absurd. 
Fnrth(;r,  it  s<-4;ms  to  nn-  that  this  Ketum 
if  properly  I'n^ked  al  fun lislies  a  complete 
irfutation  of  the  \ cry  projiosition  it  was 
put  forward  to  support.  The  Hetum  is 
divide<i 
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just  to  such  a  community  at  Mai ) 
know  that  this  is  not  an 
moment  to  bring  forward  tUs  \ 
We  have  heard  lately  reaoundiitt  idij 
throughout  this  country  in  kmnmI 
the  valour  of  the  Irish  soldieEsiDM 
Africa— I^HoN.  MmtBERS :  Hear,lMi^ 
a  recognition  of  that  which  is  qahe  ■ 
which  is  quite  refreshing.  But  I  Hkij 
what  do  these  brave,  honest  soUieBd 
the  Cape  differ  from  their  coantfyiiai 
They  are  brave,  <rf 
"     ■  [Hos.3 


into  thruc  jKirts  -the  first  part 
?»(?ts   forth  thr   r<;venvu%   the  second   the  ■  Ireland  ? 
cxiM^ndituro,  and  the  tliinl  the  contribu- ;  because  they  are  Irishmen. 
tions  to  Iniprrial  ^crvict's.     The  first  pirt  i  BERS  :  Hear,  hear  !]      Yes, 
puriK)rts  to  .>^how  thar,  Iroland  contrilmtes  ;      Fortes creantur  fortibivi :  et  bonis; 
to  tiir  nivenur    £r»-.ss  to  t'verv  £80  con--      Est  in  juvenciii,  est  in  eqois  patrum 
tril,ut(Ml   hv    Kn.daiid.     Tlio  second  part  |  ^'''"^SLL^^  imbellem  ferocet 

pnr|K>rt.s  to  show  that  ni   respect  of  e\-'     ,  ,  _  ,  ,.., 

They  arc  brave,  because  they  are  \m 


[Mindilure  Ireland  receives  .£5*5  for  every 
£21'W  sjient  in  England.     Happy  Ireland 
—  how  generously  she  is  treated  !    People 
would  lie  naturally  le<l  to  suppose  that  while  j 
Ireland  pays  .£0"SS  as  against  .£S0  paid  i 
l»y  Kngland,  sh(»  n.*ceives  in  contrilnitions  j 
.£5*5,  as  against  only  £27 '96  received  by  • 
Kngland.     \^\\\.  what  arc  the  facts  ?     This  i 
interesting  J iet urn,  which  never  emanated  i 
from  a  man   worthy   of  the  name  of  a 
financier,   and    which    is    nothing   better 
than    the    dislocated    elaboration    of    a 
l>edantic  accountant,  atlects  to  show  how 
the  revenue  raised  by  the  three  members 
of  the  United  Kingdom  is  spent,  so  much 
in  England,  so  nuich  in   Ireland,  and  so 
nuich  in  Scotland.     But,  Sir,   the  figures 
do  not  make  u])  the  full  hundred.     There 
is  a  large  balance.     Where  is  that  spent  % 
It  is  spent  on  "  Imperial  services,"  which  is 
merely  a  euphemism  for  England.  It  is  Eng- 
land under  another  name,  and  the  money 
spent  on  "  Imperial  services  "  goes  to  Eng- 
lish dockyards,  to  \\'oolwicli  Arensal,  and 
a  half-dozen  other  places  in  England,  but  j 
not  to  Ireland.     A\  hat  was  the  object  in  : 
bringing    forward   this    Itoturn  %       The  , 
original  idea  was  to  show  that,  although 
a  certain   amount  of  money  was  raised  , 
in   Ireland,  theio   was    a  large  amount ; 
of     revenue     spent     in     Ireland    which  , 
must      be     dealt     with     as     a     set-off.  | 
But  if  this  doctrine  of  set-off  applies  to  i 
revenue  spent  in  livland,  it  must  apply  \ 
equally  to  revenue  exixjudcd  in  England. 
It  is  England  that  has  the  benefit  of  the 
expenditure  on  these  Imperial  services  to 
which  Ireland  has  to  contribute.    Accx)ril- 
ing  to  the  hist  Keturns  asinn  of  £1,725,000  , 
isdrawn  away  from  Ireland  to  this  country. 
I   do  not    know  how   any  fairly  candid 

Mr.  Aiihiir  UConnor, 


men.  Irishmen  are  not  as  Eng^idnBl 
in  war,  either  as  soldiers  or  as  _ 
But  are  they  altogether  undistiii^aiilMdll 
When  you  want  to  aid  your  soMUflnnil 
to  obtain  the  most  distinguished  dortn^l 
whom  do  you  get  but  Sir  WiffiAl 
MacComiac  %  Or,  take  your  own  GA  \ 
Service  in  this  country  :  the  Aeconilii  ( 
General  of  the  Army,  Sir  R.  Knox,iii 
Irishman  ;  the  Accountant  Oenend  sf  tkl 
Navy,  Sir  Gerald  Fitzgerald,  is  anIiiA-1 
man  ;  and  your  own  officer  c^  this  Hom^  I 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Crenerd,  Sir 
Charles  liyan,  is  an  Irishman.  Hm 
take  your  great  men  in  Parliameit: 
Grattan,  Curran,  Sheridan,  and  Boifa. 
were  all  Irishmen.  Were  Cairns,  yonr 
Lord  Chancellor,  or  the  present  Lad 
Russell  of  Killowen,  your  Chief  Justiee, 
or  your  greatest  diplomatist.  Lad 
Dufferin,  Englishmen  ^  Fou  pretend  to 
i  think,  because  domestic  troubles,  cr 
j  personal  troubles  of  various  kinds,  or  dw 
I  pinch  of  hunger,  has  driven  a  eertam 
1  number  of  recmits  into  your  Army,  tint 

■  they  are   more   than  usiuilly  favourable 

■  specimens  of  Irishmen.     Not  at  all.    N(V 
Sir;  treat  Irishmen  fairiy,  and  you  trifl 

!  not  have  cause  to  complain.  Gife 
;  Ireland  the  same  opportunity  of  indiu- 
j  trial  development  as  Belgium  has  had, 
and  we  will  show  the  same  Irelaiid 
advancing  in  the  same  road  as  Belgium. 
Then,  but  not  till  then,  will  the  people  of 
Ireland,  to  use  the  words  of  Mr. 
Cobbett— 

'*  (.lO  forwaril  to  win  those  social  trinmpliB 
wliieh  bring  nd  >orrow  in  their  train,  and 
whicii  if  less  <lazzlin<r.  are  more  enduring  than 
the  most  brilliant  achievement?  and  feats  of 
arms." 
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*\  I  beg  to  move  the  Resolution  standing 
^my  name. 

rjBlR.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.)  :  I  have 
meat  pleasure  in  seconding   the  motion 
•rOposed  by  my  hon.  friend.  I  wish  to  com- 
'Jnnent  my  hon.  friend  on  the  tactics  by 
j^hioh  he   has  secured  this  day  for  the 
jjBCiwsion   of  his  motion — tactics  which 
^ro  well  understood,  and  which  the  right 
jOn.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
►nil  recognise  as  perfectly  legitimate.     In 
discussing  this  motion  we  must  bear  in 
.aind  that  we  are  instituting  a  comparison 
•etween,  perhaps,  the  richest  country  in 
'.he  world  and  the  poorest  country  in  the 
/rorld,  between  a  country  with  a  teeming 
sAnd  an   increasing   population,    with   an 
onormous  and  ever-increasing  trade,  and 
plreland,  which,  on    the  contrary,  has  a 
idecreasing  population  and  a  languishing 
.tiude.     If  we  wished,  I  think  we  could 
£  prove  without  much  difficulty  that  that 
{UkDguishing  trade  is  due  to  a  great  extent 
,  to  British  interference.      I  think  we  all 
.  bear  in  mind  that  Irish  trade  was  killed 
,  by  English  navigation  laws  and  differential 
.  duties.     Looking  at  the  condition  of  the 
two  countries,  the  most  astonishing  fact 
is  that,  while  you  have  in  this  great  and 
prosperous  country  an  increasing  popula- 
tion, you  have  decreasing  rates  to  pay — 
certainly  a  decreasing  poor  rate — whereas 
in  Ireland  you  have  a  steadily  decreasing 
population  and  the  rates  rising  steadily. 
1  may  be  told — I  have  heard  it  stated  at 
meetings  and  elsewhere — that  England  to 
some  extent    recognises    the    claims    of 
Ireland  in  this  matter ;  and  that  the  Act 
which  was  passed  a  couple  of  sessions  ago 
for  Local  Government  in  Ireland  removed 
a  great  part  of  our  financial  grievances. 
This  point  is  to  some  extent  of  import- 
ance, and  I  wish  to  read  a  question  and 
answer  put  in  the  House  of  Commons  a 
few  years  ago.*    The  hon.   Member  for 
South  Somerset  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant — 

"Whether  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Bill  gives  greater  relief  to  local  taxation  in 
Ireland  than  the  English  and  Scotch  A^- 
cultural  Rating  Acts  give  in  Great  Britain  ; 
and,  if  so,  what  is  the  amount  of  greater  relief, 
and  how  is  it  given  ?  " 

And   the  reply  of  the  Chief   Secretary 
was  that — 

"The  agricultural  grant  proposed  to  be 
given  to  Ireland  under  the  Bill  is  intended  to 


*  See  The  Parliamentary  DebcUes,  3rd  March, 
1898  [Fourth  Series],  Vol.  liv.,  page  487. 


correspond  generally  with  the  grant  assigned 
to  England  under  the  Agricultural  Rating  Act 
of  1896.  It  would  not  l>e  eawy  to  give  a  more 
precise  answer  than  this  to  the  question  of  the 
lion.  Member,  because  the  circumstances  of 
England  and  Ireland  differ  in  some  important 
particulars,  and  no  absolute  measure  of  com- 
parison is  possible." 

Consequently,  the  assignment  we  have 
got  in  Ireland  to  the  assistance  of  oiu* 
rates  has  not  removed  one  iota  the  griev- 
ances we  complain  of;  the  contrary  is 
the  case,  because  you  do  not  give  us  in 
Ireland  the  assistance  which  you  gave  to 
England  two  or  three  years  before  that. 
We  must  acknowledge,  therefore,  that 
events  have  borne  out  that  all  the  evils 
which  the  opponents  of  the  Union  fore- 
told would  follow  the  Union  have 
followed  it.  They  predicted  that  taxa- 
tion would  increase,  that  prosperity 
would  diminish:  whereas  the  advocates 
of  the  Union  said  that  every  good  would 
come  to  Ireland,  particularly  financial 
good.  It  is  a  remarkable  fact  that,  while 
the  taxation  of  Ireland  sixteen  years 
before  the  Union  was  only  one  and  a 
half  millions,  sixteen  years  after  the 
Union  it  amounted  to  over  four  millions. 
Mr.  Pitt  said  that  we  would  save  im- 
mensely  by  the  Union,  but  events 
have  falsified  his  prediction.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  over  -  taxation  of  Ire- 
land is  no  doubt  an  elaborate  one^ 
requiring  great  thought  and  study,  which 
few  people  are  in  a  position  to  devote  to 
it.  The  question  was  raised  in  the  House 
of  Commons  in  1815,  again  in  1820,  and 
on  various  subsequent  occasions,  but  no  - 
redress  has  yet  been  given.  It  is 
very  difficult  for  private  Members  to 
master  all  the  details  of  this  very  compli- 
cated question,  and  that  being  so,  we 
pressed  upon  the  Government  to  appoint 
a  Commission  to  investigate  the  matter. 
That  Commission  was  appointed,  and  has 
reported,  and  no  efforts  have  been  made 
to  throw  discredit  on  its  findings.  Many 
people  maintained  that  the  Commission 
had  to  some  extent  a  political  complexion. 
Some  of  the  gentlemen  who  sat  upon  it 
may  have  held  strong  political  views,  but 
the  question  was  not  political.  No  one 
who  looks  over  the  names  can  deny  that 
it  was  an  exceptionally  strong  Commia- 
sion,  and  that  amongst  its  members  were 
men  of  high  distinction.  In  fact,  when 
it  was  first  appointed  many  people  in 
Ireland  were  not  satisfied  with  it,  because 
it  was  notorious  that  several  gentlemen  on 
it  had  earned  distinction  for  themselves  in 
C  3 
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the  Treasury,  jiml  it  was  iiua<{incd  that 
consequently  ilwiv  views  would  he  to  some 
extent  bijissed  against  Ireland  and  in 
favour  of  the  I>e|wutinent  with  which  they 
had  been  honourably  connected.  Nearly 
all  the  evidence  placed  before  the  Com- 
mission was  ofticial  evidence*  from  your 
own  otiicials,  and  althout>:h  Sir  David 
Barbour  ditlcrod  in  some  respects 
from  t\\G  other  members,  the  Com- 
mission as  a  wliole  maintained, 
and  I  think  tliey  had  good 
ground  for  maintaining,  that  from  the 
evidence  brought  before  them  it  was 
proved  that  Ireland  was  unable  to  jiay 
more  than  a  twentieth  part  of  the  ex[KMi- 
dituro  of  this  country,  although  she  paid 
an  eleventh.  Although  that  finding  was 
brought  in  some  years  ago,  nothing  what- 
ever has  been  done  to  carry  it  out,  and 
therefore  that  provides  us  with  a  great 
grievance.  Vou  ai)pointed  your  own 
Commission,  you  established  your  own 
tribunal,  you  i)lace<l  before  it  tlKM'vidence 
of  your  own  otiicials,  and  although  two  or 
three  gentlemen  composing  that  Cimunis- 
sion  had  some  prejudice  against  the  Irish 
cause,  you  now,  forsooth,  finding  the  ver- 
dict of  your  own  jury  against  you,  come  , 
whining  to  this  House  and  to  the  country  , 
and  complain  of  the  jury  you  yourselves 
appointed.  It  does  not  siuprise  us  in 
Ireland  very  much,  for  wo  are  used  to  ' 
that  sort  of  tiling.  I  believe  that  your 
action  here,  as  in  manyotlu^r  respects,  has 
been  in  keeping  with  your  previous 
conduct,  and  that  it  is  unjust, 
illegal,  and  unspeakably  mean.  What 
would  have  been  the  case  if  the 
findings  had  been  the  other  way,  and  the 
Commissioners  had  found  that  Ireland  had 
not  paid  a  proper  proportion  of  the  taxa- 
tion, and  we  had  raised  a  protest  against 
it  1  Why,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  have 
said,  "  That  is  Iieland  all ov<m-.  The  jury 
have  brought  in  a  verdict  against  her, 
and  now  she  finds  fault  with  the  decision." 
It  is  you  who  find  fault  with  tlie  decision 
of  your  own  Commission.  The  Commis- 1 
aion  has  reported  now  some  years,  and  , 
every  day  our  condition  becomes  worse 
and  our  debt  becomes  greater  and  our  ' 
poverty  becomes  more  crushing.  It  is  ■ 
only  three  years  ago  that  the  Chief ! 
Secretary  had  to  intnMluce  a  large 
measure  of  public  works  in  Ireland,  so 
great  was  the  poverty,  and  although  the 
lowest  wage  given  on  those  works  was 
38.  and  the  highest  only  G<.  a  week,  he 

Mr.  Power. 


was  able  to  obtain  an  enormous  numbers 
able-lxxlied  men  to  work  for  such  pitifal 
wages,  and  who  were  willing  to  vik 
many  miles  a  day  to  and  from  their  woil;, 
and  if  that  is  not  a  test  of  poverty  I  di 
not  know  what  is.  The  large  amooDt  i 
expenditure  involved  by  the  c<viduct  of  a 
war  which  we  consider  to  be  unjust  folk 
very  heavily  upon  us,  and  will  increM 
very  largely  the  burden  we  have  to  bev. 
I  am  not  particularly  sanguine  of  anj 
good  arising  from  this  dehate,  and  mj 
experience  of  public  life  is  that  Irelaiid 
can  obtain  no  redress  in  this  How 
of  any  kind,  unless  there  is  a  rm 
vigorous  agitation  in  Ireland  at  the  same 
time.  At  the  same  time,  this  discussion  may 
impress  upon  our  people  the  necessity  i 
organisation,  and  doing  something  to 
bring  pressure  upon  this  House.  The 
lesson  is  burnt  in  on  the  minds  of  the  Irisli 
people  that,  no  matter  how  just  their 
claims  m<iy  be,  so  long  as  they  renuun 
(]uiet  nothing  will  be  done  to  alle^'iate 
their  sufferings.  Those  Mr.  Speaker,  an 
my  views,  and  in  conclusion  I  beg  to 
second  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  lilast  Donegal. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
"  That  in  the  economic  circumstances  d 
Ireland  the  disproportion  between  the 
taxation  of  Ireland  and  its  taxable 
capacity,  disclosed  by  the  findings  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  demands  the  serious 
attention  of  the  Government,  with  a^iew 
to  a  remedy."  -{Mr.  Arthur  O^Connar.) 

*Mu.  PAKKER  SMITH  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) :  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  introduced  this  motion,  and 
who  spoke  in  a  very  different  tone  to- that 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  seconded  his 
motion,  called  upon  us  to  deal  fairly 
with  Ireland,  and  in  his  peroration  used 
an  argument  which  will  go  home  to  us. 
lie  said  in  view  of  the  action  of  Irish 
sohlieis  at  the  front,  and  the  way  that 
that  action  has  brought  us  together 
we  ought  to  be  ready  to  deal  with  Ire- 
land fairly  and  justly.  I  certainly 
think  we  should  be  ready  to  deal 
not  only  fairly  but  also  \iith 
liberality  to  Ireland  in  every  way. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
called  upon  us  to  use  the  resources  of  the 
country  to  develop  the  industries  of  Ire- 
land. He  pointed  out  that  the  funds 
paid  in  Ireland  were  used  for  the  pay- 
ment of  unnecessiuy  siilaries,  and  that  the 
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funds  spent  in  this  country  were  used  to 
develop  the  industrial  undertakings  of  j 
the  country.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  quite  right  in  his 
facts.  I  think  a  great  deal  of  money  has 
been  spent  lately  in  developing  the  re- 
sources of  Ireland,  though,  no  doubt,  more 
ought  to  be  done  in  that  way.  But  I  do 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and 
other  Irish  Members  how  far  they  have 
assisted  any  Government  which  has  en- 
deavoured to  reduce  useless  salaries  for 
the  purpose  of  using  the  money  in  a  more 
beneficial  manner. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  We  did 
indeed,  the  very  moment  we  got  the 
promise  to  spend  the  money  in  other 
ways,  and  I  myself  moved  to  reduce  the 
salaries  of  some  of  the  judges. 

♦Mr.  PARKER  SMITH:  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  also  said  that  no 
English  money  had  been  spent  in  Ireland 
since  the  date  of  the  Union.  I  think  there 
that  he  is  entirely  mistaken,  and  that  he 
is  going  back  on  an  old  historical  fallacy 
in  connection  with  which  I  shall  say  a 
few  words.  I  do  not  think  this  is 
a  real  grievance — this  financial  grievance 
which  is  now  being  made  use  of  in 
Ireland.  It  appears  to  me  to  be 
an  arithmetical  grievance  which  could 
easily  be  reduced  to  absurdity  by  an 
arithmetical  reply.  So  far  as  the 
£2,000,000  of  over-taxation  is  concerned, 
that  could  be  met  by  removing  the  income 
tax  and  the  death  duties  from  Ireland, 
which  would  undoubtedly  remove 
the  grievance,  but  would  not  have  the 
effect  desired  by  hon.  Meml)ers  opposite. 
At  the  same  time  I  believe  Ireland 
deserves  assistance  in  order  that  her 
people  may  be  able  to  enjoy  the  prosperity 
that  the  years  since  the  Union  have 
brought  to  Great  Britain.  Irish  Home 
Rulers  have  put  a  construction  upon  i 
the  Act  of  Union  with  which  I  do  I 
not  agree.  They  insist  upon  that 
technicality  with  a  vigour  that  surprises  ' 
me  when  I  remember  the  storm 
which  arose  a  few  years  ago  when 
someone  not  in  this  House  suggested 
that  it  was  necessary  to  convince  the  ; 
predominant  partner  before  anything 
could  be  done  in  regard  to  the  alteration 
of  the  Act  of  Union.  What  was  the  | 
position  of  Mr.  Pitt  when  dealing  with 
the  Union  ?     He  expressed  himself  very  | 


clearly  in  his  great  speech  of  the  Slst 
of  January,  1799.*     He  said — 

*'  What  I  should  hope  would  )je  found  practic- 
able is  that  the  system  of  internal  taxation  in 
each  country  might  gradually  be  so  equalised 
and  assimilated  on  tne  leading  articles  as  to 
make  all  rules  of  specific  proportion  unneces- 
saiy,  and  to  secure  that  Ireland  shall  never  be 
taxed  but  in  proportion  as  we  tiix  ourselves." 

And  Lord  Castlereagh's  view  was  equally 
distinct.     He  saidt — 

"  It  were  to  be  wished  that  there  was  not  an 

unsurmountable  bar  to  a  common  system,  and 

a  common  treasury,  and  that  we  might  become 

like  countries  of  the  same  kingdom,  subject  to 

the  same  system  of  finances.     Were  our  entire 

expenditure  common  (which  would  happen  if 

neither  country  had  any  separate  debts,  or  if 

their  debts  were  in  proportion  to  their  ability) 

by  no  system  whatever  could  they  be  made  to 

,  contribute  so  strictly  according  to  their  meana 

!  as  by  being  subject  to  the  same  taxes  equally 

bearing  upon  the  great  objects  of  taxation  in 

I  both  countries.     Such,  however,  is  the  dispro- 

I  portion  of  debts  of  the  two  kingdoms  to  each 

I  other  at  the  present  that  a  common  system  for 

the  present  is  impossible." 

'  On  those  principles  was  the  Act  of  Union 
introduced.  The  proportion  of  the  pay- 
ments of  each  country  was  fixed  by  the 
Act  of  Union  for  twenty  years,  and  it 
was  then  to  be  renewed  at  intervals — 

"  Unless  previous  to  any  such  period  the 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  shall  have- 
declared  that  the  expenditure  of  the  United 
Kingdom  shall  be  defrayed  indiscriminately  by 
equal  taxes  imposed  on  the  like  articles  in 
both  countries." 

The  whole  object  of  the  Act  of  Union 
and  the  whole  declaration  of  the  framers^ 
of  that  Act  was  indiscriminate  expendi- 
ture and  indiscriminate  taxation.  The 
only  obstacle  to  an  immediate  junction 
was  the  debt  of  each  country,  and  in 
regard  to  that  the  provision  of  Article  7 
was  as  follows — I  am  reading  the  essential 
words  and  leaving  out  all  the  redundant 
verbiage  with  which  Acts  at  that  date 
were  clothed — 

"  If  at  any  future  day  the  value  of  the  re- 
spective debts  of  each  country  shall  be  to 
each  other  in  the  same  proportion  with  the- 
respective  contributions  of  each  country, it  shaH 
be  competent  for  the  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  declare  that  all  future  expense 
thenceforth  to  be  incurred  with  the  interest 
and    charges    of   all  joint   debts   contracted 

*  See  The  Parliamentary  History^  Vol. 
xxxiv.,  page  289. 

tSpeech  of  Lord  Castlereagh  in  the  Irish 
House  of  Commons,  February  5tb,  1800. 
(Quoted  in  First  Appendix  to  Report  of  Royal 
Commission  on  Fmancial  Relations  bettreen 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  (1895),  page  326.) 
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previoodly  u>^4noh  d«cUr&tinn  ahskW  be  f>o 
defrayed' IndLKriiiiiziAcelv  bv  equal  tax^ 
impoeed  on  the  ^rn-?  artfcio  i!i  each  country, 
subject  only  to  .^ULh  j>«krti*niar  exernptionH  or 
abatements'  in  Ireland  and  in  that  part  of 
Great  Britain caileii  SootUnd.ar-circuni'^tances 
uuiy  ap[>e;ir  fron.  time  to  tim-:;  to  iieniand/' 

Ireland  and  Sv:o:Iand  were  placed  in  this 
matter  on  oxA<:»ly  the  samr  foc»ting.  not 
of  keeping  up  the  pn>pi:irtion.  but  of  re- 
ceiving the  consideration  ir»'jm  the  richer 
iwrtion  of  the  country.  At  the  time  of 
the  Act  of  Union.  Scotland  \ra.«  smaller 
and  poorer  than  Ireland,  an^lit  hits  only  got 
richer  since  that  time  mainly  owing  to 
the  discovery  of  iron  and  coaL  which  has 
not  yet  been  discovered  in  Ireland  in  any 
quantity.  Tliat  the  proportion  Hxed  by 
statute  at  the  time  of  the  Union  was 
oxcossive  has  l>een  admit te<l  by  states- 
men for  r4  la!ge  luimber  of  years. 
Two  to  riftecn  was  moro  than 
Ireland  couUi  utfonl.  l»ut  that  was 
not  known  i\\  the  time.  That  ratio 
was  tixetl  on  a  peace  l>asis,  but  the  war 
came  on  and  enormously  increase* I  the 
ex|HMiditurc,  and  the  proportion  of  two 
to  tifteen  became  impossible.  Grattan 
sivid  in  relation  to  this — 

"  The  truth  is.  the  necessary  and  inevitable 
oxi)en9es  of  the  war  were  beyond  all  iKwsibility 
of  calculation  or  foresight,  and  Ireland  was  not 
able  to  follow  you.'"* 

Of  course  it  is  a  mere  conjecture 
what  Ireland  would  have  done  if 
there  had  been  no  Union,  1>ut  in  (jreat 
Britain  a  supreme  effort  was  made  and 
the  revenui'  was  more  than  trebled. 
The  people  of  Ireland  felt  themselves  at 
that  time  t-imccrncd  over  the  struggle 
and  they  would  have  assisted  as 
they  had  done  before  the  Uin'on.  The 
strain  of  the  war  and  the  endeavour  to 
contribute  what  they  could  was  too  great 
and  nearly  involved  liankruptcy.  That 
could  only  l>c  done  1»y  bijri'owing  at 
an  enormous  rate.  The  revenue  of  Ireland 
during  the  year  following  the  Union  was 
only  half  the  ex[x^nditure  and  the  debt 
increased  enormouslv.  The  Irish  Debt  in 
1«00  was  only  .i:ai>,000,000  and  bv  1816  it 
had  increased  to  XI  12,500,000.  "  Having 
reach(}d  that  jKu'nt  and  the  bankruptcy  of 
Ireland  being  imminent,  the  British  Kx- 
chefjuer  Uxyk  over  both  the  pre-Union 
debt  and  the  <lebt  incm-red  subsequent  to 
the  Act  of  Union.  This  put  Ireland  into  the 

*  21st  April.  ISIS;  from  (Jnittan'.s  Si>eeches» 
18*22  Kdition,  Vol.  iv.,  page  411.  See  also  The 
Pnrlifimcntnry  IhbaiPH  ( Firnt  Series],  Vol. 
xxxviii.,  jMige  200. 

Mr:  Parker  Smith. 


same  poeiticm  as  that  which  she  voajdl 
have  occupied  if  the  ratio  at  the  timed 
the  Union  had  been  taken  at  one  tofifttci 
in.stefld  of  two  to  fifteen,  and  Ireland  bil 
continued  to  pay  that.  If  the  share  of 
one  to  fifteen  had  been  fixed  by  the  Unioa 
it  is  ob\-ioujs  from  the  obeerrations  of  Pitt 
that  the  Treasuries  would  hare  ben 
united  at  the  time  of  the  Union.  It  i 
arimitted  that  the  mode  of  dediog 
Diith  Ireland  adopted  in  1817  m 
the  most  favourable  that  ooold  bt 
formed  for  Ireland,  and  that  was  tk 
opinion  of  Mr.  Chisholm  in  1869,  ind 
it  is  hardly  necessary  to  quote  Mr. 
Plunket.  who  was  one  of  the  opponenti^ 
of  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  Union,  lod 
who  said  in  1822*— 

'*  I  had  been  afraid  that  the  intereBts  of 
Ireland  on  the  abolition  of  her  sepantte  eouti- 
tntion  would  come  to  be  discussed  in  a  hostile 
Parliament.  Bat  I  can  now  state,  and  I  fwk 
when  I  »peak  I  could  be  heard  by  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  that  during  the  time  I  liaire  sat  in  \kt 
nnited  Parliament,  I  have  found  every  qnestion 
that  related  to  the  interests  or  security  of  thic 
country  entertained  with  indulgence  and 
treateil  with  the  meet  deliberate  regard." 

In  the  Union  Debate  an  amendment 
was  moved  in  the  Irish  House  of  Com- 
mons to  the  effect  that  the  propor- 
tion shoidd  be  two-twentieths.  Supposing 
that  had  l>een  so,  the  Irish  debt  would 
have  increased  almost  as  rapidly,  and  the 
same  result  would  have  come  aboat, 
and  at  the  same  time  suppose  the  ratio 
had  been  fixed  at  1  to  18,  as  the  Irish 
peers  (according  to  Mr.  Sexton)  desired. 
Then  there  woidd  have  l)een  a  joint 
Treasury  from  the  first.  How  does  the 
matter  stand  ?  The  Act  of  Union  looked 
to  temporary  fiscal  separation  but  per- 
manent union — 

"  All  future  cxi)ense,  together  with  the 
ch;ir;,'es  (»f  all  joint  debts,  sliall  be  defrayed 
indiscriminately  by  equal  taxes  on  the  same 
articlt^  subject  only  to  exemptions." 

That  is  the  principle  laid  down  by  British 
statesmen  at  the  Union,  and  carried  into 
effect  in  1817  without  objection,  and  what 
has  happened  to  change  that  position  ? 
Th(»  old  proposition  is  gone  altogether, 
and  if  you  go  biick,  which  is  impossible, 
you  go  back  on  new  ground,  and  must 
disciiminate  in  the  expenditure  as  well 
as  revenue  charges.  If  taken  thus  the 
contri1)ution  of  Ireland  to  Imperial  sei^ 
vices,  or  to  expenditure  beyond  her  own 

*  April  22nd,  18*22.  See  The  Parlunnentartf 
Dchifca  [Second  Series],  Vol.  vi.,  page  1548.  ' 
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1[)ounds,  is  insignificant,  and  the  result  would 
"bo  that  Ireland  would  be  found  to  be  en- 
titled to  nothing  further.  But  thereare  the 
Home  Kulo  Bills  of  1886  and   1892,  and 
those  who  adhere  to  them    are  no  doubt 
pledged    to  a  different  opinion.      When 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  seconded  the 
Resolution     speaks     of     the     Financial 
Relations  Commission  as  our  jury  it   is 
nothing  of   the    kind.      The    hon.   Gen- 
4)lemen  opposite  who  appointed  the  Com- 
inission  are  to  blame,  and  we  are  not  to 
hQ  bound  by  the  findings  of  the  Commis- 
sion.     But    they   very   carefully   guard 
themselves,  so  that  any  gentleman  who 
signed  the  Keportcan  say,  "  I  was  limited 
by  my  reference."   [An  Hon.  Member  :  I 
ivould  ask  the  hon.  Member  if  those  who 
.appointed  the  Commission  were  English- 
men.]    Those  who  appointed   the  Com- 
mission were  Mr.  Gladstone's  Government 
of  the  day,  but,  as  the  general  election 
-which    took    place   not   long  afterwards 
proved,    they    did     not    represent     the 
opinions  of  Englishmen.      How  far  are 
-we     bound     to      this    piinciple  ]      Wo 
4ire    not    bound    at    all.       We    neither 
-accepted    the    jury   nor    the     terms    of 
reference,  which  we  consider  misleading. 
The  only  ground  alleged  for  tying  us  down 
to  this  principle  is  Mr.  Goschen's  Com- 
mittee of  1890.     Too  much  is  built  upon 
that     What  happened    was   that   there 
were  very  large  local  grants   to  England, 
and  naturally  you  had  to  arrive  at  some 
idea— seeing  that  you  had  to  spend  the 
money   on  a  diflferent    class    of  objects 
—  as'  to   what   equivalent    you    should 
give  to  other  countries.     But  it  was  not 
intended   in   any   way  to  deal  with  the 
matter   as   hon.   Members   from   Ireland 
•suggest     That  specific  point  was  raised 
by  Mr.  Sexton,  who  then  took  a  leading 
part  in  the  discussion  of  finance  in  these 
debates.  Mr.  Sexton  suggested  an  Amend- 
ment* that  it  should  have  a  retrospective 
effect,   but  Mr.  Goschen    said   it  should 
purely  deal  with  questions  of  the  present 
and  the  future.     The  object  was  to  see 
what  relief  or  what  advantage  should  be 
given  to  Scotland  or  Ireland  correspond- 
ing to  what  was  being  done  in  England. 
The  pledge  given  was  that  there  should 
be  equal  taxes  on  the  same  articles,  sub- 
ject   only   to    such    exemption     as    cir- 
cumstances might    from    time    to    time 
demand.     That  was  the  pledge  we  gave 
in    1817,    and    that    is    the   pledge  we 


♦See    The    ParliametUary    Debates    [Third 
Series],  Vol.  cccxlviii.,  page  926. 


acknowledge  now.     1  am  not  concerned 
to  argue   that  all  through  the  century 
Ireland    has    always    received    all     the 
financial     assistance     which     we ,  think 
she   ought    to  have   had.      There  is  no 
doubt  that   the  taxation  of   the   middle 
of   the    century    pressed    upon   Ireland. 
Free  Trade  did  her  compiratively  little 
good,  and  the  great  financial   reforms  of 
Mr.  Gladstone  made  themselves  felt  in 
Ireland  in  a  way  he  did  not  anticipate. 
Mr.  Gladstone  thought  he  was  relieving 
Ireland  of  something  like  an  equivalent 
of  the  taxation  imposed  on  her,  and  had 
the   intention   of   doing    what   was    fair 
and      just     to     Ireland,     although     he 
put    upon     Irishmen     by    his    financial 
reforms   more   than   he    intended.      But 
he   argued   most   strongly  that  taxation 
was  to  be  regarded  as  a  personal  matter 
altogether,    and    not  to  be   treated   on 
geographical    principles.       That    is    the 
position    taken     up    by    all    statesmen. 
It  was  taken  up   by  the  Committee  of 
1864    and    by    Sir    Stafford    Northcote 
and   Mr.    Lowe    in    1875.     That  being 
so,  I   feel    that    the    historical   financial 
grievance    has    no    basis,    and    that    it 
is  a  mistake  for  hon.  Members  to  come 
forward     with     a     claim     to     a    debt 
swollen      to      an      enormous      amount. 
Hon.  Members  complain  of  our  ignorance. 
For  my  part  I  think  there  are  mistaken 
directions  in  which   we  spend  money  in 
Ireland.      I     wish     they    would     come 
to    help    us,    as    they    have    on     some 
occasions    done.      I     wish    they    would 
explain  where  the  expenditure  is  useless, 
and  that  they  would  advise  us  with  some 
sense  of  responsibility  in  the  matter.     I 
admit  that  when  they  have  done  that  they 
have  not  always  received  full  encourage- 
ment    When  a  Bill  was  introduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  with  respect 
to  the  utilisation  of  water  power  I  felt 
that  was   exactly   the   sort   of    measure 
which  we  should  have  done  our  best  to 
encourage.     I  always  felt  regret  at   the 
premature  failure  of  that  Bill.     On   the 
other   hand,  the   Government   have   not 
received  the  help  they  are  entitled  to  in 
their  desire  to  cut  down  useless  expendi- 
ture.    A  deputation  with  regard  to  trans- 
port waited  upon  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture, amongst   the  members  being   men 
of    all  parties.     It  included  the  Member 
for     the     St.     Patrick's     Division      of 
Dublin,     who     has     worked     much     on 
questions    of    this    kind,    and    is   much 
interested  in  Irish  railways.     There  is  a 
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\  ;i-t  fleal  to  be  Sixkl  fr»r  making  the  Iri.sh 
r..iluays  State  railway?*.     The  probl**m  is 
;.  totally  flitf'ereiit  one  from  tin:  one  that 
«-\ij?t-«   in  England.     It   is  more  like  the 
y».o}»h'm    that    exists    in     Hungary.    <ir 
in       In<lia,    and       it       is      well     worth 
eonsiflering    whether    anything    can    he 
•  ione     to    inak«?     an     enormous     saving 
t'j   the  pnxhuer   in    Ireland,    with    the 
ii-si.-«taiie<*     ami    capital    of    the    British 
<  iov^Miinient.       Tlier<'   is  one   thing   per- 
fectly obvious    in  n-gaid  to  a  question  of 
tliis  fiort.     TIh"  Irish   Members  can    cer- 
tainly make    it   impossible  if  they  do  not 
'  hoo^e   to  a<si>t.     There  an*  many  other 
-'•h«*mes   that    this    Parliam«"nt    is    fulh' 
pH'jKired  to  consider  if  the  Irish  Membei's 
will  give  u«i  the  help  of  their  local  know- 
hMlgi*.    \V(»  are  not  crmmn'tted  to  any  class 
i  I    Irtflaiid,  but   w«'  want  to  see  fairness 
and  justice  to  all  classes,  and  we  want  to 
develop  the   n.'sources  of  thi»  country  in 
'•very   way  wi*  can.     l^ut  a<  long  as  we 
liav«'  the  suspicion  in  our  minds  that  the 
Irish  Members,  while  desiring  to  gain  an 
advantage  for  friends  also  wish  to  damage 
opl)onents,  it  is  ditlicult  to  support  them. 
The  hon.  MrmWr  opj>osite   has  said  that 
this  is   a    critical  time.     We  hear  of  the 
horrors  f)f  war.     Long  after  these  are  for- 
gotten, di*c|M*r  eftects  will  come  from  this 
wai*.     We  have  been   brought  closer  to- 
gether, and  we  have  worke<I  more  with 
one  another   under  the  pressure  of  this 
war,    than   in  the    comfortable  times  of 
])eace.     An  enormous  difference  has  been 
iirought    about    in    our    relations    with 
the    colonies,    and  far-reaching  constitu- 
tional changes  in  the  government  of  the 
Kmpire  may  follow.     Is  Ireland  the  only 
phici;    where  this    is    to    have    no    effect 
at  all  ?     Are  we  to  stop  at  cheering  the 
Irish  soldiers  or  we<iring  the  shamrock  ? 
1  hope  the  closeness  of  our  feeling  will 
not  be  forgotten.     It  has  had  one  etl'ect 
in   this   liousi*.     Dunng  past   weeks  we 
have    listenerl    with    much    patience    to 
language  from    hon.    Members    oj)posite 
which    we    should    have    found    it   hard 
to  tolerate,      ll  makes  us  4h'sire   to  show 
our    brotherhood    more    practically    and 
more  prominently.      If  hon.   (ientlemen 
who  represent   Ireland  come   to  us  with 
stories  of  anci(?nt  untold  million.>.and  claim 
])aynient  of  a  debt,  we  say  No.   If  they  ask 
foi-   political    changes   which  we   believe 
would  be  ruinous  to  the  Empire  at  large 
we  can  only  say,  as  we  have  said  befoi-e. 
No.     If  they  come  to  us  and  ask  us  to 
assist  in  renuMlying  the  troubles  of  Ire- 
Mr.  Porhr  Smifh. 


land,  which  they  attribute  to  the  ] 
Government,    but    arc,    I   think, 
order  of  nature  and    l>eyondtke( 
of  the  Government,  tbey  will  find  1 
till*  Memliei-s  on  this  Bide  of  the 
neither  an  unfnendiv  nor  aa  nnv 


Mi:.  FJ-YXX  (Cork,  N.):  WcaskiJ 
justice,  we  aijk  for  our  own  in  mittenf 
h nance,  and  we  ask  you  to  stand  by  i 
pledges  of  your  forefathers  as  embo£edi| 
the  Act  of  Union.  The  hon-  Me 
for  Tartick,  who  has  emerged  out  of  \ 
quietude  shown  since  his  omxMitiQni 
the  Home  I^ule  Bill,  gives  & 
of  advice  how  the  Irish  Members  ougktl»l 
conduct  the  Irish  case  and  how  we  oo^l 
to  behavt'.  We  do  not  desire  or  reqinl 
the  hon.  Member's  advice,  we  certiiilfl 
shall  not  take  his  instructions,  and  aboKl 
all  we  strenuously  disavow  his  very  pil&T I 
patronage.  The  question  is  not  whstikl 
hon.  Member  for  Partick  thinks  wiA| 
regaixi  to  Free  Trade.  He  admits  hinME  I 
that  although  Free  Trade  has  been  ctl 
enormous  advantage  to  Great  BritUDl 
geneniUy,  it  has  lx?cu  economically  a  grat 
disiidvantiigo  to  Ireland.  That  is  a  pof- 
tion  of  our  case.  By  the  system  i  I 
taxation,  no  doubt  wisely  derised  for  th» 
benefit  of  Gi-eat  Britain  the  system  ky 
which  taxation  on  a  large  niimlier  of 
articl(?s  has  been  changed,  and  taxatioi 
phiced  on  a  few  articles — Ireland  as  a 
purely  agricultural  countr3'  is  at  a  dis- 
advantage as  compared  with  Great  Britain. 
It  is  an  economical  problem  that  need 
only  1k)  stated  to  be  understood.  A 
Royal  Commission  was  appointed  a 
few  years  ago  to  inquire  into  thit 
questitm,  and,  speaking  with  all  respect, 
1  contend  that  no  declaration  from 
the  front  bench,  or  from  any  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  or  financier  yet 
discovere<l,  can  overthrow  or  overturn  the 
finding  of  that  Koyal  Conimi»iision  until 
\  you  have  something  to  substitute  for  it. 

■  It  will  be  said  that  the  Royal  Commission 
was  the  creation  <>f  a  Home  Rule  Govem- 

'  ment.     Well,  granted  ;  but  it  was:  entitled 

■  to  all  the  more  authority  for  this  reason, 
it  was  not  a  committee  of  })olitieians.     It 

;  was  a  Royal  Commission  consisting 
.  maiidy  C)f  experts.  I  do  not  now  speak 
!  from  a  Home  Rule  or  Nationalist  point 
:  of  view.  It  was  a  Commission  appointed 
.'  to  inquire  into  the  bfx.>kkeeping  and  ac- 
I  counts  ]K?tween  tin.'  predominant  partner 
'  and   Ireland,  and   uiitil   you  have  some- 
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^ng  in  its  place   of  equal  oi-   superior 
,^/*%hority  you  are  bound  to  respect  their 
^^V^^ngs.     But  it  is  not  true  to  say  that 
^^  Tb  inquiry    was  initiated   by    a    Home 
uie  Government.     It   was  the  present 
ijTBt  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  then  Chan- 
aillor   of   the   Exchequer,    who   in  1890 
Y  Opointed  a  Committee.     The  Committee 
"^  ~«s     appoint3d    to     inquire     into     the 
;^^uity     of    the    financial    relations     be- 
'  ^^^reen   England,    Scotland,  and    Ireland. 
*^     the   contention    of    the    Government 
'  ^e    true     that     indiscriminate     taxation 
^>«n  press  with  no  injustice  on  any  of  these 
^  Countries,  why,  in  the  name  of  Heaven, 
-E^as    this    Commission   ever   suggested  1 
■■Chis  Royal  Commission  was  a  more  com- 
'^etent  and  a  more  impartial  tribunal  than 
^perhaps  the  Committee  the  First  Lord  of 
vthe   Admiralty   proposed.      It   wa.s    not 
*.jcomposed  of  political   partisans,      Their 
»"H5onclusions  were  not  arrived  at  in  a  hasty 
MKinanner.      They    sat    for  many   months 
Staking     evidence     from     acknowledged 
^i  Treasury   experts,    including  such    men 
^  as  Sir  Kobert  Giffen,  Sir  Robert  Hamil- 
!S  ton,   and   men,    generally    speaking,   far 
^  above   the    ordinary   commonplace   indi- 
-.  vidual.      The   men   who   gave    evidence 
^  were  men  who  had  been   authorities  in 
-^  economic     science,    and     for     the     hon. 
CI  Member  to   get  up  and  controvert   evi- 
3   dence  of  that  kind  is  a  sf)ecies  of  audacity 
,    which  is   only   possible  in  the  House  of 
g    Commons.      What    were    the   findings  1 
-     First  of   all,  that  Ireland  must,  for  the 
J    purposes  of  the  inquiry,  be  considered  a 
g     separate  entity.      I  consider  it  a  8f)ecie8 
g     of  Parliamentary  audacity  for  anyone  to 
P     say  that   it    is    not   a    separate    entity. 
It     was     proved     to     the      hilt     that 
I     the    basis    of    taxation    was    entirely   a 
f     miscalculation  as  regards  the  resources  of 
Ireland,  and  that  the  increase  of  taxation 
since  1853  was  not  justified  by  the  then 
existing  circumstances.    It  was  proved  dis- 
tinctly and  beyond  controversy  that  when, 
in  1853,  Mr.  Gladstone  imposed  the  income 
tax,  he   imposed  it   for   a   limited  time. 
The  income  tax  has  continued  ever  since 
in  Ireland — not  that  I  think  the  income 
tax  more  unjust  in  Ireland   than  in  Eng- 
land or  Scotland,  l)ecause  I  think  the  rich 
should  be   made   to  pay    their  share  of 
taxation  in  each  of  the  t'lree  countries, 
but  it  is  a  tax  which  presses  most  heavily 
upon  Ireland.     That  grievance  has  been 
emphasised  and  accentuated  by  this  year's 
Budget.     I  think,  with  all   respect,  this 
lies  at  the  root  of  the  whole  controversy 


— that  identity  in  the  rate  of  taxation, 
does  not  involve  equality  of  burden.. 
Suppose,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
England  conquered  France  or  that  France- 
conquered  England,  and  suppose  that  the 
Chancellorof  the  Exchequer  were  toimpose 
a  duty  on  coffee.  Well,  that  might  be  sup- 
posed to  be  an  equal  burden ;  but  obviously 
on  the  Frenchman  it  would  be  a  heavier 
burden,  because  in  France  coffee  is  more 
generally  used.  If  a  French  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  were  to  levy  a  duty  oa 
tea,  in  England  it  would  be  an  unequal 
burden,  for  that  duty  would  press  much, 
more  heavily  on  the  English  household 
than  upon  the  French,  tea  being  more  con- 
sumed in  this  country.  That  illustrates- 
the  fallacy  that  underlies  the  statement- 
that  Ireland  is  not  overlxirdened  because 
taxation  is  the  same  on  the  individual  as 
in  England  and  Scotland.  Overlooking, 
the  historical  argument  altogether,  we  are 
entitled  to  allege  that  you  free  a  large 
number  of  commodities  from  taxation,  and 
that  you  put  indirect  taxes  on  a  few,  and 
these  few  commodities  are  those  whicL 
are  most  generally  consumed  in  Ireland — 
tea,  tobacco,  and  spirits.  Of  course,  ordi- 
nary temperance  reformers  say  it  is 
a  good  thing  to  have  a  heavy  duty 
on  spirits.  They  say  it  has  a 
tendency  to  encourage  temperance.  . 
You  have  steadily  raised  the  tax  on 
whisky,  and  you  are  this  year  raising  it 
by  another  6d.  per  gallon.  W^hy  do  yon 
I  do  it  1  To  draw  from  the  country  where 
the  whisky  is  consumed  so  much  extra 
money.  The  same  with  tea  and  tobaccoy. 
but  to  a  more  limited  extent.  It  must 
be  obvious  to  the  meanest  intelligence* 
that  you  are  imposing  this  taxation  on 
the  working  classes.  It  is  all  very  well 
to  say  that  if  they  did  not  drink  whisky 
or  smoke  tobacco  they  would  not  have  tO' 
pay  the  tax.  True,  but  that  is  not  the 
basis  of  finance.  The  whole  question 
turns  upon  the  seventh  Article  of  the 
Act  of  Union.  No  matter  from  what 
point  of  view  you  approach  the  matter,, 
you  are  face  to  iace  with  the  fact  that  if 
an  ordinary  legislative  Union  was  intended, 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and. 
there  was  no  thought  of  a  financial  settle- 
ment, there  would  have  been  no  necessity 
for  that  seventh  Article.  If  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Ireland  was  merely  to  be 
abolished  ^nd  the  two  legislatures- 
brought  together,  that  Article  would  have 
been  unnecessary.  But  financial  con- 
siderations were  present  to  the  minds  of 
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those  who  contrived,  and,  as  far  as 
Ireland  h  concerned,  brought  about  that  ' 
Union,  and  therefore  that  Article  becomes 
of  enormous  impoitance.  It  cannot  be, 
and,  in  fairness,  it  ought  not  to  be,  for- 
gotten that  this  was  not  the  absorption 
of  one  legislature  by  another.  It  was  a 
fair  treaty  and  contract  l)etween  two 
legislatures,  and  being  a  treaty  it  should 
l>e  observed — that  is,  if  at  :his  hour  of 
the  day  there  remains  in  the  average 
English  mind  any  respect  for  treaties  and 
•contracts.  That  treaty  was  referred  to 
by  Lord  Castlereagh  in  terms  something 
to  this  eflfect — 

**By  there  l)eing  a  provision  for  revision 
Ireland  has  the  utmost  possible  security  that 
'*hc  cannot  bo  taxed  iKjyond  tlie  measure  of 
lier  comparative  abilit3%  and  that  the  ratio  of 
iier  contribution  must  ever  correspond  with 
her  relative  wealth  and  prosi>erity.'* 

I  contend  that  those  words  must  mean 
<jither  something  serious  or  nothing  at 
all.  According  to  the  present  Chancellor 
■of  the  Exchequer  and  those  who  support 
him  they  mean  nothing,  and  thoy  need 
not  have  been  inserted  in  the  Act  of 
Union  or  put  into  tlie  Treaty.  I  contend 
that  that  seventh  Article  proves  beyond 
uU  controversy  the  existence  of  two ' 
separate  entities,  and  that  is  the  basis  on 
which  this  motion  is  made.  I  will  not 
weary  the  House  with  many  figures :  1 
will  only  point  out  that  the  relative 
taxable  capacity  in  1800  was  put  at  the 
proportion  of  two  to  fifteen ;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  population  of 
(ireat  Britain  at  that  time  was  little  more 
than  double  that  of  Ireland,  while  now  it 
is  nearly  eight  times  as  great.  Surely, 
when  you  have  a  country  with  an 
enormously  diminishing  population  and 
■dwindling  lesources  tied  to  a  country 
with  an  enormously  increasing  population 
41  nd  growing  resources,  you  are  liound  to 
consider  the  claim  for  sepirate  treatment 
4ind  for  the  exemptions  and  abatements 
provided  for  in  the  Act  of  Union.  This 
House,  the  <  Joverimient,  and  the  coinitry 
have  power  to  repudiate  the  Act  of 
Union ;  they  have  power  as  thti  pre- 
dominant partner  to  tear  it  in  pieces. 
But  is  it  honoura])le  so  to  do  ? 
Time  after  time  I  have  heard  this 
doctrine  of  indiscriminate  taxation 
raised  by  Chancellors  of  the  Ex- 
-checiuer,  but  I  have  never  yet  heard  a 
single  argument  to  controvert  the  findings 
>i)i  the  Eoyal  Commission,  it  is  not  fair 
ocontroversy  or  political  discussion  to  say 

Mr.  Flyna, 


that  that  Commission  was  appointed  lijt| 
Home  Rule  Government.  All 
ments,  whether  called  Unionist,  Toiy,a| 
LiY)eral,  are  alike  to  us.  That  Commi8Mi| 
of  incomparable  experts,  after  hearing  tkl 
evidence  of  men  who  had  been  tnuned  il 
finance  from  their  youth,  has  given  ii| 
verdict,  and  it  is  not  creditable  thatibl 
findings  shoidd  be  repudiated.  Therefotl 
I  say  that  Parliament  ought  to  accept tUi I 
motion  in  accordance  with  the  findingid] 
that  Commission. 

*Mu.   PURVIS  (Pcterlwrough) :  Tken 
are  two  ways  of  dealing  with  this  subJM 
which  are  very  common,  but  which  I  ds 
not  well  see  can  rightly  inform  our  mindi 
in  coming  to  a  conclusion  on  the  mctia 
now  before  the  House.       One  way  enteo 
into  elal>orate  and  complicated,  ingeniott 
and  conjectural  elements  of  the  questan 
in     which    the    understanding    is   socn 
smothered    by  the   weed    and  tangle  ik 
detail,  and  we  cannot  see  the  wood  for 
the  trees.      The  other  way    of  talkii^. 
that  one  of  the  fcixable  capacity   of  tS 
separate  entity,  is  a  kind  of  pedantry,  if 
I  may  say   so,  in  which  the  argument 
follow  each  other  all  duly  in  a  row,  ^ 
holding  on  by  the  skirts  of  the  other,  b© 
have  their  ^wginning  in  an  exploded  fiscil 
system,  and  having  too  little    to  do  with 
the    actual    features  of   the  case  for  us 
to   judge   b}^  in   making  up  our  minds. 
This   last  error  I  shall  certainly   avoid, 
and  for  the  other  I  will  do  what  I 
not  tf)  get  entangled  in  the  labyrinth  d 
complicated   detail.      On    the    threshdd 
there  is  this  notable  cirtiunstance.     The 
facts  and  figures  of  the  Royal  Commission 
may   be,  and    I    daresay   are    generaUy 
accepted  without  reserve  by  those  like 
myself  in  search  of  light  and  leading  ;  but 
it  is  otherwise  with  the  Commissioners' 
deductions  and  inferences  from  these  facta 
and  figures.      And  this  because  by  some 
fault  or  misfortune  the  Rejwrts  wear  on 
the  face  of  them  a  partisan  look.  Naturally 
enough,  not  a  single  Home  Ruler  was  able 
to   report  that  Ireland  had  no  financial 
'  grievance ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  know 
not  how,  not  a  single  Unionist  who  was 
not  also  an  Irishman  was  able  to  report 
that  Ireland  had  any  financial  grievance. 
But  from  their  facts  and  figures  which,  so 
'  far  as  1  am  aware,  we  do  accept,  this  much 
,  we    know    and    must    allow,    that    the 
financial  arrangement   under  the  Act  of 
Union  turned  out  to  be  an  unfair  arrange- 
,  ment  to  Ireland.     Time  showefl  that  the 
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T^roportion  of  two  to  fifteen  fixed  on  Ire- 
land by  the  seventh  Article  of  the  Act  of 
Union  on  the  unhappy  separate  entity 
system  was  an  unfair  burden  on  Ireland 
irom  1800  to  1817.     Still,  when  all  was 

^  said  and  done,  she  did  not  in  point  of  fact 

-  pay  two  to  fifteen,  but  only  two  to 
^  twenty- four.      The  unpaid   balance   was 

-  added  to  the  then  existing  separate  debt 
t  of  Ireland  on  the  same  mistaken  separate 
s  entity  system,  and  in  1817  that  debt  was 

amalgamated  with  the  debt  of  Great 
Britain — merged  in  the  general  debt  of 
!  the  United  Kingdom,  and  so  in  the  end 
i  the  taxpayers  of  the  whole  United  King- 
t  dom  had  to  l)ear  the  burden.  Thus  in 
'  the  year  1817  the  knell  of  the  separate 
entity  system  of  national  taxable  capacity 
was  sounded  and  was  succeeded  by  the 
present  system  of  indi^^dual  personal 
liability.  The  system  which  thus  was 
doomed  in  1817  had  been  moribund  even 
in  1800,  for  that  same  seventh  Article  of 
the  Act  of  Union  in  fixing  the  proportion 
of  two  to  fifteen  expressly  contemplated 
that  at  a  future  date  the  whole  United 
Kingdom  should  contribute  "by  equal 
taxes  on  the  same  articles  in  each." 
The  national  capacity  sepiratc  entity 
system  was  then  being  found 
unworkable  owing  to  the  movements  of 
duty-paid  goods  between  the  two  king- 
doms. The  tobacco  duty  collected  in 
England  was  paid  partly  in  Ireland  by 
the  Irishman  who  smoked  part  of  the 
tobacco ;  and  the  duty  on  Irish  whisky 
levied  in  Ireland  was  partly  paid  in 
England  by  the  Englishman  who  drank 
part  of  the  whisky.  The  changing  shares 
between  the  two  countries,  as  separate 
national  entities,  could  not  be  defined 
any  more  than  the  changing  colours  on  a 
pigeon's  neck.  It  is  true  that  the  Act  of 
Union,  in  referring  to  future  equality  of 
taxation,  qualified  this.  It  stipulated 
that  such  equality  was  to  be  subject  to 
**such  exemptions  and  abatements  in 
Ireland  and  Scotland  as  circumstances 
might  demand,"  and  accordingly  at  this 
day  Ireland  is  exempt  from  certain  duties 
and  taxes  such  as  house  duty,  railway 
duty,  and  dog  tax.  Yet  for  all  that,  after 
the  debt  of  the  two  countries  had  been 
consolidated  in  1817,  and  supply  to  the 
various  services  amalgamated,  step  by 
step  such  taxes  as  were  levied  in  both 
countries  were  assimilated  imtil  in  1859 
the  process  was  complete,  and  now  for 
more  than  a  generation  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  have  been  treated  alike  in  rate  of 


taxation  laid  on  individuals  or  on  com- 
modities in  both  countries.  The  motion 
before  the  House  seeks  to  disarrange  this 
equality,  and  it  is  said  that  in  the  process 
I  have  just  described,  while  taxes  have 
been  taken  off  England,  Ireland  has  had 
taxes  laid  upon  her ;  but  this  is  one  of  those 
literal  truths  which  are  untruths  in 
substance.  Down  to  1859  Great  Britain 
bore  more  taxes  than  did  Ireland,  and  bore 
higher  rates  than  did  Ireland  of  taxes 
which  were  common  to  both.  It  was 
meet,  therefore,  that  some  should  be 
taken  off  in  Great  Britain  and  others  put 
on  or  increased  in  Ireland.  And  this 
being  under  the  new  system  according  to 
the  taxable  capacity  of  individuals  was  a 
measure  of  the  growing  prosperity  of 
Irishmen  such  as  it  was — not  a  mark  of 
the  oppression  of  their  country  at  large. 
As  far  as  the  whole  sister  country  is  con- 
cerned as  distinguished  from  individuals, 
Ireland  has  become  the  lesser  partner  in 
a  greater  business,  and  if  her  expenses 
are  more,  still  more  are  her  profits.  She 
is  not  worse  off,  but  better  off.  It  is  true 
that  Great  Britain  has  profited  still  more 
than  Ireland  by  reason  of  the  Union. 
Ireland  lags  behind  England.  The  Irish 
are  poor  as  a  people — the  more  is  the 
pity — and  all  poor  people  pay  more  in 
taxation  out  of  every  pound  of  their  in- 
come than  do  rich  people,  because  the 
poor  consume  more  dutiable  articles  in 
proportion  to  their  income  than  do  the 
rich.  For  instance,  a  rich  man  does  not 
drink  more  tea  in  proportion  to  his  in- 
come, even  with  his  servants  into  the 
bargain.  I  allow  all  this  in  favour  of 
Ireland's  plea  of  poverty,  but  it  is  no 
reason  for  putting  the  clock  back  in 
general  fiscal  policy.  It  may  be  and  is  a 
good  reason  for  wise  liberality  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  for  helping 
profitable  objects  and  undertakings  in 
Ireland.  It  is  no  reason  for  Ireland  to 
say  to  Great  Britain,  "  Stand  and  deliver." 
As  in  the  case  of  Home  Rule  she  was 
crying  for  the  moon,  so  here  she  is 
quarrelling  with  her  bread  and  butter. 

♦Serjeant  HEIVIPHILL  (Tyrone,  N.) : 
As  an  Irish  Member  I  feel  bound  to  state 
to  the  House  the  grounds  upon  which  I 
think  this  motion  should  bo  carried.  I 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Partick, 
and  the  last  speaker,  but  both  appeared 
to  me  to  lose  sight  altogether  of  the  real 
question     involved    in     this    important 


-7  FxfKi-y^n/d  Afvfi'i.*.' 

■  It  '-•  .'or.    I  'jriZ^fjfA^.  a:  oncr.  thA:  if  /• 


COMMONS 


i  En^ji'tmi  mmi  Inbai). 


.»>^r.     Bit  th;i*.  U  no: 
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'  i-Lril  -»••.•  il-i 

the    q-irrs- 

V,  prevrr.t  u.vlr:r  ^l:^:'>vIori.  W*: 
co,!'^!  r.«; ••>;.-  i-^vf;  or.  of  ••iirri:  the  iV:t 
tL*t  IT,*:  fihiiiJTfiV.OTi  r»etween  Kr:i:!ari^i  and 
Iv'zJxiA  'Ji:^^.  i:.f:  result  or  Ji  ^oirrr.:;  aot  of 
treaty  -a.  tr»:i*:y  »:rit':r»i<i  iiito  or  two 
co^i.'itr-e^  'Aholiy  in'^k-penflent  of  each 
other  at  the  time.  The  Kfi^sli-h  Mem^j^r^ 
of  thi.-.  Ho  ivr  mn-t  recollect  that  I  remand 
up  to  the  time  of  the  Uriiori  ha/1  a 
^rjiarate  l^rgisJature  ar^i  w;iT  wholly  in- 
fh: \ff:Tif l^jit  of  Kngland  except  that  she 
wa-  Piled  hy  the  j-ame  Sovereign  :  and 
that  the  two  countries  met  at  aiin'?? 
length.  I  am  not  going  into  th»r  history 
of  the  unfortunate  Act  of  U/iio!i ;  I  am 
not  going  to  weary  the  Mou-e  with  a  re- 
capitulation of  the  fraud  anrl  coiTUption 
by  which  the  fi^.-ople  wi.-re  defrauded  of 
their  birthright.  I  am  ajj^uraing  that  it 
wa-i  a  contrar-t  enterf;^!  int*^*  deliU^rately. 
and  liinding  ro  far  a-  it  went.  The  very 
form  of  the  Act  «how.s  that  it  was  a 
treaty  between  two  Powers.  To  prevent 
any  misconception,  f  have  here  the  Act 
of  I'arliament  itself.  It  is  not  in  the 
orriinary  shafx;  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  : 
it  i.s  a  treaty  a  treaty  divided  into 
certain  articles  like  any  other  convention 
-like  the  Convention  of  \f^^\,  or  those 
Conventions  which  are  mt  often  entered 
into,  and,  alas,  sr)  frerjuently  broken. 
'I'hat  treaty  was  confirniefl  by  an  Act 
not  only  of  the  Irish  Parliament,  but  of 
the  Jiritish  Parliament  also.  That  is 
the  Act  which  I  have  here  before 
me.  Cnder  the  Seventh  article 
it  is  expressly  providtnl  that  there 
should  be  a  diir<Tence  made  in  taxation 
for  th(;  two  countries  for  a  certJiin  time, 
at  all  events ;  and  it  was  Ijiiserl  upon  the 
i>ririciple  that  the  taxable  ciipacity  of  Ire- 
larifl  was  as  two  parts  out  of  sev<Miteen, 
the  tiixable  capacity  of  Kngland  ]>eing 
fifteen  pails.  That  was  the  ba<is  of  th«; 
whole  thing,  and  that  was  the  origin  of 
the  evil  whieh  the  Irish  Members  are  now 
protc^sting  against,  and  to  which  we  may 
tracts  the  misery  and  degradation  and 
poverty  of  that  p<»rtion  of  the  United 
Kingdom  as  compared  with  her  great  and 
flourishing  sister,  Kngland.  That  propor- 
tion   of    two   to  fifteen   was    altogether 


in  the  Irish  H*XHe  of  Conmons  ill 

lolfi  ib^&w  that  w«^  an   nndoe  _ 
a: A  th^:  the  resalt  woaid  be  to 
Ir^I^r.d   in   debc      The    protest  of 
H"  1^  of  Ljrds.  hesbied  hy  the  Dab 
L:::>:tcr  of   the  d^y,  pat  on  recced 
opir.ion   that  the   propr^tion    should 
one  to  eighteen,  and.  hy  a  strange  gift 
prophecy,  it  wa.*  predicted  that  the 
of  that  mircalcolation  woald  be  to  IcrI 
Ireland  in  a  short  time   involved  in  drii 
and  ov^rtaxetl  to  the  extent  of  J&2,.>00,Ofl 
or  £2.75«>J>X» — the  very  resuh  arrivedi 
by  the  Ki>yal  Commission  appointed  kl 
this  House  three  or  four  years  a^>.   Tk 
was  the  f'jundatiofi  of  •>ur  troaWe.  Vta 
happened  !  It  was  provided  hv  this  Aitii 
that  the  only  separate  charge — I  am  spok 
ing  now  of  charges  up>n  Ireland — 5lioaU{ 
Ije   the  interest    on    the    then    enstivj 
I>ebt  of  the  two  countries  respectirdt 
What  wa.s    the  Debt  of    Ireland  at  tk 
time  of  the  Uni«^n  ?   £-28,000,000.    Froi 
1782  to  al)out   1794  she  had  carried  a 
her  affairs  prosperously,  almost  witktt 
any  debt.     She  was  only  obliged  to  conliv 
>»ute  15,000  men  to  the  Imperial  force.  Sk 
managed  her  own  affairs  ;  she  imposed  hs 
own  taxes  :  she  levied  her  own  dues,   k 
wa^  in  the  last  two  or  three  years  hefoR 
the  Union,  during  the  time  of  the  Rebd- 
lion,    when    Ireland    was    flooded    wilk 
trfx»ps  from  this  country,  that  even  tha 
small  debt   of  £28,000,000   was  incnnei 
At     that      time     the     Debt     of     Gre« 
Britain,    I    believe,    was     X446,000,000. 
There  was  the  Iris^h  House  of   Commoii& 
consisting  of  3*X)  gentlemen,  who  wcie 
supposed  to  represent  the  constituency  of 
Ireland,    and  they  wei-e   entering  into  a 
treatv  on   Inshalf  of   a   country    with  t 
separate  debt  of  £28,000,000,  while  die 
debt  of  Great  Britain  was  £446,000,000. 
What   right  would   the    Irish  House  of 
Commons  have  to  do  otherwise  than  what 
they  did  I    They  were  surrendering  the 
sole  right  to  tax  the  Irish,  giving  up  about 
200  representatives.     They  assumed  that 
the  proportion  was  correct,  but  they  were 
deceived  and  imposed  upon  b}'  the  states- 
men of  that  day.      They  were  deceived 
by  Mr.    Pitt  and   by  I^ord  Castlcreagh. 
Perhaps  those  statesmen  acted  in  ignor- 
ance, but  they  placed  themselves  in  the 
hands  of  interested  experts,  they  took  their 
advice,  and  they  put  the  proportion  at  1 
'  to  7 J.     The  Act  of  Union  provided  that 
I  all  Ireland  would  have  to  pay  would  be 
the    charge    on    the    separate     debt    of 
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".t  two  parts  out  of  seventeen.  The  country 
V'as  hardly  tried,  and  Ireland  began  to 
■eel  very  soon   afterwards  that  she  was 
Overtaxed,  and  that  it  was  impossible  to 
\eep    i)ace    with    her    partner.       After 
ihe  Act  of  Union  England  embarked  in 
arar,     sending     her     legions     to     every 
l^vX,    of    the   world.      Poor    Ireland — a 
*poor   relation   in   every   sense — followed 
in  her  train,  and  was  obliged  to  contribute 
■^n  that  tremendous  disproportion  of  two 
T)arts  out  of  seventeen,  the  consequence 
"Being  that  in  a  few  years  Ireland's  debt 
*vas  swelled  from  £28,000,000  to  some- 
"thing  like  £116,000,000  or  thereabouts. 
-From   the  very  first   Ireland   was   over- 
^taxed,  and  she  was  put  in  such  a  position 
'that   she  could  not  get  out  of  her  toils. 
The  Earl  of  Liverpool  and  other  statesmen 
fastened  upon  a  particular  stipulation  in 
5fcheAiticlesof  Union,  and  said,  "Now  that 
4he  Irish  debt  has  come  to  the  same  pro- 
portion as  the  English  debt  we  may  con- 
;8olidate  the  revenue,"  and  that  is  what  the 
Act  of  1816   does.     It  consolidated  the 
Exchequer  of  the  two  countries ;  it  did  not 
^Iter  the  taxation,  but  canied  out  what 
was  provided  for  by  the  Seventh  Article 
of  the  Act  of  Union  and  retroacted  on 
that    Act.     As    a    matter    of    fact    the 
taxation     was    not    equalised     by     that 
Act,    and    it    never    contemplated    that 
the  taxation  should  necessarily  be  equal- 
ised.     The   taxation   was  not   equalised 
for  many  years  after,  and  up  to  the  year 
1858  the  taxes  were  still  diflferent.     It  is 
a  fallacy,  therefore,  to  rely  on  this  Act 
of  1816  as  warranting  and  justifying  the 
mischief   that  ensued   to  Ireland.     I  am 
not   going  to   trouble    the   House    with 
many  figures,  but  there  are  one  or  two 
which  are   so   striking   as  to   the   effect 
of    this    Act    that    I    feel   I   must  call 
attention    to    them.      Now    let    us    see 
how  this  Act  operated  on  the  unfortunate 
people  of  Ireland.     The  average  income 
of  the  people  of  Great  Britain  is  about 
£40  a  year  per  head  of  the  population ; 
but    at    the  very    highest    the   average 
income  of  the  people  of  Ireland  is  only 
about  £12  a  year.     Where  is  the  justice 
of  saying  that  a  man  who  has  £12  a  year 
to   subsist   upon    should    pay    the   same 
^xes   as   a   man   who   has  £40  a  year? 
Those    figures    are    unquestionable,   and 
year  after  year  the  effect  of  this  arrange- 
ment was  to  raise  the  taxation  per  head 
upon  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  at  the 
time  of  the  Union  the  taxation  in  Eng- 
land was    about  £3  per    head,  and    in 


Ireland  it  was  about  10s.  or  lis.  At  the 
period  when  the  Royal  Commission  made 
their  Report  the  taxation  of  Ireland  had 
risen  to  £1  5s.  lid.  as  against  £2  5s.  4d. 
in  England.  The  effect  of  this  unfortu- 
nate arraigement  was  to  submerge 
Ireland  in  debt.  I  am  now  speaking  of 
the  position  of  things  as  resulting  from  the 
Act  of  Union.  The  result  was  to  keep 
Ireland  with  a  millstone  round  her 
neck,  and  she  was  just  like 
an  individual  who  begins  life  with 
a  small  debt,  whose  income  never 
overtakes  his  indebtedness,  and  he 
struggles  on  until  he  ends  in  bankruptcy. 
I  Irelarjd  shared  the  fate  of  all  bankrupts, 
!  and  the  lot  of  every  unfortunate  person 
who  has  to  struggle  with  adversity.  The 
j  population  of  Ireland  in  the  year  1800 
I  was  5,000,000,  and  the  population  of  Eng- 
'  land  was  10,000,000.  Things  went  on 
'  for  some  years  after  the  Act  of  1816,  and 
even  then  the  taxation  was  not  equal. 
The  Corn  Laws  had  not  been  repealed, 
and  the  industries  of  Ireland  throve  to 
a  certain  extent,  and  throughout  every 
part  of  the  country  there  were  corn  mills, 
distilleries,  and  other  means  of  industry. 
Then  came  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws, 
which,  while  it  enhanced  the  prosperity 
of  England,  operated  to  an  unparalleled 
degree  against  the  prosperity  of  Ireland, 
and  operated  injuriously  from  a  financial 
point  of  view.  Although  I  admit  that 
the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws  was  neces- 
.  sary,  their  repeal  was  most  unfortunate  and 
most  ill-timed  in  Ireland,  though  I  admit 
it  was  necessary  that  after  the  famine 
something  should  be  done  to  prevent  the 
people  actually  dying,  as  many  of  them 
did,  from  starvation.  What  has  been  the 
practical  effect  of  the  system  of  taxation 
maintained  by  this  country  ?  The  popu- 
lation of  England  is  now  35,000,000,  while 
the  population  of  Ireland  is  only  about 
4,500,000.  The  population  of  Ireland 
has  fallen  off  1)y  nearly  one-half  since  the 
year  1850  or  1846 ;  but  the  population  of 
England  during  that  period  has  more 
than  trebled,  very  nearly  quadrupled 
itself.  Surely  there  must  be  something 
rotten  in  a  system  which  leads  to 
such  a  result.  Where  does  the  burden 
of  this  war  Budget  press  ]  Not 
upon  the  professional  class,  or  upon 
those  with  fixed  incomes,  but  it  presses 
upon  the  very  poor.  My  sympathy  is 
with  the  man  who,  when  he  gets  up  in 
the  morning,  hardly  knows  how  he  can 
provide  the  daily  meal  for  himself  and 
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hi-  family.  My  sympathy  is  with  the 
stnggling  lfJi«jiir».T  in  every  department 
of  work,  and  I  do  not  complain  of  the 
imfKjsition  of  the  income  tax,  which  wa? 
\mj)f}^xtl  for  the  first  time  in  1853  a.s  a 
terajjorary  m'-Jisure  njxjn  Ireland  hy  Mr. 
GlafJstone.  I  do  not  complain  of  that, 
Wau^e  it  may  liC  said  that  £700  or  £s(X) 
income  in  Ireland  <jnght  to  be  as  good  as 
£700  or  £800  income  in  England.  AMiat 
I  complain  of  is  tliat  the  man  who  ha.s  to 
supp^jrt  him.self  and  his  family  on  a 
miserable  pittance-  and  who  has  to  do  it 
on  a  sum  four  times  le.s.s  than  that  of  his 
English  brother—  -shonld  have  to  pay  for 
the  necessaries  of  life  the  same  amount 
of  taxation.  AVhen  Mr.  (Tladstone 
imposed  the  income  tax  and  raised 
the  duty  on  spirits  he  expected 
that  it  would  only  crmtinue  for  seven 
years.  He  admitted]  himself  that  he  was 
doing  an  injustice  to  Ireland  for  which  he 
afterwards  made  ample  reparation  in  his 
legislation  and  attempts  at  legislation. 
He  felt  that  because  as  a  compensation 
he  gave  up  £4,000,000  of  terminable 
armuities  as  an  equivalent  for  the  imposi- 
tion of  the  income  tax  in  1853  those  annui- 
ties which  had  been  created  as  an  Irish 
debt  because  of  advances  made  for  relief 
works  during  the  time  of  the  famine. 
Why  should  this  system  be  still  con- 
tinued ?  Why  in  the  present  Budget 
should  this  wrong  be  perpetuated  1  I  can 
tell  the  House  from  experience  in  every 
part  of  Ireland  from  the  north  to  the  south 
that  tea  is  an  absolute  necessary  of  life 
not  only  with  the  better  classes  but  with 
the  poor  struggling  artisans,  labourers, 
and  peasants  all  over  the  country.  Tea 
in  every  poor  home  is  the  main  support, 
and  the  imposition  of  2d.  a  pound  on  tea 
is  a  serious  and  formidable  matter  for 
these  poor  people  to  deal  with.  It  suits 
some  persons  to  allege  in  difierent  places 
that  Ireland  is  now  prosperous  and  'that 
she  is  not  poorer  than  other  parts  of  the 
countiy.  But  those  who  know  Ireland 
must  feel  what  a  mockery  and  delusion 
it  is  to  allege  any  such  thing.  Let  any 
hon.  Member  traverse  some  of  the  out- 
lying parts  of  England  and  also  the 
outlying  parts  of  Ireland,  and  then  I  am 
sure  he  will  honestly  and  fairly  admit 
that  in  Ireland  the  mode  of  life  is  far 
lower  among  the  poor  than  among 
the  poor  in  England.  Why  then  should 
they  l>o  taxed  on  the  same  basis  ?  I  am 
not  a  smoker  myself  except  in  the  verv 
smallest  degree,  and  therefore  I  can  speak 
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disinterestedly  :  but  by  putting  an 
tax  upon  tobacco  the  poor  fellow  who 
to  go  for  hours  without  a  meal  will 
a  very  serious  loss.     The  labourer  in 
field  and  the  peasant  in   the  barn 
rather    go    without    their   allowanoe 
about  a  poimd  ot  Indian  meal  a  day  tJal 
go  Avithout  their  pipe    of   tobacco.    Bi 
why  place  a  tax  on  tobacco,  and  why  at 
select   some    other   article  ?     WTuskr  i 
one  of  the  principal  manufactures  of  In- 
land, but  it  must  not  be  imagined  fna 
that    statement    that    Ireland    is 
drunken  than  England,  for  that  is  quite 1 1 
mistake.     The  figures   in  the  Report  d\ 
this  Commission  show  that  there  iskil 
whisky  dnink  per  head  of  the  popnlatifli 
by  the  Irish  than  is  drunk  by  tne  En^ 
or  the  Scotch.     It  is  a  popular  fallacy  to 
say  that  the  Irish  are  the  greatest  winab 
drinkers.  They  do  occasionally  "  indulge' 
at    fairs   and  markets   and    get  a  Httfc 
excited  either  from  the  ardour  of  their 
nature  or  from  the   emptiness   of  their 
stomachs,  but  that  is  the  greatest  criae 
that  can  be  allegerl  against  them.     Bat  a 
top  dressing  of     whisky    on    an   cmptr 
stomach  is  very  apt  to  reach  the  hoi 
At  one  time  whisky  used  to  be  one  of 
the  main  products  of  Ireland.     But  nor 
I  could  mention  distillery  after  distillery 
i  which  have  had  to  l>e  closed. 

!    ♦.Mr.  WILLIAM  JOHNSTON  (Belfast, 
I  S.) :  Thank  goodness  1 

!    ♦Serjeant    HEMPHILL  :     The    hon. 
i  Member  says  "  thank  goodness,"  and  he 
I  is  a  temperance  advocate.     I  do  not  vieM 
!  to  him  in  my  admiration  of  temperance, 
I  but  it  is  a  mistake  to  sup])osc  that  the 
:  shutting  up  of  those  distilleries  and  the 
I  consequent    throwing    of    a    number  ot 
,  people  out  of  employment  in  any  way 
I  discourages  intem])erance,  for  it  has  no 
I  such  effect.     The  intemperance  increases 
afterwards,  and  the  only  difference  is  that 
instead    of     getting    sound     wholesome 
spirits  they  often  get  adulterated  spirits 
mixed  with  sulphuric  acid  which  is  sold 
in  some  of  the    shebeens  and    inferior 
public-houses,    and     this     drives     those 
who   consume  it  in  moments  of    weak- 
ness  and    temptation    to    madness    and 
desperation.     But  this  is  no    argument 
for    imposing    this     extra    taxation    on 
Ireland.       The    effect    of    imposing    too 
high  a  tax  on  spirits  is  to  lead  to  adultera- 
tion,   which  aggravates   the    evil  of  in- 
temperance.     It    may   not    be    possible 
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■b  have  a  different  system  of  taxation 
*»  Ireland  and  England,  Imt  it  is 
■ossible  to  take  into  consideration 
^e  taxable  capacity  of  the  two  countries. 
iome  authorities  have  measured  this 
capacity  as  one  to  twenty,  but  I  think 
-me  to  twenty-three  is  nearer  the  mark, 
\nd  some  authorities  have  put  it  at  one 
«iO  thirty.  At  the  present  moment  Ire- 
land is  taxed  upon  the  proportion  of  one 
ax)  eleven.  That  is  distinctly  wrong,  and 
Ht  ought  to  be  altered  so  as  to  make  the 
result  agree  with  the  principle  of  right 
and  justice.  There  can  be  no  difficulty 
in  doing  so,  and  why  should  you  select  for 
taxation  articles  which  press  most  severely 
upon  our  already  overtaxed  people?  Why 
select  tea,  whisky,  and  tobacco  as  the 
Dieans  for  swelling  up  this  inoixiinate 
revenue,  for  a  war  which  by  no  means 
redounds  to  the  happiness  or  to  the  glory 
of  the  British  Empire  ?  We  had  a  \'olu- 
minous  statement  the  other  day  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  which  showed  that  the 
expenditure  of  Great  Britain  had  doubled 
since  1850 — I  think  his  figures  were  that  in 
1850theincomewasabout£50,000,000,and 
now  it  is  considerably  over  £100,000,000. 
Wo  know  also  that  the  expenditiu-e  is 
now  going  up  by  leaps  and  bounds.  I 
am  old  enough  to  recollect  what  has  hap- 
pened for  a  great  number  of  years  back, 
and  perhaps  I  may  claim  to  speak  with 
some  authority.  But  I  can  put  my  hand 
on  my  heart  and  say  that  I  see  very  little 
symptom  of  any  material  progress  or 
prosperity  in  Ireland,  a  result  which 
mainly  arises  from  this  inequality  of 
taxation  and  this  imposition  of  burdens 
that  have  been  demonstrated  to  be  most 
unfair  and  unjust  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Sir  T.  G.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.) : 
Personally,  I  feel  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Peterborough  for  his  inter- 
vention in  this  debate.  Though  we  have 
liad  a  number  of  speeches  upon  this  ques- 
tion, it  is  very  seldom  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  favour  us  by  recording  their 
reasons  for  objecting  to  the  claim  of  Ire- 
land to  financial  redress.  I  cannot  say 
tliat  the  hon.  Member  has  converted  me 
to  his  point  of  \iew.  He  holds  his  own 
views  to  his  own  satisfaction,  and  that  is 
an  extremely  agreeable  frame  of  mind  to 
1)6  in.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  shall  be 
able  to  change  his  opinions  by  introducing 
to  his  mind  any  doubt  upon  the  subject. 
One  remark  which  the  hon.  Member  made 


j  was  that  he  generally  felt  rather  confused 
j  about  these  Irish  questions.  I  may  say 
I  that  the  hon.  Member  is  not  the  first 
I  English  Member  who  has  been  confused 
upon  Irish  questions,  and  who  has  voted 
I  upon  them  without  a  full  understanding 
I  of  their  bearings.  I  am  afraid  that  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  were,  to 
my  inferior  mind,  also  somewhat  con- 
fusing. He  spoke  about  the  Com- 
mission which  made  the  Report 
upon  Irish  finance,  and  he  told 
us  that  while  he  thoroughly  agreed  with 
the  facts  he  disagreed  with  the  findings 
of  that  Commission.  Now  I  agree  both 
with  the  facts  and  the  findings  of  that 
Commission,  which  brought  a  good  deal 
of  light  to  my  mind,  and  I  have  no  fault 
to  find  with  them.  I  wish  the  hon. 
Member  had  given  us  some  solid  reasons 
for  his  disagreement  with  the  findings 
of  that  Commission.  He  went  back  to 
the  Act  of  Union  and  to  the  Act  of 
1816,  and  he  told  us  that  after  the  con- 
solidation of  the  two  Exchequers  Ire- 
land did  not  pay  the  tax  she  was  entitled 
to  pay  under  the  Act  of  Union.  If, the  hon. 
Member  would  do  me  the  favour  of  con- 
sulting me  I  could  show  him  certain 
papers  in  the  Library  of  this  House 
which  deal  with  that  period  of  1816,  and 
I  think  I  could  convince  him  that  Ire- 
land has  ovei-paid  her  proportion  by  many 
millions  sterling. 

I  ♦Mr.  PURVIS :  I  was  only  alluding  to 
I  what  the  Royal  Commission  found  as 
,  facts,  and  I  agree  with  their  findings. 

j      Sir  T.  G.  ESMONDE  :  Then  the  hon. 
I  Member  agrees  that  Ireland  is  overtaxed^ 
!  If  that  is  his  view  I  hope  he  will   vote 
with  us. 

j  ♦Mr.  PURVIS  :  I  said  that  what  the 
I  Royal  Commission  found  as  fact  I  agreed 
I  with. 

Sir  T.  a  ESMONDE  :  Then  the  hon. 
Member  is  in  agreement  with  the  find- 
ings of  the  Royal  Commission.  There  is 
another  important  element  to  be  con- 
sidered in  regard  to  the  period  of  1816. 
In  the  treaty  there  was  a  provision  for 
the  periodical  revision  of  the  financial 
relations  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  and  that  revision  has  never  been 
carried  out.  Upon  that  clause  in  the 
Act  which  consolidated  the  two  Ex 
chequers  the  claim  of  Ireland  to  a  large 
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B  found  to  be  non-prod iictiv'o. 
vre  one  or  two  small  matters  to 
[  would  wish  to  direct  the  attcn- 

the  Chancellor  of  the  P]xchequer, 
haps,  in  his  a1>sence,  the  Vice- 
mt  of  the  Board  of  Agii- 
in  Ireland  will  take  an 
:ent  interest  in  them.  The 
efors  to  the  redemption  of  quit 
in  Ireland.  I  have  repeatedly 
tor  information  on  this  subject,  but 
Tmation  has  been  given.  Year  by 
uider  the  .operation  of  the  Land 
use  Act  certain  quit  rents  are 
led  in  Ireland,  and  the  money  is,  so 

we  can  ascertain,  devoted  to  the 
)tion  of  charges  on  Crown  property 
land.  That  is  the  conclusion  which 
drawn  from  the  small  amount  of 
ation  vouchsafed  to  us  on  the 
J.  I  should  now  like  to  learn  from 
ancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  some 

right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
ry  Bench  what  has  been  done  with 
i\Gj  received  from  the  redemption  of 
cuts   in  Ireland,   and    how    much 

has  been  received  from  that  source, 
certain  I  shall  have  the  sympathy 
5  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of 
Iture  in  Ireland  when  I  say  that 
loney  is  Irish  money,  and  should 
•plied  to  Ireland,  and  that  all 
ts   derived    from    that   source    in 

.should  be  devoted  to  Irish  pur- 
There  aie  many  directions  in 
I  in  which  it  Ciin  be  usefully  em- 
.  I  may  suggest  one  way  in  which 
ht  be  applied  to  remedy  a  very 
g  grievance  -namely,  in  the  re- 
taxation  in  towns  in  Ireland.  Under 
ocal  CTOvernmeut  Act  the  Irish 
have  received  no  benefit  whatever, 
king  them  all  round,  their  taxiition 
m  increased  under  the  Act,  in  some 
0  an  enormous  extent.  I  think, 
)re,  that  this  money,  which  is  Irish 
,  ought  to  be  well  employed 
icing  taxation  in  towns  in  Ireland. 

e   asking    no   favour,    we   simply 

;he  restoration  of  what  we  regard 

own  money.      There  is   another 

which  presses  very  hardly  on  poor 

in  Ireland.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
|uer  expresses  his  anxiety  to  be 
and  generous  to  poor  people  in 
1,  and  he  might  easily  avail 
f  of  this  opportunity  to  help  them, 
le  to  the  question  of  law  costs  in 
1,  in  connection  with  small  agree- 

small  contracts,  and  the  taking 
:   administration  orders.     Though 

;.,  LXXXI.       [Fourth  Series.] 


the  charges  are  not  very  large,  they  yet 
press  very  hardly  on  the  poor,  and  I  think 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
consider    the     question      of     relief      in 
this      direction.      Suppose     the      occu- 
pier    of     a     labourer's     cottage     or     a 
small  farm  dies,  his  successor  has  to  take 
out  letters  of   administration,  at  a  time 
when  the  family  can  perhaps  ill  afford  to 
spend  money.  This  is  a  small  matter,  and 
would  only  have  a  trifling  eft'ect  on  the 
\  receipts   of   the   Chancellor   of  the  E\- 
\  chequer,  and  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Genthi- 
will   consider  it.     We   claim   in   Ireland 
that  we  get  nothing  like  our  proper  share 
!  of  Imperial  expenditure.     That  point  has 
'  been  already  raised  by  my  hon.  friend  the 
'  Member  for  North  Donegal,  and  the  figures 
he  quoted  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the   House,  but  I  will  take  one  or  two 
concrete   cases.     Two  years   ago,    under 
'  the  Public  Offices  (Acquisition  of  Sites) 
'  Act,  and  the  Public  Buildings  Expenses 
Act,    you   spent    3i    millions   of   public 
moiley  on  public  buildings  in  London.     I 
would  like  to  know  how  much  was  spent 
in  Dublin  on  public    buildings    in    that 
year.     So  far  as  I  can  gather  no  money 
at  all  was  spent.     This  is  a  matter  which 
some  of  us  feel  very  strongly.     We  have 
in    Dublin     a    picture     gallery    and     a 
,  museum,  but   because  neither   of    these 
buildings  is  large  enough  to  hold  the  col- 
lections   which   ought    to  be  placed    in 
them,  a  number  of  interesting  objects  of 
antiquarian  interest   are  not  able  to  be 
housed.     If  you  spend  three  and  a  half 
millions  on  public  buildings  in  London  I 
think  you  ought  to  contribute   a  small 
amount  for  public  buildings  in  Dublin. 
In  addition  to  its  endowment  the  British 
Museum  gets  £160,000  of  public  money 
every  year,  whereas  the  Dublin  Museum 
only   gets  XI, 600.       That   is  not  a  fair 
proportion,  and   if,   on   the   question   of 
Imperial  expenditure,    reliance   is   to  be 
;  placed  on  the  argument  as  to  a  set-off", 
I  I   think   the  attention   of    the    Govern- 
,  ment    ought    to    be    directed    to    this 
!  matter  of  public   buildings.      I   had  in- 
tended to  deal  with  the  question  of  the 
;  new  duties  to  be  imposed  on  spirits  and 
'  beer  in  Ireland ;  but  I  will  content  myself 
with  sapng  that  the  taxation  of  spirits 
has  been  increasing  for  the  last  forty-five 
years  in  Ireland,  and  now  stands  at  as 
high  a  figure  as  it  ever  stood  before.     I 
do  not  speak  in  this  matter  either  from  a 
temperance  or  an  anti-temperance  point 
of  view.     I  look  upon  it  as  an  industrial 
matter,  and  the  danger  is  that  by  your 

D 


9U 


FinaMml  RHitlhm 


{COMMON^}  (England  find  Itehmd). 


taxation  you  may  injure  what  is  after  all 
the  only  important  industry  remaining 
in  Ireland.  The  taxation  of  whisky 
,  hiis  now  reacheti  such  a  point 
that  distillers  in  Ireland  are  taking  very 
serious  alarm.  At  an  important  moeting 
held  in  Dublin  a  few  days  ago  an  able 
statement  of  the  case  was  made  by  Mr, 
Nagle,  The  distillers  arc  certainly  very 
seriously  coneenied  at  the  possible  results 
of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  WILLIAM    J0HN8T0N :    The 

hoiL  Baronet  speaks  of  only  one  induatty 
in  Ireland.  Are  there  not  other  indus- 
tries in  Belfast  1 

8tR  T.  G.  ESMONDE:  I  am  very  gkwi 
that  Belfast  is  an  exception,  and  I  am 
only  Sony  we  have  not  a  few  more  in 
Ireland.  What  I  would  pre^  on  the 
Government  is  that  in  view  of  the  danger 
of  serious  interference  with  a  most  impor- 
tant industry  it  ought  to  be  taken  into 
c^jri^ideration  whether  the  tax  on  whisky 
should  not  be  imposed  for  one  year  only, 
and  that  we  should  have  a  guamntee  that 
it  will  not  be  repciited  next  year.  A  large 
amount  of  employment  is  given  by  this 
industiy  in  Treknd.  It  is  the  anly 
important  industry  outside  Belfast,  and 
the  Belfast  industries  are  not  taxed. 
1  hope  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  give  UH  some  assurance  that  the  taxa- 
liiin  he  now  proposes  to  put  on  this 
industry  will  not  remain  on  it  longer  than 
one  year. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  K)  :  With 
nuich  that  has  been  said  on  the  subject  of 
the  condition  of  Ireland  no  doubt  many 
of  US  agi^ec,  and  are  sorry  to  agree.  I  am 
HUTU  that  everybody  wishes  in  every  way 
to  do  their  utmost  to  develop  all  the 
irul  us  tries  of  Ireland  that  can  possibly  bo 
fostered.  But  vse  must  remember  in  dis- 
cussing this  subject  that  what  is  especially 
wanted  is  an  increase  of  capital  in  Ireland. 
I  think  no  one  can  shut  his  eyes  to  the 
fact  that  the  tendency  htis  been  to  ilrive 
capital  from  Ireland  of  late  years  ;  and 
although  there  is  an  immense  quan- 
tity of  capital  available  from  every 
part  of  the  world,  it  is  extremely 
ditfieult  for  any  eompany  to  be 
got  up,  at  least  very  fcw^  to  deve- 
lop industries  m  Ireland,  That  goes  to 
the  root  of  the  difficulty.  If  the  pcilitical 
agitation  and  difficulties  in  Ireland  were 
got  over,  there  is  iio  doubt  whatever  that 
there  would  be  an  enormous  quantity  of 
capital  available  for  the  development  of 
industries  in   Ireland,  which  would  tend 

.Sir  1\  0.  Esmmide, 


to  improve  the  conditioii  of  thut  eoiu 
The  real  question  raised  in  this  ' 
seems  to  me  to  be  whether  dierc  A 
bo  a  difterentitd  rate  of  taxation  b«twtt 
Ireland  and  England.  Now,  I 
studiecl  iiith  considerable  care  the  J 
of  the  Boyal  Commission^  the  statil 
which  are  of  gt^eat  interest,  esp 
those  relating  to  the  social  condjtimi  j 
Ireland  and  England.  It  mu 
acknowledged  that  there  is  not  i 
Irish  side  to  this  question  but  an  Ei»| 
side,  and  those  of  us  w-ho  are  int< 
in  England  maintain  tBat  jusi 
England  is  as  desirable  as  juf^ticft  I 
land,  and  that  it  is  impfn*tant  thatj 
granting  juj^tice  to  IreJand,  an  inja 
to  England  should  not  be  iuffieted* 
real  qjnestion  is,  ''  Is  any  Irishman 
(  more  severely  than  any  Englishman  i 
the  same  position  of  life  1 "  That  w  i  ^ 
all  the  practical  point.  Referencv 
been  made  to  the  Act  of  Unicin,  but] 
seems  to  me  that  if  the  Act  of  Union  I 
kept  to  absolutely,  Ireland  would  payj 
great  deal  more  than  now^.  When 
&seal  system  was  rearranged 
18116,  it  was  then  thought  tbjit 
fair  aiTangement  had  been 
to.  Although  it  is  quite  tru« 
the  present  aiTangement  does  in 
way  affect  Ireland  more  hardly  than 
could  wish  J  still  the  alterations 
then  wore  for  the  benefit  of  Irelrtu 
Th«'  lieport  speaks  of  the  graat  questi 
of  the  separate  entities  of  England,  \n 
landi  and  Scotland.  I  want  to  km 
why  it  should  be  taken  for  granted  t| 
England,  Ireland,,  and  Scotland  she 
t^ken-as  separate  entities  for  the 
of  considering  this  question, 

i\lR.  CHILLY  (Mayoi  N.)  :  The  Acti 

Union  says  so, 

Mr.  BAKTLEY:  But  if  the  wh( 
scheme  of  the  Act  of  Union  were  carried 
ont  it  would  be  to  the  detriment  of 
Ireland.  If  wc  are  to  make  gepii 
entities  of  England,  Ireland,  and  S 
landj  we  might  as  well  make  sepal 
entities  of  every  district  in  the  coiinti 
and  the  result  would  be  an  absol 
absurdity.  At  page  18  of  the  Report 
it  is  said  that  the  income  tax  is  a  gauj 
of  the  relative  wealth  of  countries, 
come  tax  statistics  form  immensely  use^ 
ful  data  for  atJ  incjuiry  into  the  general 
wealth  of  a  nation,,  but  they  do  not  in  anv 
way  constitute  an  index  of  the  capacitV 
of  individuals  to  bear  taxation.  The 
amount  of  assessment  in  Ireland  can 
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_\o  way  aficct  the  individual  payments. 
■Che  Report  says  that  the  assessment  of 
'  ^Jreland  is  very  much  smaller  than  that  of 
Jfinriand,  and  therefore  the  fact  that 
Hreland  is  assessed  at  a  smaller  ratio  than 
"^England  is  a  plea  for  a  smaller  payment 
^  the  income  tax.  You  might  as  well 
^ase  the  same  argumerfb  in  regard  to  the 
tfele  of  Wight. 

Mr.  CRILLY  :  The  Isle  of  Wight  is 
not  Ireland. 


^Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 


He  is 


Mr.  WILLIAM  JOHNSTON 
<inink. 

Mr.  CRILLY:  On  a  point  of  order, 
Mr.  Speaker 

Mr.  WILLIAM  JOHNSTON  :  I  with- 
di-aw. 

Mr.  CRILLY  :  The  hon.  Member  has 
accused  me  of  being  drunk.  Is  that 
proper  language  1 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  not  a  proper  ex- 
pression ;     ' 


Member  has 


but    the    hon. 
withdrawn  it. 

Mr.  CRILLY :  Has  he  withdrawn  it  1 

♦Mr.  WILLIAM  JOHNSTON  :   I  beg 
to  withdraw  it,  and  apologise. 

Mr.  CRILLY :  I  accept  the  apology. 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  I  was  referring  to 
assessments.  The  assessment  of  Ireland 
is  relatively  very  much  smaller  than  that 
of  England,  but  it  in  no  way  affects  the 
capacity  of  the  people  of  that  country  to 
pay  taxes.  There  are  elaborate  calcula- 
tions in  the  Report  which  show  the 
difference  between  the  actual  receipts  from 
income  tax  and  the  net  assessment,  and 
that  again  is  used  all  through  the  Report 
as  an  argument  why  there  should  be  re- 
duction. It  shows  that  there  would  be 
considerable  benefit  by  reducing  the  taxa- 
tion simply  because  the  great  bulk  of  the 
people  have  small  incomes,  but  so  far 
from  that  being  a  reason  why  a  greater 
reduction  should  be  made,  it  is  quite  the 
other  way ;  and  therefore  I  say  Parlia- 
ment in  its  wisdom  has  done  all  it  can 
to  do  away  with  these  hardships.  A 
great  deal  is  said  in  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  as  to  the  calculations  per 
head,  but  such  calculations  are  most 
fallacious.  It  is  quite  true  that  if  two 
countries  are  the  same  in  every  respect, 
the  calculation  per  head  is  a  test  of  the 
capacity  to  pay  taxes,  but  that  calculation 
is  quite  upset  when  of  two  countries  com- 


pared one  is  increasing  in  population  and 
the  other  decreasing.     Take  the  case  of  a 
family  of  five,  each   earning  so  much ; 
when  another  comes  into  the  family  the 
average  per  head  is  less,  but  the  burden 
is  greater,  so  that  the  calculation  per  head 
is  one  that  may  lead  us  into  considerable 
difficulties.      According    to    the  Report 
Ireland  paid  £1    18s.  3d.   per  head  as 
against  £2   lis.  lOd.  paid  in  England  ; 
but  it  is  a  fallacy  to  draw  from  that  any 
conclusion  as  to  the  taxable  capacity  of 
the  two  countnes  as  a  whole.     We  might 
as  well  take  a  small  village  in  England 
with  a  gross  income  of  £2,500.     If  the 
inhabitants  all    smoked    and    drank    in 
reason  their  taxation  would  not  exceed 
10s.  per  head.     No  one  would  dream  of 
that  as  a  reason  for  altering  the  taxation 
of  that   district,  or  for  treating  it  as  a 
separate    entity.      The    statement    that 
identity  of  taxation  does  not  necessarily 
involve  identity   of  burden  is  true  tiot 
only  of  Ireland,  but  of  every  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.     It  is  harder  for  a  man 
with  £1  a  week  to  pay  Id.  than  it  would 
be  for  a  man  with  £2  a  week  to  pay  2d. 
It  is    often  said    that   the  reason   why 
Ireland    is     over-taxed   is    that     it     is 
the     habit    of    the    people    there    to 
drink    whisky    and    the    nabit    of    the 
people     in     England     to    drink    beer. 
That  statement  is  hardly  correct,  because 
I  find  it  stated  in  the  Report  that  the  con- 
sumption of  spirits  per  head  in  Ireland  is 
very  much  less  than  in  Great  Britain, 
although  that  of  beer  is  only  about  half  as 
much.     That,   no  doubt,   is    very   satis- 
factory to  Ireland  from  the  temperance 
standpoint,  but  it  does  not  bear  out  the 
argument  that  that  is  the  reason  why 
they  are  over  -  taxed.     Another  reason 
why  the  taxation  of  Ireland  should  be 
reduced  is  said  to  be  that  the  average  in- 
come out  of  which  the  Irishman  can  pur- 
chase is  smaller  than  the  Englishman's. 
If  that  argument  is  to  prevail,  taxation 
must  be  reduced  in  every  poor  district, 
and  I  should  require  that   my  constitu- 
ency should  receive  consideration.     [An 
Hon.  Member  :  Islington  is  not  Ireland.] 
The  argument  really  comes  to  this — that 
there  ought  to  be  a  sliding  scale  of  duties 
according  to  the  consumption  or  poverty 
of  a  district.     As  long  as  alcohol  is  con- 
sumed and   treated   as   a   taxable   com- 
modity  there  is  no  possibility  of  strict 
theoretical  justice  in  taxation. 

♦Mr.  LECKY  (Dublin  University):  I 
think  every  Irish  Unionist,  whatever  may 
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iM-  ill-  •■jiiiriiri-  'III  «itb»-r  iiiiiit-s  iiwK 
•  li'^iif  tliai  th*-  •i!ii.-nti<iri  iif  thi-  Aiiiiiicial 
rvhiti'jii-  'if  FJiifl.iiifl  aii'l  In-laiiii  ••houM 
U-  k»pr  'N-ar  of  th**  •jii»-»tiiiii  ••!  the  'jMi- 

;/:iti«iti  ••!   In-ialKl  t"   :i^«i«t     KligLitl'l  ill  ilTl 

hiipi-rial  «'ifiN->t.   If  tlir  riii««!i  is  a«.oepted 
ai  alt  it  nmsT  JTiiply  that  in   all  .-neh  cjii- 
t<r-»t.s     Ir»-lari*i     riiu-t     ::••     ht-aitily    with 
Kri){]aiif[.     !iMt     'iiily        a-     Axr     i.-     imii' 
>plen'li'lly  «ioiii;i  — 1»'."  '.\\*'  *i.Tvii-,>  of  h».'i' 
MiMii-i*.  liiit  aU'i  iiv  h' r  hi la! trial  ?»iip|X>it. 
Fmni    an    ImfMrrial    i*«*iut    *ii    vifw.  tht* 
>tmnj^e.st  argi  II  Merit  again -it  Home  Rule  is 
that    it    woiiM    jila^i;    the    rexmrucs   of 
!n'lan<l  in  the  han^U  "if   ni^Mi    whii  wouM 
Im"   ho-tilr  to  till'  int«Tr*i-  i.f  the  Knipiiv, 
ah'i  no  ri'asonahle  man  <-an  deny  that  if  a 
.-••[jfirate  Parliament  hail  ex i<:te<l  in  Ireland 
tliii-in;:;  the  hist  few  month •:.  and  if  it  had 
ronsistL-^l   mainly  of    men    like  the    hon. 
-Memlir.T-   opj)<»site.   its     whole    influence 
»voiilrl  have  heen  i-mplovi'd   in   thwarting 
and  injuring  Kngland  in  th«'  present  war. 
Lo«iking,  howi'ver.  at  this  ijU»'Stion  i»n  its 
M\vn   mi^rit.-,    1    have   always    maintaine<l 
tliat    Ireland,   aeeunling  to   the    Act    of 
I'niiin,  and  aeconling  to  the  uniform  pre- 
4'e<leni'«  of  Irish  legishition,  lias  a  right  to 
lie  treatifd  in  matters  of  finance  (as  she  is 
treated  i»n   nearly  every  other  subject)  as 
a    distinct    urn't :    and  that    if    it  can  lie 
nhown  that  common  taxation  pri'sse>  ufXMi 
her  with   disprojMHtionate    force     if  the 
ratio  of  her  c(Mitril»utioii  to  Imperial  taxa- 
tion docs  not  at  \{^ii<   r<Miglily  convsjjond 
with  hirr  relative  wealth  as  eom]Kireil  with 
th«'  other  jH>iti<»ns  of  the  Kmpire,  that  is  a 
iMitter  d<*manding  legislative  inijuirv  and 
redress.       Thir  nw^t  of  this  whole  coutro- 
\ersy    is    that    a    financial     conmiission 
e^tal)Iished    on    high     Knglish     financial 
authority  that    such   a  disjNU'ity    existcHl. 
It  is  (pu'te  certain  that  many  things   have 
Imm'u  acting  against    Ireland.       The  main 
«'X«tmption8  fri>m  taxation  which  she  once 
en  joy  ("d  were   m*arly   all    aholishod  when 
indirect  taxation  wasmninly  concentrated 
on  a  very  few  artichfs  of  giMieral  consump- 
tion. Ii('r      |>opulation     has     rapidly 
diminished,     whih*    the     ]H)pulation     of 
Kngland  and  Scotland  has  enormously  in- 
creiiHed,  and  this   has    naturally  aftected 
the  proportion  of  t^ixation  per  heaxl  in  the 
two  countries.      (Ireat  I{ritiiin   is  a  grejit 
manufactuiing    country,    and    ha*^     been 
advancing  in  wealth  with  gigantic  strides. 
Ireland,  except  jxirhaps  in   one  j)rovince, 
hiis  m;ide  no   such    progress.       lioth  the 
level  of  material  prosinirity  and  the  rate 
of  material  progress  are  wholly  different 
on  the  two  sides  of  the  Chaiuiel,  and  this 
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U'-.^f^sarily  implies  a  j^rvac  rliffereiict 
tAc  ]ireaiMire  •>!  taxation.  Then 
i^  the  fact  thai  while  hardly  more  i1 
tine- halt  of  the  taxation  of  Great 
is  i!idiiect  taxatit>ii,  in  Ireland  the 
tion  is  alioiit  70  per.eeiit..  and  that  br 
the  larger  pait  •»/  this  is  the  whisky  tul 
IreLirul.  unlnrtuiiately,  is  a  whisky  «lnii^| 
ing.  nut  a  liecr  drinking,  countn' 
whisky  for  very  good  reason:}  Ls  mok 
more  hestvily  taxed  than  lieer.  TV 
there  are  caiu«es  of  another  kind  that  \i\* 
teiirlefl  to  keep  her  poor.  A  much  luie 
level  of  industry ;  political  agitation,  vkia 
has  steadily  driven  capital  out  of  ^ 
coiintrr,  and  turntMl  the  people  fronitk 
paths  of  industry  :  land  legislation,  vhka 
has  directly  im]»verishecl  the  onuci> 
of  the  soil,  withdrawn  the  whoit 
]-ental  of  the  .country  from  its  improvr- 
nient,  liroken  <lown  all  sense  of  the  oU? 
gation  of  contract,  which  is  the  tini 
ciMiiIition  i>f  real  industrial  prosperitr. 
and  done  moiv  than  any  single  thing  :« 
promote  the  emigration  of  Irish  capita! 
and  to  prevent  Knglish  capital  coining 
over  to  Iix»land— all  these  things  hai« 
establishcMl  a  gix*at  difference  lietweenthf 
tw(»  countries,  and  whatever  controvem 
there  may  l»e  about  their  relative  taxalior. 
at  present,  there  is  very  little  differeiM 
alM^ut  the  fact  that,  in  the  sixties  at  least, 
i  t  wa  s  gi'(  >ssly  u  i  if  a  i  r.  w  hei  i  I  rela  nd  appoars 
to  have  paid  alnrnt  an  eighth  of  the  taxa^ 
tion  of  the  Km  pi  re,  aiicl  when  out  of  n 
revenue  of  a  little  more  than  seven 
millions  iu>arly  five  millions  were  taki'ii 
for  lni])erial  purj^jses.  The  First  lionl 
of  the  Trejisiu'v  has  iiseil  language  alN^it 
indirect  taxation  which  .<eems  to  me  full 
of  fallacy.  He  speaks  as  if  in  conipanng 
the  taxation  of  the  two  countries  it  ought 
to  be  altogether  «miitted.  I  fully  gnuil 
that  there  are  great  ditticulties  in*tmciiig  | 
its  incidence,  but  after  all  indirect  taxa- 
tion is  taxati<Mi  -a  sum  taken  from  private 
persons  just  as  really  as  taxation,  ami  it 
caiuiot  be  omitte<lfn>m  any  calculation  of 
the  com|)arative  |)jiyme!its  made  by  the 
two  countiies,  and  if  the  same  indiii'Ct 
taxation  falls  on  an  article  which  is  pnv 
poitionately  nuich  more  consumed  in  one 
country  tluin  the  other,  this  may  act  most 
inifairly  upju  the  country  that  chiefly 
uses  it.  In  his  sixjwh  in  1898  the  First 
Lorfl  brought  foi-ward  an  argument 
intended  to  Ik;  a  rvdnHio  ud  aU'irdtnn  fif 
the  Irish  claim.     He  siiys — 

*'  Ft  is  stated  that  Irdland  under  the  pre<ii*iit 
synteni  of  imlirect  taxation  iiays  two  an>l  n 
half   millions  in  exeess  of   what  she    oir^ht 
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c    <>  pajr.     Supix)se  the  iluty  on  tea,  tobacco, 
ind  HpiritH  were  raiHe«l  t4>  aiiiountH  that  would 
Bake  it    impoA8i))le    for   any  of  the  poorer 
^•slawes  in  Ireland  to  enjoy  any  of  these  three 
-fUticles    of   consumption.      C)o  thiM  suppoHi- 
-M  [rion    the    Irish    ^{rievance    wouM   disappear. 
Ireland   would   i>ay   nothing  liecause  it  con- 
*^nnied  nothing,  and  because  it  paid  nothin|^  it 
^%ould  have  no  ground  for  financial  complaint. 
"•Tax  it  sutiicieiitly  and  you  will  remedy  all  its 
•wrongs." 
«^Thi.s  argumiMit  appears  to  me  to  be  pure 
^sophistry.     It  aHsumes  that  there  can  be  | 
-,only   one    kind    of    financial    grievance. 
^XJiidoubtediy  if   by  increasing  duties  or' 
2  in    any  other  way  you  greatly  diminish 
^  "the  Victual  taxation  of   Ireland,  you  will 
^  t^ke   away   the   grievance  of   hei-  being 
ov<»r  taxed.     But  if  you  did  this  by  pre- 
venting her  enjoying  the  chief  luxuries 
of  a  |X)or  man's  life  you  would  be  com- 
mitting an  act  of  tyranny  of  the  grossest 
kind,  and  establishing   a  new   grievance 
much   greater   than    th^t   you    i-emove. 
But   is   this  a   pn)of   that    the   original 
grievance  was  not   a  real  one  ?     Is  there 
anything   unnatural    or    paradoxical    in  , 
this  -any   reductio  ml  almirdnm   of     the  ' 
Irish  case  ?     Is   it  not  one  of  the  most  ' 
familiar   truths  in  politics  and  in  other 
things  that  it  is  often  possible  to  remove 
an  undoubted   evil  or  injustice  by  some 
measure   which    would  create   a  greater 
one  ;  to  cure  one  disease  by  a  remedy 
which  would  produce  another  1     At  the 
Akimv  time,  in  my  opinion  the  situation  of  ; 
latt*.    years    has    l)een    very    materially  | 
modified   in   favour   of  Ireland.      \Vhen 
the  Financial  Commission  reported  on  the 
proportion  of  Irish  taxation  to  the  general  1 
taxation  of  the  Empire   it  was  estimated 
at  between  one-eleventh  and  one-twelfth. 
It   is   now,    according  to   the  Treasury 
Kcturns,  not  more  than  one-fifteenth.  The 
proportion  of  Irish   taxation  devoted  to 
purely   Irish   purposes   has   steadily  and 
greatly    increasecl,   and  that  devoted  to 
Imperial  purposes  correspondingly  dimi- 
nished.    The  system  of  graduated  taxa- 
tion which  has  come  into  fashion  tells  in 
favour  of  the  poorer  country  against  the 
richer  one.     A  vast  amount  of  taxation 
is  now  drawn  from  de<ith  duties  on  very 
largo  properties.    Such  properties,  though 
numerous  in  Great  Britain,  are  extremely 
rare  ni  Ireland.     The  income  tax  is  now 
graduated  up  to  £700  a  year,  and  this  is 
plainly  to  the  advantage  of  a  country  in 
which  small  properties  bear  a  much  larger 
proportion   to  large  ones  than  in  Great 
Britain.     Imperial  credit  also  in  the  form 
of  loans  has  been  given  to  Ireland  in  a 
much   larger  proportion   than   to   Great 


Britiiin.     It  appeal's  in  a  memorandum  of 
Sir  P:.  Hamilton  that  up  to  March,  1893, 
out  of  about  £1 20,000,000  advanced  by  the 
State  as  loans  for  local  purposes  al)OUt 
fifty-two  millions   had  gone   to   Ireland. 
The  rate  of  interest  on  various  old  loans 
has  been  within  the   last   two  or  three 
years  reduced,  and  under  the  Purchase 
Acts   eighteen   millions   have   been   lent* 
with  the  object  of  creating  peasant  pro- 
prietors.    It  is  quite  tnie  that  these  loans^ 
except   in  cases  where  they   have   l)een 
remitted,  are   not  a  loss  to  England,  as 
they  are  paid  for  by  interest,  but  they 
are  unquestionably  a  gain  to  Ireland,  aa 
they  place  the  best  credit  in  the  world  at 
her   disposal   -a   credit    cei-tainly    much 
better  than  she  could  have  obtained  for 
herself.     And  in  addition  to  this  many 
grants  have  been  of  late  years  made  to 
Ireland   fn)m   Imperial    sources.      There 
has      been      some      controversy     about 
whether   the    £700,000  gianted  to   Ire- 
land    in     relief     of     agricultuml     rates 
two     years     ago     shouhl     Ihj     regarded 
as  an  offset.     Taken  its  a  whole,  in  my 
opinion,    it   certainly  should   not.      Tha 
grant  was  made  ec^ually  to  Great  Britain 
and  to  Ireland  on  the  ground  of  agricul- 
tural depression,  and  as  Ireland  is  a  poorer 
and  a  more  purely  agricultural  country 
than  England  she  would  have  had  a  full 
right  to  it  if  the  financial  (question  had 
;  never  arisen.     But  though  I  cannot  admit 
I  that  a  common  grant  given  to  the  two 
countries  on    the  same    ground  was    a 
special  favour  to  one  of  them,  it  is  no 
I  doubt   true,  as  the    First   Lord  of  the 
Treasury    has    contended,   that  Ireland, 
being    more     largely    agricultural    than 
England,  has  Iwnefited  in  a  greater  pro- 
portion by  the  grant,  though  it  is  also 
tnie  that  she  only  obtained  it  two  years 
later  than  England.     But  last  session  a 
good  deal  more  was  done.     When  I  last 
addressed  the  House  on  this  question  in 
1898  I  urged  that  the  best  way  of  dealing 
with  it  was  by  some  special  grants  deve- 
loping the  resources  of  Ireland,  and  I  in- 
stanced the   Congested  Districts  Board, 
which  was  doing  so  much  to  improve  the 
poorer  parts  of  Ireland,  and  agricultural 
and  technical   education,    which  was   so 
sorely*  needed.      In   both  of    these   my 
wishes     have     been     largely     fulfilled, 
£20,000  a  year  from  Imperial  funds  has 
been   added   to  the  pre\ious  £40,000  a 
year  granted  to  the  Congested  Districts 
Board,  and  although  the  new  Agricultural 
and  Technical  Education  Department  has 
not  been  endowed  altogether  as  I  desired 
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•Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  get 

Ae  face  of  the  House  to  say  that  it 

rot  mean  what  I  say  1   Will  he  deny 

t%    is    Ireland    that    is  meant  and 

sg  else  ?     It   is   very  easy  to  con- 

_  r  a  person  and  say  no,  l)ut  there  is  no 

—       -Tiling  me  in  the  face  of  the   words 

-^^^  ciii^e      Act      of      Union      that      it 

not    point     out     Ireland     as    en- 

to    be     regarded  as     a    separate 

r-  entity.      That   is   the   first   point. 

,next  is  the  Act  of  1816  or  1817, 

jh  also  regards  Ireland  as  a  separate 

entity.      It     says     that     Ireland, 

ling  as  circumstances   may   permit 

'T  demand,  was  to  be  granted  certain 

:^^nptions  and  abatements.     Does  that 

^  tp  that  Ireland  is  not  to  be  treated  as 

-^i;;;^  .jparato  fiscal  entity  ?     I  say  distinctly 

'.    I    defy    contradiction,  that   it  was 

^itemplated,  even  by  the  Act  of  1817, 

■*•   Ireland   should    be   regarded   as   a 

ate  fiscal  entity.     If  I  have  estab- 

_lied    that,      have    not     I    established 

thing?     I  do   not  know   how   our 

can   be  answered  once  that  funda- 

ental  position  is   conceded.     The   first 

int  I  make  is  that  the  verdict  of  the 

^i^^binmission    must     be    accepted.       The 

^^erdict   of   the   Commission    stated  that 

^^Veland    was    taxed  between  £2,500,000 

^    *o  £3,000,000  a  year  beyond  its  taxable 

^   Opacity.     That  is  not  denied.     I  know 

^^/hat   the   Eoyal    Commission    is    rather 

^taeered  at,  although  it  consisted  of  some 

-*bf    the   most    eminent   financial    experts 

•^  in  the  United  Kingdom.     I  was  rather 

^surprised  to  find  the  First  Lord  of  the 

•"  Treasury  sneering  at  it  as  an  intelligent 

■^  Commission.     Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

^  man  and  those  who  sneer  at  the  Commis- 

^    jrion  mean  that  they  fabricated  figures  ? 

.  -  Does  he  mean  that  they  told  lies  in  their 

'  £eport  1     Does  he  mean  that  they  put  on 

W    paper  calculations  and  statements  which 

'    Any  financial  expert  could  discover  to  be 

^     false  if  they  were  false  ?    The  thing,  of 

•course,  is  absurd,  and  therefore  I  take  the 

verdict  of  the  Commission  for  wanted, 

•especially  as   I   believe    the    rignt  hon. 

Gentleman  admits  it  to  be  true  on  the 

supposition  that  Ireland  is  to  be  treated 

AS   a    separate    entity.      Next    let     me 

take  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 

Lord   of  the  Treasury  as  the  principal 

exponent  of  all  the  most  specious  points 

made  against  us.     Here  I  must  say  that 

much  as  I  have  read  about  and  tried  to 

master  this  question,  I  was  fairly  carried 

off  my  legs,  one  or  two  years  ago,  listening 

to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  really 


wish  we  had  someone  on  our  side  who  could 
perform  a  similar  feat.  I  have  recovered 
myself,  however,  and  I  find  that  his  speech 
on  that  occasion  is  really  a  series  of  the 
most  brilliant  sophistries  ever  spoken  in 
this  House.  Take  the  first  of  them.  He 
says  in  the  first  place  that  everyone  is 
taxed  alike  in  the  three  kingdoms.  But 
that  is  exactly  our  grievance.  If  Ireland 
is  entitled  to  separate  treatment,  as  it 
is  declared  to  be  by  the  Act  of  Union 
and  by  the  Act  of  1817,  why  should  every 
person  in  Ireland  be  taxed  in  the  same 
way  and  on  the  same  level  asithe  people 
in  England  ?  We  are  entitled  to  be  taxed 
less,  and  to  tax  us  the  same  is  to  do  us 
injustice.  Of  course  you  may  say,  "  Oh, 
the  Treaty  of  Union  is  old,  it  is  broken 
up."  If  you  say  that,  my  reply  is  that  it 
is  not  the  first  time  you  have  spoken  that 
way  about  treaties.  It  is  not  a  reputable 
way  to  regard  treaties,  and  it  recalls  to 
our  minds  recollections  of  Limerick  and 
other  places  which  forbid  us  putting  the 
utmost  confidence  in  any  British  Minister, 
including  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  said,  again,  it  was  only  the  individual 
that  was  taxed.  It  was  not  nations  at  all 
that  were  taxed.  Here,  again,  the  Act  of 
Union  came  in  with  the  answer  that 
Ireland  was  entitled  to  be  treated  not  as  a 
collection  of  individuals,  but  as  a  nation. 
The  next  thing  argued  is  that  there  is 
really  no  Irish  grievance  at  all,  because 
you  have  got  taxes  mostly  on  commodi- 
ties, and  you  need  not  use  these  com- 
modities. Don't  use  tea,  and  you  won't 
pay  the  tax  on  tea.  Don't  use  coffee, 
and  you  won't  pay  the  tax  on  coffee. 
Don't  drink  whisky,  and  you  will  pay 
no  tax  on  whisky.  Don't  drink  beer,  and 
you  will  pay  no  tax  on  beer.  I  remarked 
before  that  the  reply  to  that  was  that  it 
would  cut  the  ground  from  the  doctrine 
of  Free  Trade.  Why  should  you  pay  a 
tax  on  anything  except  commodities  if  it 
does  no  harm  to  tax  conmiodities  ?  If, 
for  instance,  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board — I  believe  he  is  a 
Protectionist — came  down  to-morrow  and 
proposed  to  tax  corn,  or  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  proposed 
to  renew  the  com  duties,  he  might 
answer  any  opponent  by  saying,  "  It 
is  really  no  tax  upon  you  ;  you  need  not 
eat  bread."  Then  if  they  take  to  eating 
oatmeal  like  the  Scotch,  and  if  you  put  a 
tax  on  oatmeal,  it  is  no  harm,  they  need 
not  eat  oatmeal ;  or  if  you  make  bread 
out  of  rye,  and  you  put  a  tax  on  rye, 
they  need  not  eat  rye  bread.     You  can 
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eat  turnips,  and  prolwWy  you  might  be 
told  to  live  upon  shamrocks.  I  have  a 
strong  suspicion  myself,  however,  that  if 
we  ceased  to  use  whisky  or  porter,  you 
would  soon  find  something  else  to  tax. 
Therefore,  I  do  not  find  much  comfort 
in  the  argument,  no  matter  how 
elofjuently  stated.  It  seems  to  me 
to  be  absiuxl.  The  ridit  hon.  Gentle- 
man next  asked  in  the  speech,  how 
are  existing  Insh  industries  injuriously 
affected  by  the  taxation  of  Ii-eland  ?  I 
can  give  two  answers  to  that.  The 
first  is  that  the  (question  is  entirely 
irrelevant.  If  it  were  true  that  existing 
Irish  industries  woie  not  injuriously 
affected  it  would  not  serve  your  case  one 
bit,  if  we  were  able  to  show  still  that  we 
weie  overtaxed.  The  Act  of  Union  does 
not  say  anything  about  Iiish  industries 
]m\\g  injuriously  affected  l\v  ttixation. 
It  provides  simply  that  we  an^  not  to  l)e 
overtaxed.  But  who  will  have  the 
audacity  to  say  that  not  one  of  the  Irish 
industries  is  injuriously  affected  ?  You 
c^mnot  take  money  out  of  England  with- 
out injuring  your  industries.  Still  more 
is  it  true  that  you  cainiot  deplete  Ireland 
of  its  capital  without  injuring,  not  one, 
but  all  the  industries  she  has,  or  had,  for 
I  am  afraid  that  they  are  nearly  all 
extinct.  But  now  I  come  to  the  (|ues- 
tion  of  the  set  off.  With  reference 
to  this  matter  I  was  for  a  time 
completely  nonplussed  by  what  I  heard 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
imagined  that  we  were  retdly  contributing 
£3,000,000  or  £4,000,000  at  least  in 
excess  of  what  we  received,  but  I  found 
to  my  astonishment  that  we  were  a  dead 
loss  to  the  Exchequer  of  £360,000  a 
year.  It  took  me  some  time  to  njcovi^r, 
but  I  am  glad  to  say  that  I  have  recovered. 
Allow  me  to  say  in  the  first  place  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  hope  he  will 
not  consider  me  offensive,  for  I  don't 
mean  to  be  so,  when  I  stat«  that  I  con- 
sider this  argument  of  the  set  off  the 
most  ridiculous  that  has  ever  l>een  palmed 
off  in  an  assembly  of  thinking  men.  If 
this  argument  of  the  set  off  is  to  remain, 
I  ask  can  there  be  anything  like  over- 
taxation in  any  country  under  the  sun  ? 
I  believe  a  general  complaint  is  made  that 
Italy  is  overtaxed  and  of  the  peasantry 
being  gi'omid  to  the  dust  by  taxes  on  this, 
that,  and  the  other  thing.  I  think  I  have 
read  the  same  thing  of  France,  and  cer- 
tainly of  Turkey.  How  can  there  be  o>'er- 
taxation  in  these  countries  on  the  principle 

J/r.  Clanci/, 


of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  All  tk 
money  raised  in  Italy  is  spent  in  Iialj. 
There  are  fifty  millions  of  money  raised  ii 
Turkey,  and  every  penny  is  kept  by  tk 
Sultan— or  the  Grand  Assassin,  as  he  omI 
to  be  called — in  Tiirkev.  How  en 
Turkey  be  overtaxed  ?  The  Sultan  heat- 
fits  his  people.  He  raises  a  large  revenue 
and  he  tiixes  this,  that,  and  the  other 
things.  He  wiings  it  out  of  them  bf 
knouts  and  other  instruments  of  dnt 
kind.  But  he  spends  it  all  at  home, 
and,  consequently,  Turkey  cannot  he  over- 
taxed. I  do  not  see  how  there  can  be 
anything  like  over-taxation  at  all,  and  all 
the  books  on  political  economy  that  I 
have  ever  read  are  a  seiies  of  a)>siuditie«, 
and  really  the  right  hon.  Grentlemau  can- 
not do  better,  if  he  is  right,  than  edit 
some  of  these  publications — the  works  of 
men  like  Mill,  Hume,  Adam  Smith,  and 
all  those  distinguished  writei-s  whoM 
doctrines  have  been  accepted  by  all 
Englishmen,  I  l>elieve,  and  .especially  by 
all  Scotchmen.  I  would  suggest  to  him 
most  respectfiUly  to  edit  these  books  and 
put  notes  to  them.  Wherever  he  meeU 
the  word  over-taxation  he  should  say 
"  Fallacy."  He  might  also  add  that  thm 
is  no  taxation  at  all,  l>ecausc  every  person 
willingly  bears  it,  and  he  need  not  pay  it 
if  he  likes  to  abstain  fix>m  consuming^ 
commodities.  But,  until  he  takes  thu 
course  and  goes  to  the  logical  conclusion 
from  his  own  premises,  I  must  continue  to 
l)elieve  that  this  matter  of  the  set 
off  is  essentially  ridiculous.  Let  me 
give  another  answer  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  am  sorry,  but  I  am  sure 
it  was  not  intentional  on  his  part,  that  in 
the  appendix  to  his  very  clever  speech^ 
which  was  printed  by  his  authority  and 
circulated  broadcast  throughout  this 
country,  there  shoidd  1m»  a  series  of  mis- 
leading calculations.  I  have  used  an 
adjective  which  is  moderate  in  comparison 
with  what  I  feel,  but  when  I  find  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  acting  in  this  way  I  reallj 
become  a  l)it  angiy.  He  tots  up  all  the 
money  spent  in  Ireland,  and  gives  a  mag- 
nificent total  which  he  debits  to  Irelano. 
Does  he  do  that  when  he  comes  to 
Plngland  ?  I  invite  his  attention  to  this 
fact.  There  are  nineteen  millions  of 
money  expended  on  ordnance  stores  and 
f»ther  such  Imperial  service.s,  every 
l)enny  of  which  is  spent  in  England, 
and  by  what  right  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  credit  that  to  the 
Imperial  account  instead  of  to  the  English 
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account,  if  he  sticks  to  his  principle  of 
accounting  1  I  say,  in  the  name  of  Heaven, 
■  take  one  principle  or  the  other.     Either 
count  Irish  everything  spent  in  Ireland, 
English  everything  spent  in  England,  and 
Scotch  everything  spent  in  Scotland.  Let 
him  do  that  and  I  defy  him  to  bring  out 
a  Budget  such  as  he  produced  two  years 
ago.     Or,  let  him  account  as  local  expen- 
diture only  that  which  is  strictly  local  in 
the  three  countries  respectively,  and  the 
same  result   will  follow.      But  I  do  not 
f  think   it  is  fair   to   adopt  one   principle 
when   it  suits  you  for   Ireland,   and   to 
i  adopt  another   principle    when    it   suits 
you   for    England.      Having   dealt   with 
?  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,   I   am  afraid 
I  most    ineffectively,   I  address   myself    to 
I   the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.     May 
?   I  ask  him  one  question  arising  out  of  the 
I   present  Budget  ?     I  observe  that  he  has 
'   addcnl  to  the  taxes  on  tea,  tol>acco,  whisky, 
'    and  porter,  for  a  certain  period.      Is  he 
going  to  make  these  additions  permanent? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  iM.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  All  those  duties  are  tem- 
porary, and  are  intended  to  be  temporary ; 
but  1  eaiuiot  pledge  myself  as  to  what 
will  happen  next  year. 

*Mii.  CLANCY:  All  I  can  say  is  that 
the  answer  is  just  what  I  have  expected. 
Once  you  put  a  tax  on  you  never  take 
it  off. 

Sni  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  The  last 
time  6d.  was  put  on  spirits  it  was  taken 
off  next  year. 

*Mk.  CLANCY  :  That  reminds  me  that 
the  example  set  on  that  occasion  may  be 
followed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now.  In  a  previous  speech  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  askeil  what  taxes 
pinched  in  Ireland,  and  what  was  our 
remedy.  My  answer  to  his  question  is 
that  every  tax  pinches,  l)ecause  my  theory 
is  that  you  are  over-taxing  Ireland,  and 
therefore  by  adding  anything  to  the  taxa- 
tion of  Ireland,  whether  on  tea,  tobacco, 
whisky,  porter,  or  anything  else,  you  are 
doing  an  injustice  to  Ireland.  He  says, 
"  What  remedy  do  you  propose  1 "  Almost 
the  first  speech  I  heard  in  this  House  was 
one  delivered  bv  the  late  Mr.  Gladstone, 
and  I  was  greatly  impressed  by  one  state- 
ment he  made.  He  was  challenged  by 
the  Conservative  Government,  then  in 
office,  to  pi^opose  his  scheme  of  Home 
Rule.  He  said,  and  I  remem])er  his 
worfls  :  "  There  lies  the  power,  and  there 


lies  also  the  responsibility."  We  have- 
not  the  power  to  caiTy  out  our  theories, 
and  whatever  remedy  we  propose  would, 
I  am  sure,  Ix"  rejected.  It  is  your  busi- 
ness to  prop.)se  remedies.  It  is  you  who 
have  the  pouer,  and  you  who  have  the 
responsibility.  I  will,  however,  say  one 
thing  -we  want  no  alms  from  you.  It  won't 
do  to  give  us  leave  to  wear  the  shanuock. 
It  won't  do  to  send  the  Queen  over 
to  Ireland,  even  though  her  visit  be 
followed  by  sen^ile  addresses.  It  won't 
do  to  offer  us  gewgaws  when  we  want  real 
and  subsUmtial  justice.  We  want  justice  ; 
it  is  a  very  simple  thing.  We  should  be 
content  with  justice,  but  for  anyone  ta 
tell  the  House  now  or  hereafter  that  the 
Irish  people  will  ever  be  content  with 
anything  less  than  justice  will  be  the  off- 
spring either  of  ignorance  or  hypocrisy. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  This  debate 
has  been  a  remarkable  one.  In  the  first 
place  it  is  in  singular  contrast  with  the 
debate  which  took  place  on  the  same 
subject  on  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford,  three  years  ago.  Then  there 
was  an  amount  of  interest  in  the  Report  of 
the  Financial  Relations  Commission, 
and  an  amount  of  l)elief  in  their 
opinions  and  in  what  was  sup- 
posed to  result  from  those  opinions, 
which  has  long  ago  faded.  But,  per* 
haps,  the  more  remarkable  feature 
of  this  debate  was  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  opened  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Donegal.  The  motion  before 
the  House  is  very  nearly  identical  with 
that  which  was  moved  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
'  ber  for  Longford  three  years  ago.  The 
!  hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal,  with  that 
financial  knowledge  of  which  we  are  all 
aware,  and  with  tnat  ability  with  which 
we  are  all  acquainted,  laid  before  the 
House  an  interesting  dissertation  upon  the 
economic  condition  of  Ireland  in  the  past 
and  in  the  present.  But  not  a  word  did 
he  say,  as  far  as  I  remember,  about  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  which 
this  motion  is  based,  and  very  little  indeed 
upon  the  question  of  over-taxation,  with 
wnich  it  is  principally  concerned.  The 
hon.  Member  told  us  a  good  deal  about 
the  depopulation  of  Ireland,  about  the 
excessive  emigration  from  Ireland,  and 
about  the  drain  out  of  Ireland  of  funds^ 
which  should  maintain  the  people ;. 
but  he  attributed  that  drain  rather 
to  absentee  landlords,  or  to  the  interest 
on  advances  made  by  the  State  for- 
tenants'  purchases  iii   Ireland,  or  matters- 


115 


Financial  liekifions 


{COMMONS}         {England  and  Irehmd).     lUJ 


of  that  kind,  than  to  over-taxation.  I 
was  astonished  that  so  keen  an  observer 
as  the  hon.  Member  should  consider  that 
the  interest  on  advances  made  by  the 
Exchequer  to  enable  Irish  tenants  to 
become  owners  of  their  holdings,  and, 
therefore,  to  improve  the  economic  and 
•aocial  condition  of  Ireland,  ought  to 
be  objected  to  as  a  drain  upon  the 
economic  resources  of  Ireland.  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  if  anything  could  make 
one  hopeless  of  doing  anything  which 
•  could  do  good  to  Ireland  in  the  future  it 
would  be  such  an  opinion  as  that  expressed 
by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  stated 
that  was  one  of  the  principal  economic 
facts  which  have  an  important  bearing  on 
the  fiscal  question,  and  ought  to  be  borne 
in  mind  in  any  fiscal  arrangements.  I 
never  complained  of  the  payment  of 
interest  on  advances.  I  pointed  out  that 
the  money  issued  from  the  flxchequer  to 
landlords  who  were  selling  to  their 
tenants  left  charges  on  the  land  of 
Ireland,  which  would  have  to  be  met  by  a 
continuous  drain  from  Ireland  to  this 
•country  for  sixty  years. 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  It  may  be 
an  economic  fact,  ])ut  I  fail  to  see 
what  it  has  to  do  with  the  motion 
before  us.  If  I  come  to  the  views 
•of  the  hon.  Member  upon  the  general 
subject  I  would  demur  altogether  to  his 
picture  of  the  economic  condition  of  Ire- 
land at  the  present  time.  No  one  will 
deny- -I  am  the  last  to  deny — that  Ire- 
land is  a  poor  comitry  comjmred  with 
England.  Ireland  has  not  advanced  and 
is  not  advancing  at  the  same  rate  as  the 
industrial  parts  of  England — it  is  obvious 
to  anyone.  But  I  ventured  to  state  the 
•other  day  in  the  House,  and  I  repeat  that 
statement,  that  Ireland  being  mainly  an 
agricultural  country  is  more  prosperous  as 
an  agricultural  country  than  the  agricul- 
tural parts,  at  any  rate  of  the  south,  of 
England.  There  are  industrial  parts  of  Ire- 
land, such  as  Belfast  and  its  neighbourhood, 
which  are  quite  as  prosperous  as  any 
industrial  parts  of  p]ngland.  Taken  as  a 
whole  Ireland  is  poorer  than  England,  but 
it  is  not  so  poor  as  the  hon.  Member 
suggests,  and  it  is  becoming  richer. 
Take,  for  example,  the  question  of 
population.  We  know,  unfortunately 
— and  no  one  is  more  sorry  for  it  than  I 
am—  that  for  many  years  past  the  popuLi- 
.tion    of    Ireland    has    been    decreiwing. 

Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 


Taking  the  years  between  1888  and  189lS, 
I  believe  the  population  of  Ireland  \m 
decreased  by  5*47  per  cent. ;  but  in  tiie 
last  five  years  of  those    ten   yext%  tiie 
population  of  Ireland  has  decreased  odIt 
by  I  *5  per  cent.     I  think  in  these  figmv 
we  may  have    good    ground  for  hopbi 
that,  as  soon  as  the  next   census,  wniii 
is   now  coming  on,  is  complete,  we  miy 
I  find  a    check  to    the    depopulatHm  d 
•  Ireland.      The   hon.    Member   spoke  d 
I  emigration.     In  1888  the  emigration  fron 
I  Ireland  amounted  to  79,000  persons,    b 
1898  it  only  amounted  to  32,000.     I  so- 
pect  that  if  anybody  would   compare  the 
!  decrease  of  population  in  the  rural  paits 
I  of  Ireland  at  the  present  time  with  tk 
'  decrease  of  population  in  the  rural  parti 
of  the  south  of  England,  the  comparisoi 
would  be  in  favour  of  Ireland.      Then, 
what    is    the    position    of    the    fannen 
in     the     two    countries  ?       I     am    best 
acquainted  with  the  south  of  England.    1 
know  this  very  well — that  in  the  south 
;  of  England  it  is  by  no  means  easy  to  get 
I  a  tenant  for  a  vacant  farm.      There  are 
I  thousands    of    iicres  of    land,   which  in 
,  former  years  grew  com,  which  now  practi- 
cally gi'ow  nothing  worth  having.     In  the 
i  case  of  Ireland,  land  in  cultivation  has  in- 
I  creased  rather  than  decreased — I  do  not 
j  say  in  arable  cultivation. 

:      i\lR.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  :  Grass  is 

not  cultivation. 

i    *SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  Oh,  jres,  it 
'  is.     Pasture  is  a  most  valuable  kind  of 
i  cultivation.     It  has  increased  rather  than 
I  decrefised  in  Ireland  in  the  last  ten  ^'cars. 
I  And  what  is  the  case  with  regard  to  letting 
famis  in  Ireland  ?  Does  not  any  one  know 
!  what  enormous  sums  are  paid  by   way  of 
I  tenant     right  ?       Take    another    point 
j  There  are  many  symptoms,  I  do  not  say 
I  of  prosperity  Jis  compared  with  the   in- 
:  dustrial  prosperity  of   England,    but   of 
!  improvement  in  Ireland.  Take  the  receipts 
I  from   railway   traffic,   a   very    fair    test. 
I  They  liave  increased  23  per  cent,  in  Ire- 
j  land  in   the   last   ten  years.     Take   the 
number  of  joint  stock  companies  doing  busi- 
ness in  Ireland.  They  have  nearly  doubled  in 
i  the  same  time  ;  their  capital  has  more  than 
doubled.     Take  the  value  of  the  foreign 
imports   into   Ireland.      That,  again,  has 
doubled  ;  and  yet  I  remember  that  in  the 
Reports  of  theRoyal  Commission  there  was 
a  good  deal  said  about  the  impossibility, 
owing  to  their  poverty,  of  Irishmen  con- 
suming even  their  own  produce.     Then, 
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•fl^ain,  take   the   deposits  in   the    banks. 
iTPne  deposits  in  the  Irish  joint  stock  banks  i 
iliave  increased   by   27   per  cent,  in  ten  i 
shears.     The  deposits  in  the  Post  Office  | 
I  Savings  Bank  in  Ireland  have  increased 
►  -from  £5,250,000  in  1888  to  £9,500,000  ! 
in    1898 ;  and  I  can  say  from  my  own  ' 
I  knowledge  that  only  the  other  day,  when 
'•  we  were  asking  for  subscriptions  for  the 
:  War  Loan,  no  small  amount  of  subscrip- 
f,  tions  and  no  small  number  of  subscribers 
■  came  to  the  Bank  of  England  from  Ire- 
g  land.      I  do  not  say  for  a  moment  that ; 
Ireland  is  not  a  poor  country  ;  but  I  do 
,  48ay    that   the    condition    of    Ireland    is 
5  distinctly  improving,  and  that  the  sugges-  , 
,;  tions   which    were    made    by    the    hon. 
3    Member  for  East  Donegal,  and  which  have  | 
g   been  frequently  repeated  in  this  House,  ' 
as  to  the  terrible  economic  conditions  of 
j    Ireland  in  the  present  day  are  exaggerated 
,    to    a    degree    which   I   think   is    to  be  1 
regretted  by  anyone  who   is  anxious,  as 
I  am,  for  the  prosperity  of  Ireland.     That ' 
was    the     pith     of     the    argument    of 
the     hon.     Member    for    East    Donegal 
in       moving      this    .  Amendment,     but, 
of  course,  since    then   it   has  been  sup- 
ported     on      other     grounds.      It     has  i 
been    supported   on   the   old    and    well- 
known  ground  of  the  Report  of  the  Royal  : 
•Commission,   and  the  main  part  of   the  ' 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
«at  down  was  devoted  to  an  argument  of  , 
that  kind.     I   do   not  want   to  question  \ 
the  ability  of  the  Royal  Commission — I 
have  never  done  so — or  the  fairness  with 
which  they   endeavoured  to   investigate 
the  case  submitted  to  them,  but  no  one 
«an  deny  that  they  did  a  very  small  part 
of  the  work  entrusted  to  them.     When 
this  particular  statement  of  opinion — 

"  That,    whilst    the    actual    tax    revenue   of 
Ireland  is  about  one-eleventh  of  that  of  (ireat  . 
Britain,    the    relative    taxable    capacity   of 
Ireland  is  not  more  than  one-twentieth/' 

is  put  forward  as  not  merely  the  opinion 
of  the  majority  of  the  Royal  Commission, 
but  practically  the  result  of  the  whole 
inquiry   which    they    were    directed    to 
iandertake,  I  can  only  say  such  a  repre- 
4sentation  is  most  unjustifiable.  The  Royal 
Commissioners     simply     recorded     that 
opinion.     They  did  not  state  that  the  fact,  ' 
which  they  considered  proved,    was   in  ' 
their  opinion    a  grievance    to    Ireland.  | 
They  did    not  state   that  it  required  a 
remedy.     They  could  not  h&ve  aone  so, 
because  three  of  the  most  distinguished 
men  who  signed  that  Report  agreed  in  the 
opinion  that  the  set  off,  as  it  has  been 


described,  ought  to  be  considered  in  deal- 
ing with  this  matter.  But  their  opinion, 
assuming  it  to  have  been  accurate  at  the 
time  it  was  made,  is  no  longer  accurate 
at  the  present  time.  As  my  right 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  has  stated  to-night, 
circumstances  have  changed  since  then. 
On  the  figures  of  1893-94  the  Royal 
Commissioners  considered  that  the  actual 
tax  revenue  of  Ireland  was  about  1-1 1th 
of  that  of  Great  Britain.  In  the  last  year 
for  which  we  have  figures  the  actual 
tax  revenue  of  Great  Britain  was 
JE108,837,000  and  that  of  Ireland 
jE8, 202,000,  so  that  in  that  year  the 
tax  revenue  of  Ireland  was  hardly  more 
than  l-15th  instead  of  1-1 1th  as  compared 
with  that  of  Great  Britain.  And  wheii  I 
am  accused,  as  I  have  been  accused  l)y 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Dublin  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Tyrone,  of  adding  to  the  inequality 
by  the  Budget  of  the  present  year,  I 
would  venture  to  deny  it.  I  have  taken 
care,  in  considering  the  additional 
taxation  which  I  piopose  to  impose 
this  year  on  account  of  the  war, 
to  lay  a  very  large  part  of  the 
burden  upon  direct  tiixation — in  other 
words,  upon  the  income  tax.  Out  of  a 
hltle  over  £14,000,000  no  less  than 
nearly  £8,500,000  will  be  derived  from 
the  income  tax.  [An  Hon.  Member: 
Too  much.]  An  hon.  friend  behind  me 
says  that  is  too  much  ;  but  I  have  con- 
sidered in  this  matter  the  position  of  the 
indirect  taxpayers  throughout  the  country 
at  large,  not  merely  in  Ireland,  but  in 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom.  [Mr. 
Lough  dissented.]  The  hon.  Member 
forgets.  I  do  not  think  he  was  in  the 
House  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Tyrone  tiddressed  the 
House. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :  Yes,  I 
was. 

*SiR  M.    HICKS  BEACH:   Well,  h* 
i  could    not    have  heard    the  right   h 
Gentleman,  who  is  an  Irish  lepnB 
tive,    which    he    is    not,    statiiuz 
plainly  and   very  straightforwardly 
I  in  his  opinion  the  income  tax  is  perfbv 
I  fair  as  between  Irishmen  and  EngHshmen. 
|.     Mr.  lough  :  I  do  not  accept  it. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :   That  mav 

I  be.      But  the  hon.   Member  for  North 

Tyrone  stated  what  I  think  no  one  can 

I  deny — that  in  the  matter  of  direct  taxa- 

'  tion  Irishmen  had  no  grievance  whatever. 


Ill) 
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Mr.  lough  :  Thon  he  giive  the  case 
away. 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Dublin  will  not  agi*ee 
in  that. 

*Mr.  CLANCY  :  No. 

*sm  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  The  hon. 
Member  Imisos  himself  upon  the  Act  of 
Union. 

CLANCY  :  That  is  a  very  stnuige 


*Mr. 
thing. 


*SiR    M.    HICKS    BEACH: 
vvvy     strange     thing     for   him 


It  is  a 
to  do, 
b(»cause  the  leader  of  the;  pirty  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
I)ul>lin  is  a  member  has  openly,  and 
I  think  frefjuently,  stated  that  in  his 
opinion  the  Treaty  of  Union  has  no 
validity  at  all.  [Cries  of  "Abolish  it, 
then.'']  I  welcome  the  adhesion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Dublin  as  a  sup- 
porter of  the  Act  of  Union.  I  am  very 
ghid  to  meet  him  on  that  ground,  and  I 
will  endeavour,  as  well  as  1  can,  being  a 
Unionist  and  believing  in  the  Act  of  Union, 
to  iirgue  the  ease  upon  that  ground.  Now, 
I  challenge  the  accurac}'  oi  the  obsei-va- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Meml)er  for  North  Dublin 
that  the  Act  of  Union  provided  that  Ire- 
land should  be  considerecl  as  a  sejmrate 
fiseal  entity.  I  will  explain  what  I  mean. 
Of  course,  everything  on  this  8id>ject  is 
contained  in  the  7th  Article  of  the  Act  of 
Union.  There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that 
in  the  first  seven  paragrai)hs  of  the  7th 
Article  Ireland  is  treatetl  as  a  septirate 
fiscid  entity.  But  these  pjiragraphs  merely 
relate  to  the  system  of  se[>iirate  taxation  for 
the  iHiqx>se  of  pi-oducing  a  pro|)ortionate 
i-e\  enue  fi-om  each  of  the  two  countries-  - 
fiist  of  all  on  the  liasis  of  two  jwrts  from 
Ireland  and  fifteen  from  Great  Britain, 
and  afterwards,  if  necessfiry,  on  other 
alternative  dofn  which  W(?re  suggested. 
But  the  whole  matter  is  changed  now.  i  was 
In  the  original  system  I  entirely  admit 
the  countries  were  sejyarate  fiscid  entities. 
Th(j  question  of  taxable  Ciiiwcity  on  the 
put  of  Ireland  and  on  the  put  of  Great 
Britain  was  the  basis  of  that  system 

Mr.  CLANC-Y  :  I  was  right,  then. 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  The  hon. 
Member  must  wait  till  the  end.  He  is  a 
litth*  premature.  When  the  authors  of  tht; 
Act  of  Uin'on  framed  that  Article  thev  did 


cease.    What  they  did  was  to  proviikij 
the  eighth  and  ninth  paragraphs  thtt- 1 

"  From  the  period  of  the  deeUmtiioii  Iff  Ih 
I'arliaiiient  of  the  United  Kingdom  tfatti 
future  expenditure  which  is  incnmdiUI 
(lefraveci  indiseriminatelv  b^  ^lul  turn  r 
posecf  on  the  same  articleR  in  each  oohbUTi 
shall  no  longer  be  necetwary  to  reguhlei 
contributions  of  the  two  countries  towwbd 
future  expenditure  of  the  United 
aoconling  to  any  specific  pToportions  or  i 
ing  to  any  of  the  niloH  hereinbefore  preBerihBl*] 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  That  was  not  to  tib| 

place  tmtil  the  circumstances  of  the  tml 
countries  became  similar.  That  is  Ul 
down  by  the  Article. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :    Veiy  wAl 

When  in  the  opinion  of  the  Parliament  <f  I 
the  United  Kingdom  the  circum8taiiai| 
haxl  become  sinmar  and  permitted  it^dl 
idea  of  proportionate  contribution  and  d\ 
the  taxable  capacity  of  the  two  coontiieil 
vanished  into  thin  air. 


Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Willtk 
right  hon.  Gk^ntleman  kindly  read  on  ) 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  am  coing 
to.  If  the  hon.  Member  will  not  he  n 
impatient  I  \vill  endeavour  to  argae  die 
question.  In  1817  the  Parliament  of  tk 
United  Kingdom  came  to  the  conclaaai 
that  the  time  had  an-ived  when  the 
Exchequers  should  ]>o  amalgamated,  and 
the  pro\'i8ion  which  I  have  read  pat  id 
force. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  You  have  broken  tlM 

treaty. 

!  ♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  With  afl 
I  respect  to  the  hon.  Meml>er,  that  is  non- 
I  sense.  The  provision  was  in  the  Act  of 
I  Union  itself.  The  pi-ovision  was  adopted 
j  by  the  Parliament  of  the  United  Kinedom 
with  the  ready  and  willing  assent  of  the 
I  Irish  representatives  of  that  day.  [Ax 
I  Irish     Member  :     No.]      Oh,     yesj    it 


Mr.  CLANCY  ; 

excluded. 


With  evoiy  Catholic 


Another 
all  drunk. 


Irish  Member  :  They  were 


♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  And  when 
the  subject  was  inquired  into  in  1 864  by 
a  Connuittee  of  the  House  of  Commons^ 
upon  which  there  was  a  majority  of  Irish 
NIembera,    when   the   Catholics  were  in- 


not  contemplate  that  that  system  should  ;  eluded,  what  was  the  Report  ?    ^^^ly,  that 
endure.     Thev    intended   that   it    should  i  the  Parliament  of  1^<16  was  justified  in 
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'le  course  they  luul  taken.     And  now  I 
bme  to  the  words  that  the  hon.  Member  , 
Or  North  Donegal  desires  me  to  read — 

J  •'  The  expenditure  shall  l)e  defrayed  indis- 
k^minately  by  equal  taxes  imposed  on  the 
iknie  articleH  in  each  country,  subject  to  such 
Virticular  exemptions  or  altatements  in  Ire- 
■Jid  and  in  that  part  of  (treat  Britain  called  ^ 
Scotland,  as  circumstances  may  api>ear  from  [ 
i.ine  to  time  to  demand."  ^ 

i^Vhat  does  that  mean  ?     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Dublin  attributed — and  I 
was  very  glad  to  hear  it— great  import- 
ance to  the  opinion  of  Lord  Castlereagh.  ' 
L  should  not  have  expected  it,  but  still  he  [ 
iid.      I   will   quote  the  words   of    Lord  i 
Castlereagh.      When    Lord    Castlereagh  j 
was  asked  to  explain  what  those  words 
mciint,  he  said  that  "abatements  might  i 
be  made  on  articles  where  a  high  duty 
was  unproductive  or  pressed  heavily  on 
the  poor."     That  was  the  explanation  of  | 
those   words   by   the  man  who  was  the  ! 
author  of  the  Act  of  Union.     And  it  is  a  i 
justifiable     explanation,     because     these  ; 
words  were  taken  from  the  original  Act 
of  Union  l)ctween  P^ngland  and  Scotland. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  a.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
Vj.)  :  Hear,  hear! 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  And  through- 
out 100  years  ])etween  the  date  of   that 
Act  and  the  dattj  of  the  Union  between 
Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  ever  since, 
thv.y  have  never  been   interpreted  other- , 
wise  than  in  this  way,  that  the  smaller  ' 
kingdom  should  not  suffer  l)y  the  imposi- 
tion of  taxes  which  injure  individuals  or 
industries  more  in  the  smaller  kingdom 
than  in  the  greiiter.     That   is  all  those 
«vo!-ds  mean.     [An  Hon.  Member  :  And 
¥|uite   enough,  too.]     The  hon.    Member 
-says     that     it     is     quite     enough,    too. 
I    want    to    ask    whether,    taking   Lord 
Castlereagh's     intei-pietation     of     those 
woi-ds  —  and    surely    they    have    some 
jiuthority — there  are  any  taxes  at  the  pre- 
.sent  time  which  are  either  unproductive 
in  Ireland  or  press  heavily  on  the  poor  in 
Ireland  as  compared  with  other  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom  ?     I  do  not  think  I  ' 
need  dwell  upon  direct  taxation.      \Miat- 
<»ver  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Islington,  ^ 
who  is  not  an  Irish   Member,  may  say,  ' 
whatever    the    hon.    Member  for  North  : 

Dublin  has  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- ; 
man  the  Member  for  North  Tyrone  has  i 
given  that  case  away.  He  has  admitted  | 
that  there  is  no  reason  whatever  why 
n  man  having  £700  or  £800  in  | 
Ireland  should  not  pay  the  same  income  1 


tax  as  the  man  in  Great  Britain  of  the 
same  income.  And  I  might  add  that 
such  a  man  has  certainly  other  advan- 
tages which  are  denied  to  a  person  in  a 
similar  position  in  Great  Britain.  Tht; 
class  of  income  Uix  payers  and  the  class 
of  death  duty  payers  in  Ii-eland  an^  the 
persons  who  benefit  by  the  existing 
exemptions  in  Irish  taxation  as  comparecl 
with  British  taxation.  There  is  no  house 
duty  in  Ireland.  There  is  no  land  tax  in 
Ireland.  There  are  no  assessed  taxes  in 
Ireland,  and  the  class  of  income  tax  payers 
and  death  duty  payers  in  that  country 
benefit  hy  those  exemptions,  and  there^ 
fore  they  are  not  only  as  well  oft'  Imt 
better  off  than  persons  in  similar  position 
in  Great  BriUiin.  I  turn  to  indirect  taxa- 
tion. Of  course,  that  is  the  crux  of  the 
argument.  Our  indirect  taxation  is  cer- 
tainly not  unpro<iuctive  in  Ireland.  The 
complaint  is,  that  Irishmen  pay  too  much 
of  it.  Does  it  press  more  hardly  on 
industries  or  individuals  in  Ireland  than 
in  Great  Bidtain  ?  The  rigiit  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Tyrone,  who 
has  been  disowned  by  the  Mem})er  for  North 
Dul)lin,  was  very  severe  upon  me  with 
regard  to  indirect  tiixation.  He  did  not 
mention  beer,  I  was  glad  to  ol)serve,  and  I 
suppose  he  does  not  think  that  Irishmen 
drink  Ixjer.  [An  Irish  Member  :  Vcs  ; 
they  do.]  I  am  sure  thov  brew  a  good 
deal  of  it  in  the  shape  of  iK)rter.  He 
said  I  was  wrong  in  proposing  to  impose 
an  additional  tax  upon  spirits,  tol>acco 
and  tea.  But  I  want  to  know  what  is 
there  in  the  tiixation  I  propose,  or  which 
existed  last  yejir,  upon  spirits,  or  tobacco, 
or  tea,  which  is  harder  on  Ireland  or 
the  poor  in  Ireland  than  it  is  on  Great 
Britain  or  the  poor  in  Great  Britain  1 
It  is  impossible  for  any  one  to  show,  and 
no  one  has  evei-  attempted  to  show,  that 
that  is  the  Ciise.  On  the  contrary,  I  think 
there  is  something  to  l»e  said  on  the 
other  side.  I  know  that  the  poor  in 
Ireland — the  labouring  class — on  the 
average  prolmbly  possess  smaller  incomes 
than  the  same  class  in  Groat  Britain.  I 
believe  that  is  true.  [An  HoN.  MEMBER : 
Thai  is  the  <iuestion.J  But  I  am  afraid 
that  in  proportion  to  those  incomes  they 
spend  a  good  do^l  more  upon  dutial)fe 
articles  than  the  similaj*  class  in  Gieat 
Britain.  I  am  not  going  to  charge  Irish 
labourers  or  the  Irish  nation  wi^  being 
more  improvident  or  more  drunken  than 
the  similar  class  in  England  or  Scotlantl  ;  I 
should  not  think  of  it.  But  I  do  feel  this 
— ^and  I  speak  not  of  my  own  knowletige,^ 
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hnt  of  the  opinions  of  many  men  of  great 
wi'sight  and  authority  in  Ireland — that 
ilniik  k  a  greater  ciii*sti  to  Ireland  even 
tlian  it  iH  to  Great  Britaui ;  that  the 
temptations  to  drink  in  Ireland,  the 
nature  of  the  tlrink^  and  the  varioua 
eircumsUneei^  of  the  ease  lead  to  great^sr 
snifering  and  evil  from  drink  in  Ireland 
than  they  do  in  Groat  Britain.  I 
remeiiil»er  a  time  when  the  taxes  on 
spirits  in  Ireland  were  lower  than  the 
taxe.s  on  spirits  in  Great  Britain,  and  in 
those  days  what  happenecU  Wh)f%  the 
(Fijvernment  antl  Parliament  of  this 
country  usetl  to  Iks  abused  for  tempting 
"the  people  of  Ireland  to  their  min  by 
allowing  thetu  cheap  whisky  ;  and  what- 
ever  views  hoii.  Meml>ei-s  from  Ireland  may 
entertain  upon  the  subject  of  the  taxation 
ui  Ireland,  no  we  ver  anxious  they  tmiy  be 
that  something — I  do  not  know  what,  for 
no  suggestifm  has  been  really  made — 
rthuuld  I«j  done  in  order  to  diminish  the 
fixation  of  Ireland  as  compared  with 
the  taxatioTi  of  Great  Britain,  I  can- 
ruit  l>eljeve  that  anyone  who  really 
desires  the  prosperity  and  the  wel- 
fare of  the  Irish  people  would  desii-e  to 
curse  them  with  cheap  whiskj^  Then  I 
come  to  another  article,  a  much  more 
hiinaless  ai'tielo  than  whisky,  and  that  is 
tcM,  Now,  there  is  something  very  re- 
aiurkable  aliout  the  supposed  ennsamption 
of  tea  in  Ireland.  When  the  returns 
which  are  annually  presented  relating  to 
the  financial  relations  between  the  two 
kingiloms  were  originally  framed,  an  en- 
deavour was  made  to  ascertain  the 
iinmunt  of  tea  used  in  Ireland  as  com- 
I wired  with  the  amount  of  tea  used  in 
Great  Britain.  Rettu-ns  were  obtained 
ft»r  a  period  of  four  months,  I  think,  from 
the  rlifferent  railway  and  shipping  com- 
|Ninit*s^  and  other  sources  of  infoimation 
>vere  tapped,  with  a  view  of  ascertaining 
how  much  tea  was  consumed  in 
Ireland,  and  the  result  was  that  it  was 
considered  that  there  was  a  much  larger 
etmsumption  of  tea  in  Ireland  per  head 
titan  there  was  either  in  England  or  in 
.Scutliind.  I  confess  I  myaelf  have  some 
doul^t  as  to  the  accuracy  of  that  state- 
ment ;  I  doul)t  whether  the  time  for 
which  the  returns  were  taken  was 
j^uffieiently  lon^^.  But  I  assume  them  to  be 
correct,  and  the  result  is  this — -that,  whereas 
in  England  5Jlb,  of  tea,  then  producing 
a  taxation  to  the  Btat«  of  Is.  9d.,  was 
eoj  IS  limed  each  year  per  head  of  the 
population,   and   5lb.    in    Scotland,   pro- 

Str  M^  Hicks  Beach, 


dueing  a  taxation  of    Is.   8d.,  in 
6Jlb,  was    consuiJied    per  head   of 
popidatioii,     |>rodtu:ring    a     taxatiaii 
2s.  2d.     I  Mill  not  dwell    on  the  qo 
of  whether  that  extra  cauisumptkiu  iiii 
is   or  ia  not  of  advantage   to  tbt- 
people,     I   have  heard  aiitboritii:*^  ijit 
House  doubt  it ;  I   think    I    have 
the  hon.   Member  for  East   Maye  hu 
siiy  that,  in  his   opinion,  a   g*>od  M  i 
harm  is  done  by  over-consumptioaofti 

Mr.  DILLON   (Mayo,  E.)  :    I 

that  to  be  the  fact, 

*SiR  M,  HTCKS  BEACH  :  I  belwnl 

the  way  in  which  it  is  made  and  by 
amount  drunk,  a  good  deal  of  ham 
done  in  Ireland  by  the  over-consumi 
of  tea.  But  I  do  not  press  that  ©[ 
at  the  present  monaent  at  all ;  I  only 
to  the  fact  that  the  Irish  people  do 
according  to  these  returns,  and 
to  the  general  evidence,  mor^  tea 
head  than  the  people  in  England  or 
Scotland.  Well,  but  surely  that  is  no 
ment  for  sa}^ng  that  the  taxation  on 
presses  hardly  or  unfairly  on  Ireland 
should  think,  on  the  other  hand,  it  isa 
proof,  if  it  h  the  fact,  as  undoubt^^ 
that  with  regard  to  these  articles 
spirits,  tobacco,  and  tea,  the  consi 
has  l>een  increasing  in  Ireland,  alth' 
the  iK)pulation  ha«  been  diminishijig 
although  on  two  of  the  articles  the  duiv  _ 
been  increased — surely  it  is  a  proof ^  not  _ 
the  poverty  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  uist  rf 
the  evil  effect  upon  them  of  our  preMol 
system  of  taxation,  but  of  their  canadtf 
for  spending  money  in  this  way,  and  *'/ 
the  fact  that  the  tax  doe«  not  pn:si^ 
hardly  upon  them  as  is  alleged  by  hufL 
Members  from  Ireland.  I  will  concludf 
by  admitting,  as  I  began  by  admittnu^ 
that  Ireland  is  a  }XK>rer  country  tbaft 
England  ;  but  I  do  hope  the  Houee  md 
the  country  will  pay  some  regartl  w 
what  was  said  this  evening  by  a  verv 
imfmrtial  witness,  the  right  hon,  Gentlr^ 
man  the  Member  for  the  Unjv<*rsity 
of  Dublin,  upon  this  matter.  We  * 
not  been  neglectful  as  a  GrovemnK 
this  House  of  Commons  has  not 
neglectful,  of  the  poverty  uf  Irel  _ 
Hai-dly  ayear  has  passed  since  this  I*arliii- 
ment  began  in  which  we  have  not  fione 
something  more  for  Ireland  than  has  been 
done  for  Great  Britain.  Whether 
way  of  increased  grants  for  light  railwaj 
whether  by  way  of  grants  for  the  foui 
tion  of  an  Agricultural  Department^ 
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idchnical   education,    or    the    Congested 
districts  Board,   or  larger  contributions  ' 
.o    pensions   to   national    teachers    than 
iave     been     given     in     Great    Britain,  '• 
rhether    by   way   of    a   grant    towards 
lie   pa>Tnent  of   the   rate   upon  agricul- 
dral  land,  which,  though  based  on  the 
wane  principle  as  the  English  grant,  yet 
gave   to   Irish   ratepayers,  in  proportion 
>o  the  amount  of  local  taxation  in  Ireland, 
L  far  larger  amount  than  was  given  to  the 
ratepayers  of  England,  whether  by  the 
remission  of  loans^  or  by  grants  where 
there     has    been    distress    in    Ireland ; 
in  all  ways   of   that   kind,   the  present 
Gk>vernment  and  the  present  Parliament 
liave  endeavoured   to  consult  the  good 
of  the  population  of   Ireland.     Well,  it 
may  l)e  that  we  have  not  done  enough, 
but    we     shall     certainly    persevere    in 
the    same    path,    and    I    am    sure    the 
House  of  Conmions  will  readily  support 
us  in  doing  so.      And  if  there  be  any 
local  purpose  in  Ireland  to  which  money 
is  now    devoted   that  might   be   better 
voted     to     another     purpose,     and     we 
can    obtain     useful     advice     from    the 
Irish  Members— [A  Nationaust   Mem- 
ber: From  the  Irish  landlords.]  Havehon. 
Members  below  the  gangway  never  heard 
of  the  Report  of  the  Kecess  Committee,  in 
which  their  Leader  took  so  prominent  a 
part,  and  have  we  done  nothing  to  carry  out 
that  Rejjort  1    I  say  we  shall  endeavour  to 
do  what  we  can  in  this  matter,  but  the 
demand  made  upon  us  to-night  is  a  very 
different     thing.       The     demand    made 
upon   us   to-night  is   not  to   reduce  in- 
direct taxation  generally  for  the  benefit 
of   the    poorer    classes    throughout     the 
United      Kingdom.       I      can     imagine 
many     hon.    Members     on     that     side 
of    the     House     considering     that     the 
l>alance    Ijetween     direct     and     indirect 
taxation   at   present  is   unfair,  that  the 
poor     pay     too    much,    and     that     the 
Iialance   might    be     remedied     in    their 
favour.     But   that   is    not    the    request 
which  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  make 
to  us  to-night.     What  is  the  request  1     It 
is  put  fairly  and  frankly   by   the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Dublin.     He  told  us 
in  so  many  words  that  he  did  not  want 
equality  between  the  poor  taxpayer  in 
Great  Britain  and  the  poor  taxpayer  in 
Ireland.     He  will  never  be  satisfied  unless 
the  rich  and  the  poor  taxpayer  in  Ireland 
are  put  on  a  better  footing  than  the  rich 
and  the  poor  taxpayer  in  Oreat  Britain. 


That  is  a  position  which  we  will  never 
accept.  That  is  a  demand  on  the  part  of 
Ireland  and  Irishmen  to  occupy  the 
position  and  exercise  the  power  of  a 
governing  part  of  this  great  Empire,  and 
not  to  bear  an  equal  share  of  its  burdens. 
That  is  a  demand  which  strikes  at  the  root 
of  our  fiscal  system  of  equal  taxation  on  the 
same  articles,  which,  in  my  belief,  is  as 
essential  to  good  finance  in  the  United 
Kingdom  as  the  Union  is  essential  to  our 
political  welfare.  I  decline  to  accept  such 
a  proposition,  because,  in  my  belief,  under 
the  mistaken  name  of  justice  to  Ireland, 
it  will  impose  a  gross  injustice  upon 
the  people  of  the  rest  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

MR.T.M.HEALY(Louth,N.):  Theright 
hon.  Gentleman  began  his  speech  by  state- 
ments which  had  certainly  some  evidence 
of  sympathy  in  them,  because  he  con- 
trasted the  interest  taken  in  this  subject 
three  years  ago  with  the  interest  that  was 
taken  in  it  this  evening.  If  in  any  court 
the  same  case  was  tried  two,  three,  four, 
or  twenty  times,  is  it  any  wonder  that  the 
litigant  who  has  been  vainly  attempting 
to  secure  justice  and  is  unable  to  secure  it 
should  find  thac  he  is  not  able  to  get  as 
good  ^n  audience  at  the  end  of  half-a- 
dozen  years  as  he  might  have  done  when 
his  case  was  first  put  forward  ?  In  other 
words,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  presents 
us  with  the  spectacle  of  the  tired  English- 
man. We  know  very  well  that  weariness 
of  any  Irish  subject  is  the  great  ally  of 
English  Ministers.  The  Irish  Members 
have  only  the  same  set  of  arguments  to 
offer  again  and  again.  My  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  North  Donegal  has  even  been 
taunted  because  he  has  said  something 
new.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  once  mention  the 
Act  of  Union  or  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  and,  because  he  sought  by 
tapping  fresh  sources  of  debate  to  infuse 
into  this  subject  some  new  interest,  he 
was  taunted  with  no  longer  relying  upon 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  or 
the  Act  of  Union.  It  is  quite  true  that 
Irish  topics  do  not  interest  the  House  so 
much  as,  for  instance,  the  London  Water 
Bill.  That  is  the  misfortune  of  the  Irish 
Members,  and  we  do  not  suppose  they 
expect  us  to  be  as  much  interested  in 
London  Water  Bills  as  Englishmen  are 
themselves.  But  having  been  com- 
missioned to  voice  the  opinions  of  the 
Irish  people  I  see  no  other  alternative  as 
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long  as  tlic  Act  of  IJiiiDii  exists,  except  to  ,  Uixes ;  yet,  when  a  few  Exchu^^ 
put  our  C(nn])laints  ]>efore    this    House,    up  a  pi'otest  ^i^iinst^ho  shilling e 
The  riglit  hon.  (iiMith'Uian  gave  away  his 
case     when     Ik*     declared    that      there 

W21S     to     1)4^     a      set  -  off'    foi*     Ireland,    that   that   is  an   additional  injosbKl 
If     the     taxation     were     fair     through-    Ireland.     [Ijanghter.l     Was  it  nod 
out       the         three        kingdoms,       why  :  an  injustice '^     Woiiln    not  that  *' 
should    Ireland   get   any   setoff ?     Then  \  have  l>ecn  chiefly  paid  hy  £nglid 
the    right    hon.     (rentleinan   said     that    Is  not  thecommei*ceof  thocountrvB 
Ireland  was  poor     that  the  taxation   was  ;  done  in    Engknd  ?      Have  you  no(^ 
fair,  but,  Ireland  being  poor,  an  endeavour  i  lieved   Englishmen  of  this  tax,  ami  ji 
would   he   made  hy  means  of   the  dm- '  fnnfo  increased  the   taxation  in  In 
gested  Districts  Board,  the  light  railways  •  I   have   never  suggested   for  a 
system,  and  in  other  Avays  to  relie\e  th(»    that  the  nght  hon.  (.Tentleman  hadi 
ine4uality.      Where   is    the    ineipiality ,/ :  some   sympjithy   with    Ireland     1" 
Is  not  the  system  ])erfect,  is  it  not  like  the    siiid   that   to   him   lH»foi-e  now.    1 1 
rain  from  Heaven  falling  alikt^  upon  the    okserved  from  the  tone  and  demeanou 
just  and  the  unjust  t     Why  is  the  Chan-  ;  the  light  hon.  Gentleman  thathehui 
cellor  of   the   Kxche([uer,    alx)ve   all,    to  |  desire,    if    he    could,    to    display 
blaspheme  the    British   system    by    de- j  honom-able  amenity  towards  our  i 
claiing  that  Ireland  must  be  differently  I  We  have   founded  our  claim  in 
titrated   from  any  other  ix)rtion  of    the  .  on    statute ;    but    who    made    you 
Tnited   Kingdom?      I    woidd    contrast  i  in  teqM'eters  of  that  statute  1  Have  wi?f 
with  that  position  what  happened  in  this  j  said  to  the  Gk)vernment  of  Great  ~ 
House,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  j  "Be you  the  intei-pi-etoi-s  of  that  statutei'j 
in  consequence   of   the    litth?   clamour      |  Has    Ireland    ever   liad    any   chance  < 
.minute   in   volume     which  arose  from  a    putting   her   views    -except   in  counetl 
few  intijrested  trfiders   in   this   countiy,  |  argument — before  an   impaitial  triliuiBLl 
.surrendered  a  grciit  principle  of  this  Budget  i  and   having  them   debated  and  deciUl 
ingivingu])  the  shilling  con  tract  tax.  Touch  '■  upon  by  such  tnbunal  ?     The  right  bttl 
an  England  interest,  scratch  an  P^nglish  man  !  Gentleman   the   Chancellor    of    the  Es| 
-uiy  where,  and  his  ccmiplaint  will  receive    chequer  makes  himself  judge  in  his  »«! 
moreattention  than  if  there  were  a  million  I  cAuse.     Who  made  him    tlie    sole  intet- 
})eople   starving  in   Ii't^land.     The  match  i  pretcr  of  the  Treaty  of   Union  1       Is  il 
tax    was   abolished  because  there   was  a  !  because  he  is  a  member  of  the   domiiuui 
|)rocession  on   tlu»  Embankment,  but  you  [  nation,     and    the    conquering    couiitrv' 
might  have  a  procession  of  one  million    Have  we  not  as  good  a  right  to  iuteifni 
strong   in     Ireland    and    iioImkU'     would  ;  the   statute  of  Union  us    the   right  hofc 
notici;   it   4'xcept  the  police,  who  would  .  (Tcntleman  ?     Are  our  opinions  to  1)0  ^ 
beat  them   down    with  their  IkUous.     If  ;  aside  as  naught,  and  ai-e  we  to  leave  tbe 
you  want  an  object  lesson  as  to  the  wa\'    matter  to  be  decided  by   the   gentlemen 
.in     which     England     and     Ireland     are  ;  interested  in  shilling  contract  notes  *  .Viirl 
governed  you  liave  it  in  the  proix)sal  of    yvt  you  l)oast  of  your  great  anxietv  tn 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche(pier  to  which  ;  kee])  faith  with  us  !     It  appears  that  wu 
\  have  alluded,  for  when  the  contract  tax  ;  woukl  disgnicea  Dublin  Parliament.    We 
was  objected  to  l)y  a  very  sniidl  portion  ■  are  not  wanted  here,  accoixiing   to    thr 
•of  the  English  community  th(^  right  hon.    noble  Lonl  the   Meml>ei*  for  (Ireenwiirh. 
Gentleman  at  onci5  simendei'ed.     Why  is  :  But  what  wcjukl   it  1k^  in  an  Insh  Parlia- 
no  such  treatnuMit  given  to  us  'i     Have    ment  ?     You  bojist  of  your  anxiety  U'^fore 
the  commercial  classes  of  Liverpool,  Man- !  Euroin;  to  keep  faith  with  the   nations. 
.ithester,  and  otlujr  large  trade  centi-es  any  I  but  hei-e,  in  the  simple  matter  of  the  ex- 
treaty  with  the  [British  Government  which  ,  ]K»sition  of  a  stiitut4\  there  is  no  ap]xMl  to 
'  -      -  -       -  ^-  -  1         ^1         any  legal  decision.     Is  this  great  tixjatv 


th(i  contract  Uix  infringes,  or  have  they 
any  argument  beyond  the  fjict  that 
they  do  not  like  the  tax '?  With  one 
single  t-jix  on  whisky  in  Ireland  you 
abolished  some  seventy  distilleries  which 
wen;  wiped  out  in  Ireland.  You 
wtjighed  down  other  industries  in 
Jreland  by  increasing  the  tea  and  tolmcco 

Mr.  Jl  K  Ueahj. 


l)etween  two  gre^it  countries  the  Jinlv 
statute  which  is  to  hav(^  no  legal  interpn^ 
tation  ]  I  can  hah^  any  man  befont  the 
High  Couit  of  Justice  in  England  or  Ire- 
land to  recover  sixpence ;  but  where  am 
I  to  apply  for  justice  in  the  inteq)n;ta- 
tion  of  the  Treaty  of  Union  ?     I-?  ft  to 
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British  Chancellor  of  the  Kxchequer  ? 

likely  to  interpret  it  in  the  favour  of 
i^n  country  or  of  Ireland  1  Suppose 
nd  had  entrusted  itself  as  a 
«e      to      England ;     I     could     take 

before  the  Court  of  Chancery 
Eusk  whether  his  trust  had  been  pro- 
^  carried  out.  But  when  this  question 
!»  eight  million  pounds  a  year,  and 
ts  the  property  of  five  millions  of 
•le,  apparently  his  view  of  British 
ice  is  that  this  treaty  should  find  its 
interpretation  with  the  Treasury  in 
Tiing-street.  First,  you  throw  dirt  on 
statute,  and  then  the  British  (Jovern- 
t  appoints  a  Royal  Commission  of 
lent  Englishmen,  or  men  in  eminent 
jions  of  life,  whom  you  fall  down  and 
ihip.  These  gentlemen  come  to  a 
lusion ;  but,  no,  you  will  not  have 
•  veniict.  Where,  then,  are  we  to 
justice  ?  I  would  put  it  to  any  jury 
ide,  or  to  any  person  who  has  studied 
'national  law,  whether  in  a  solemn 
>ei'  affecting  two  nations,  one  of  the 
ies  to  that  treaty,  and  that  party 
B,  should  have  its  entire  interpreta- 
The    right  hon.    Gentleman   said 

Ireland  was  prosperous.  If  we  are 
|)erous,  what  have  we  to  thank  you 

The  only  monuments  of  English 
rnment  in  Ireland  are  gaols  and  work- 
les.  You  })oast  of  having  given  us 
)  railways.     Somebody  said  in  Russia 

when  you  are  expelled  from  India 
would  leave  nothing  behind  but  rail- 
j  and  empty  soda-littles.  I  do  not 
ose  that  the  total  capitalised  value  of 
prants  for  light  railways  under  the  Act 
893  exceeds  a  single  year's  taxa- 
And  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ks  that  because  he  has  furnished 
3  light  railways,  he  has  discharged 
whole  duty  of  Englishmen  towards 
country.  Then  he  went  on  to  give  a 
ierful  list  of  what  he  calls  proofs  of 
great  prosperity.  First  he  talked 
t  tenant  right,  and  the  large  prices 
1  in  Ireland  for  tenant  right.  No 
5S  are  given  in  Ireland  for  tenant 
:.  People  buy  the  houses  on  the 
s,  which  have  been  put  up  at  a  cost 
200  or  £300,  and  that  is  what  the 
!  is  paid  for.  It  is  not  for  the  light  of 
ing  the  land  that  they  pay  these 
bitant  prices.  Of  course  people 
;  live  in  houses,  and  houses  will 
ys  fetch  their  price.  The  next  great 
.nee  of  prosperity  was  the  increasing 
3L.  LXXXI.    [FoxjRTO  Sbuiies.] 


income    of  the    railways.     I    think    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  done 
well  not  to  have  mentioned  that.     It  is, 
unfortunately,  the  truth.   But  it  is  one  of 
the  great  scandals  of  the   country   that 
you   have    permitted     the  milway   com- 
panies to  exact  from  the  people  of  Ireland 
their  large  dividends  through  the  high 
rates  of  carriage    of  Biddy's    cow    and 
straw.      And  yet  you  throw  that  into 
our  teeth  as  a  proof  of  our  prosperity, 
instead  of  as  a  proof  of  the  entire  want 
of  supervision  of  Irish  railways.     What 
is  the  other  great  instance  of  our  pros- 
perity ?     The     increase     in     bank    de- 
posits. It  is  quite  true,  and    I    assume 
it  must   be  so.     Before  banking  became 
known  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  within 
the  last  fifty  years,  the  British  Govern- 
ment were  not  able  to  steal  all  our  money 
— the   small   hoards  of  the  people  were 
kept  in  stockings;  but  when  the  know- 
leclge  of    banking   became    popular,   no 
doubt  the  people  took  their  savings  to  the 
banks,  and  hence  arose  the  increase  in  the 
deposits.     But  in  my  judgment,  instead 
of  that  being  a  good  sign,  I  think  it  is  a 
very  bad  one.  [Hon.  Members  :  Oh,  oh  !  ] 
I  think  the  very  worst  place  for  any  man 
to  have  his  money  in  is  a  bank.     I  can 
understand  a    man  borrowing    from    a 
bank;    but   I    can   hardly  imagine   anv 
sensible  person  being  prepared  to  put  his 
mofiey  in  a  bank  at  1  per  cent,  when  he 
can  find  more  profitable  investments ;  and 
it  is  because  there  is  an  absence  of  profitable 
investments  in  Ireland  that  the   people 
put  the  money  in  the  banks,  and  that 
these  deposits  have  increased.    Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that 
there  is  a  set-off  in  the  exemptions  and 
abatements  in  Ireland  which  make  up  to 
us  the  value  of  what  the  Act  of  Union 
supposed  we  should  get.     What  are  the 
exemptions  we  get  ?    There  is  no  tax  in 
Ireland    on    armorial    bearing.       Well, 
there     are     eighty     Irish      Nationalist 
Members  in  this   House,  and  I  do  not 
suppose   there    is  an    armorial    bearing 
amongst  them.     I  should  like  to  know, 
therefore,   what  you  would  get  by  tax- 
ing   our    armorial    bearings.     Certainly 
there  is  no  tax  on  body  or  men  servants. 
Whom  would  that  tax  hit  if  you  put  it  on  1 
Just  two  or  three — a  few  dukes  and  land- 
lords.    What  I  invite  you  to  do  is  to  put 
the  tax  on,  and  see  what  you  will  get  from 
it.     I  know  very  well  it  would  not  pay 
the  cost  of  collection.     If  it  would  pay 
the  cost  of  collection  it  would  be  instantly 
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clapped  on.  I  come  to  the  income  tax. 
Do  Englishmen  know  that  the  mode  of 
imposing  income  tax  in  Ireland  is  entirely 
different  from  that  in  England  1  In  Eng- 
land a  man's  income  tax  is  assessed  by  his 
neighbours,  and  each  one  of  them  knows 
that  his  neighbours  in  his  own  district 
will  not  Ik?  severe  upon  him.  Who  puts 
on  the  income  tax  in  Ireland  ?  A  number 
of  Englishmen  are  sent  over  from  Doi»ti- 
ing  Street,  and  by  means  of  a  direct 
Government   inquisition   the   tax  is   im- 


tnie  state  of  the  cuef    Hie  i^k 
Gentleman  saja  he  is  delighted  toi 
founding  ouraelveB  cm  the  Act  d  Fif 
We  are  obliged  to  do  so ;  if  tkJ 
Union  did  not  exiat^  we  would  ntl 
here.     I  hope  the  right  hon. 
will  be  equally  delighted  when  he  a 
to  consider  the  question  of  Lnki 
sentation  in   this    House.      Not  di| 
myself  set  any  great  value  on  the  i 
sentation  of  Ireland   in   this  Hoat| 
sometimes  think   that  most  of  mi 


timj 


We  are  like  the  poor  man 
spendthrift  wife.  You  lead 
Empire  into  adventures^ 
Russia,  now  with  Franoey  now  ml 
now  in  South  Africa^  ami  drag  iu  ini 
wake.  We  do  not  want  to  join  in  r 
adventures.    We  find  them  veiy  < 


posed.  Why  don't  you  al>olish  in  England  I  be  almost  as  effective  in  a  lunatic 
what  is  practically  the  jury  system  in 
regard  to  the  system  of  taxation  ?  It  is 
bemuse  you  dai-e  not  do  it.  And  yet, 
although  it  is  admitted  that  Ireland  did 
not  pay  that  tax  at  all  before  the  Union, 
when  you  did  levy  it  you  did  the  best 
you  could  to  impose  it  direct  by  means  of 

a  Treasury  clerk.  I  understand  that  the  not  only  in  money  but  in  men.  And 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  case  is  that  he  is  '  we  are  asked  what  our  grievanoeii 
really  not  a  tax-o:atherer  at  all,  but  a  say  it  is  that  small,  poor  Ireland  ii 
philanthropist.  Whisky  injures  the  coats  I  ciated  in  the  same  fiscal  system 
of  our  stomachs ;  tea  gives  us  indiges- 1  great  and  powerful  England.  Whj 
tioii ;  and  coffee  leads  to  sleepless  nights     '        *  '  --       - 

in  thinking  about  the  British  Government. 
But  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  to  be 
allowcxl  to  pose  in  this  fashion  as  a  philan- 
thropist, why  does  he  not  take  the  true 
remedy  and  prevent  the  introduction  of 
tea  and  coffee,  the  manufacture  of  whisky 
in  the  country,  and  the  importation  and 
manufacture    of    l)eer  ?       Then  I    could 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consiclflr  iii| 
surprising  thing  that  we  poor  peqpk  1 
lieve  we  have  a  historic  grievanee  ai  « 
as  a  fiscal  mevanoe,  and  that  we  Mil 
come  to  this  House  demanding JiuImII 
That  is  the  position  we  acx^pt.  I  woriti 
im-ite  him  to  read  something aboalfsl 
country.  Ireland  has  a  past^  althn^l 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  i 


understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  a 
philanthropist.  Is  his  position,  "  We  do 
not  want  to  levy  any  taxes  on  the  Irish 
people.  They  fight  very  well  at  times ; 
they  provide  us  with  soldiers  and  generals 
of  some  mark,  and  for  the  sake  of  making 
Ireland  a  preserve  of  soldiers  and  generals 
we  shall  keep  out  of  the  country  these 
noxious  compounds  "  1  We  know  very 
well  that  if  we  do  not  drink  whisky,  or 
iKjer,  or  tea,  you  would  tax  potatoes  and 
salt.  Is  it  not  perfectly  idle  to  raise,  at 
this  time  of  day,  these  sophistical  pre- 
tensions 1    Then,  we  are  asked  to  make 

suggestions.       How     often     have     our  ^  

suggestions  been  taken  1  I  say  taxation  l>eggar  knocking  at  a  rich  man's  door, 
on  ii-on  :  we  do  not  produce  any  iron.  ;  and  that  he  gets  more  kicks  than  hdf- 
That  was  not  adopted.  Put  a  tax  on  pence.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tke 
coals ;  we  scarcely  raise  any  coal,  but  if  1  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  tells  us  tint 
there  is  little  of  that  fuel  in  the  country  '  we  have  no  grievance,  that  we  are  all 
you  can  fall  back  on  peat.  It  would  be  '  wrong,  that  our  country  is  all  wrongs  thit 
equally  fair.  It  makes  no  difference  '\  he  T\ill  make  no  concession,  that  die 
whatever,  once  it  has  passed  into  the  |  fiscal  system  of  England  is  perfect,  uid 
Statute  Book.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  j  whether  we  like  it  or  not  we  have  got  to 


to  think  that  it  has  a  past.  I  would  ail 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  oocaskmici 
this  kind,  to  give  us  some  forbesmiD^ 
and  to  arrest  for  a  moment  even  the  dii- 
cussion  of  a  Water  Bill.  The  oonTiefeioi 
has  1)een  forced  on  me  by  oonskknUi 
experience  that  to  the  English  mind  tb 
smallest  and  minutest  English  grieviBd 
is  a  vital  matter ;  but  it  is  a  nuisance  for 
Irish  wild  men  of  the  woods,  or  rappsiM^ 
to  come  here  and  ventilate  their  ffrief- 
you  want  to  be  t&iif 
or  Pretoria.  It  seeni 
these    OGcasi<ms    Im- 


ances, 
a1x>ut 
to    me 
land     is 


when 
China 
that 


on 


regarded    as    some    damorooi 


I  suppose,  will  pretend  that  i 
grievances.     Well,  Sir,  really 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy. 


we  have  no 
what  is  the 


stifle  our  hopes  for  the  future.     T%at  u 
the  position.     I  am  glad  to  say,  howeWt 
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^^r  2  I  see  at  times  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
'  ^  ^^ese  benches  have  some  faint  glim- 
^  ^.."ings  of  reason  in  dealing  with  us. 
^  X^y  ponder  over  the  time  when  there 
e;^  ^^y  be  some  necessity  of  welding  to- 
*■  2?^^^  ^^®  various  parts  of  the  Empire, 
£^*  I  strongly  urge  upon  them  to  give 
j^  ***»«  time,  attention,  and  care  to  the 
^  «^XXt6  of  Ireland. 

^,1V1B.   LOUGH:    The    Chancellor     of 
^^      Exchequer     stated     that     out     of 
.  .^^       fourteen     millions     of     the     new 
^"3^*^^^^  proposed  in    his  Budget,  eight 
^Ulions  would  be  income  tax,  or  60  per 
^^::it.      The  inference  of  the  right  hon. 
^^ntleman   was   that    Ireland    was    not 
^;;£rieved,  because  60  per  cent,  of  the  new 
[^^^cation    would    be  direct   taxation.      I 
*  •'«mt  to  challenge  the  truth  of  that  sug- 
^  bastion.     The  imposition  of  the  tea  duty 
*^lone    in    Ireland    will    raise    as    much 
r*^venue  as   the  additional   income  tax ; 
^^;Sid   in  addition  to  that    there  are  the 
V^iObacco,   beer,   and  spirit  duties.     If  wo 
*.«rork    it    out,    not    more   than    30  per 
^^ent.  of    the    new    taxation    in   Ireland 
■"Xwrould    be    raised     by     direct   taxation, 
ni^Bui    against    60    per    cent,    in    England. 
t'The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  always 
s -lories    to  juggle    Irishmen   with    figures 
:     token   from  Great  Britain.     I   maintain 
ti    that  direct  taxation  in  Ireland  is  just  as 
^grievous  a  burden  on  Ireland  as  indirect 
::    toxation.     Income  tax  is  one  of  the  three 
r    ^reat  direct  taxes,  the  others  being  the 
I     death     duties    and    the    stamp    duties. 
?     Now,  these  are  taxes  on  wealth,  which 
were  imposed  in  this  country  in  connec- 
tion  with  Free  Trade    legislation,    and 
were  admirably   suited  to  a  commercial 
country.     They  are,  however,  totally  un- 
auited  to  an  agricultural    country,    and 
none  of  them  existed  in  Great  Britain 
when  this  country  depended  on  agricul- 
ture.    These  taxes,    therefore,    are    not 
fiuited  to  Ireland,  because  Ireland  is  an 
agricultural  and  not  a  commercial  country. 
I  remember  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the   Member  for  West  Monmouth- 
fihire  spoke  on  this  question  he  made  a 
speech  as  inadequate  to  the  occasion  as 
tne  position  taken  up  bv  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.    He  said  he  accepted  the 
findings  of  the  Eoyal  Commission,  but 
how  (fid  he  propose  to  carry  them  out  ? 
By  reducing  indirect  taxation,  which  would 
bring  no  relief  whatever  to  Ireland.      No 
responsible  (Jovemment  acquainted  with 
the  conditions  would  impose  such  taxa- 


tion on  a  country  where  wealth  was 
diminishing,  where  capital  was  scarce 
and  where  rich  men  were  few.  All  these 
conditions  exist  in  Ireland.  It  may  not 
appear  to  be  my  place  to  defend  the  rich 
class  in  Ireland,  but  I  believe  that  Ireland 
is  suffering  to-day  quite  as  much  from  the 
cruel  way  in  which  the  rich  have  been 
stamped  out  throughout  the  country  as 
it  is  suffering  from  the  hard  conditions 
under  which  the  poor  live.  I  was  talk- 
ing the  other  day  to  an  hon.  Member 
who  lives  in  Ireland  about  the  approach- 
ing visit  to  the  Queen.  He  has  a  house 
in  the  south  of  Ireland,  and  I  asked  him 
whether  he  thought  the  Queen  was  likely 
to  go  south  during  her  visit.  He  replied 
that  he  thought  not,  because  there  was 
no  house  south  of  Dublin  in  which  the 
Sovereign  could  be  suitably  entertained. 
There  was  once  a  time  when  in 
every  county  in  Ireland  there  were  a 
dozen  houses  in  which  the  Sovereign 
could  be  entertained.  Why  are  they  not 
there  now  1  Because  the  rich  have  been 
stamped  out  and  treated  just  as  cruelly 
in  Ireland  as  the  poor.  The  rich  would 
give  employment,  and  I  say  your  fiscal 
system  has  done  very  bad  work  in 
Ireland  by  the  injustice  it  has  inflicted  on 
the  rich  just  as  it  has  pressed  hardly  on 
the  poor.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer says  that  the  bulk  of  the  indirect 
taxation  in  Ireland  is  on  drink,  and 
he  asked  was  there  any  hon.  Member 
who  would  suggest  that  the  drink  tax, 
"  especially  the  tax  on  whisky  "  should  be 
reduced.  I  surest  it.  The  greatest 
calamity  has  fallen  on  Ireland  in  regard 
to  the  consumption  of  intoxicating  liquor 
since  these  high  taxes  have  been  imposed. 
They  have  not  developed  the  moral  wel- 
fare of  the  people;  on  the  contrary. 
What  are  the  facts  k  Take  the  tax  on 
spirits.  In  1853  it  was  2s.  8d.  per  gal- 
lon ;  seven  years  afterwards  it  was  10s, 
What  happened  with  regard  to  drunken- 
ness in  Ireland  during  the  period  of  these 
high  taxes  1  I  will  just  give  the  House 
the  figures.  In  1842  the  population  of 
Ireland  was  8,200,000,  and  there  were 
13,000  public-houses ;  to-day  there  is 
only  a  population  of  four  and  a  half  mil- 
lions, but  there  are  18,000  public- 
houses.  The  population  has  fallen  about 
45  per  cent.,  and  the  number  of  houses  has 
increased  by  45  per  cent.  That  proves  that 
your  high  duties  have  not  diminished 
drunkenness.  I  believe  they  have  stimu- 
lated it.     I  expressed  that  opinion  once 
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before  in  this  House,  and  was  chafi'ed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  who  alluded  to  my 
speech  as  advocating  the  saving  gi-ace  of 
cheap  whisky.  Wo  nad  cheap  whisky  in 
Ireland,  and  in  that  period  we  had  Father 
Matthew,  the  greatest  temperance  ro- 
foimer  Ireland  has  ever  seen,  and  who 
worked  the  greatest  revohition  that  the 
country  has  ever  experienced.  At  that 
period,  when  the  tax  was  only  2s.  8d.,  it 
was  he  who  stamped  out  distilleries, 
reduced  the  breweries,  and  decreased  the 
number  of  public-houses  by  50  per  cent. 
In  the  county  in  which  I  stay  when  in 
Ireland  the  population  in  1880  was 
120,000  and  the  number  of  public-houses 
was  330  ;  to-day  the  imputation  has  fallen 
to  100,000  and  the  number  of  public- 
houses  has  inciciised  to  380,  and  the 
Report  of  the  Licensing  Commission  stated 
that  these  houses  are  the  worst  drinking 
houses  in  any  civilised  country,  and  it  re- 
commended that  their  licences  should  be 
withdrawn  in  five  years.  The  Ro])ort  also 
says  that  the  quality  of  the  liquor  is  the 
worst  supplied  to  human  beings  in  any 
country.  You  allow  that  liquor  to  be 
sold,  and  you  get  10s.  a  gallon  on  whisky 
which  is  only  one  year  old.  You  are 
interested  in  maintaining  this  infamous 
traffic. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  not  in  order  to 
say  that  hon.  Members  are  interested  in  an 
infamous  traffic.  Moreover,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  address  himself  to  the  Chair. 

Mr.  lough  :  Forgive  me.  Sir,  if  I 
have  been  carried  away.  Nothing  is 
further  from  my  thoughts  than  to  make 
any  personal  reflection.  My  point  was 
that  when  the  tax  is  high  the  Govern- 
ment are  interested  in  maintaining  the 
traffic.  These  high  duties  ^vil^  not 
diminish  drunkenness.  I  was  greatly 
interested  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Partick,  the  second  sympathetic 
ai>ecch  he  has  delivered  in  this  House 
with  regard  to  Ireland.  He  siiid  that  he. 
would  like  to  see  railways  nationalised 
and  industries  developed  in  Ireland.  I 
would  thoroughly  welcome  any  scheme 
in  that  direction,  though  I  am  not  as 
hopeful  as  the  hon.  Gentleman.  One 
pomt  in  his  argument  goes  to  the  root  of 
this  whole  question  between  Ireland  and 
Great  Britain.  He  was  stating  the  views  of 
Pitt  with  regard  to  the  proportion  of 
taxation  Ireland  should  pay,  and  he 
quoted  from  a  speech   in  which  Pitt  said 

Mr.  Lough. 


f  COMMOi^S}        {^ngiami  ami  Irdimi^, 


that  the  moment  the  debt  of  Iidandv 

brought  to  a  certain   proportion  to  1 

debt  of    Great  Britain    equal   tuli 

should  be  established.     That  was  nokl 

I  opinion  of  Pitt.     He  said  that  wbeit 

'  finances  of  both  countries  were  in  a  cot 

I  })roi)ortion  with  regard   to  firet  the  d 

seci^ndly      the       diflfereiit       stagv 

I  civilisation  and    commerce,  and   tU 

I  the  difierence  in  wealth  oJF  the  two 

'  tions,  equal   taxation  would  be  rend 

!  possible.     These  were    the    fundain 

'  words  used  by   Pitt,  and  his  argoi 

'  was   that    when    these  three   eondi 

were  brought  into  a  certain    propo 

e<]ual     taxation    might     be    estabBi 

When  the  Chancellor  of   the  Exche 

and  I  think  also   the  First  Lord  o 

Trciisnry,  refer  to  the  clause  in  the 

of  Union,  they  always  pass  lightly 

the  iK)inl  that  it  was  fixed  that  Ir 

should  pay  two  seventeenths  of  the  y 

amount  paid  by  the   United  Kiiij 

That  meant  that  Ireland   Bhould  pi 

per  head  for  every  £3  10s.  per  head 

by  the  inhabitants  of  Great  jftritain. 

was  the  arrangement  made  by  Pitt  i 

Act  of  Union,  and  it  was  to  remain 

the   commerce   and   wealth    of    the 

nations  came  into  a  certain    propo 

What   has   taken   place  since  then 

1860,  instead  of  the  proportion  of  . 

£3  10s.  per  head  we  had  XI    to  X2 

now  Ireland  i)ays  XI  for  every  XI  6s 

per  head  in  Great  Biitain,   the   effc 

the  TrtNisury  being  to  make  Irelanc 

(Tivat  Britani  ])ay  alike.     Instead  c 

tendency  of  aflairs  l)ein^  in   the  din 

laid  down  in  Pitt's  conditions,  mattei 

i  far  worse  than   they  were.     When 

1  stilted  these  opinions   the  populati 

'  Ireland  as  regaitls  England  was  as  o 

two,  now  it  is  iis  one  to  eight ;  the  a 

of  Ireland  then  stooil  to  the   capit 

Great  Britain  as  one  to  three  :  now 

I  as   one    to   thirty,  and  instead   of 

I  facts  justifying  equal  taxation  they 

'  gt'st  that  tliere  should  l>e   even  a  gr 

I  diti'erencr    made   now  than  was   mac 

,  1800,  when  Pitt  arranged  the  Union. 

members  are  struggling  for  the  recogr 

of  the  fact  that  Ireland  cannot  pa' 

head  as  much  as  Great  Britain,     l! 

I  the   Act  of  Union  the  conditions 

down  by  Pitt   as  precedent  to  any  < 

for  equal  taxation  nave  never  been  rea 

I  regiet  that  interest  in  this  questioi 

'  fallen   away ;  this  is  not  the  first 

I  that  Englishmen  have  been  slow  to  a 

;  arguments  brought  forward  in  respe 
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^'"i^and,  but  the  decrease  of  population  1  the     courage     of 
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the  increase  of  pauperism  in  Ireland 
«-  ^  -^  grave  facts.  I  noticed  that  the 
^*lhancellor  of    the   Exchequer    did    not 

jun  refer  to  the  question  of  the  erou'th 

pauperism  ;  it  is  a  most  senous  element 

*  ^cm  the  ease.     I   believe  we  are   diifting  .  amount   of    the   taxation 

towards  another  famine,  and  that  the  con-    X5, 175,000,   the   number 
'^  ^AJtion  of  affairs  in  Ireland  is  much   worse 
■  Wlian  Englishmen  imagine.     I  think  it  is 

*  ^  ^eat  pity  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
^3B?rcasury   has   not   been  able  to  give  a 

fcb  dttle  more  thought  to  this  matter.  1 
^  icnow  he  has  a  sincere  interest  in  Ireland, 
3  ^but  these   continual   impositions  of  new 

^«ibilTdens,    considenn^     the    decreiise     of 

5iWealth  and  population,  form  one  of  the 
I«4iiost  formidable  evils  which  have  existed 

iin  any  country,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
as  cerned,  I  will  heartily  support  the 
^fiimotion. 

^  Mr,- FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick):  I| 
i  ^have  no  intention  of  inflicting  a  speech  on  | 
■ii  the  House  or  of  reiterating  the  arguments  j 
^  k  which  have  been  already  used,  but  as  a  ; 
I  member  of  the  executive  of  the  Financial 


courage  ot  my  convictions,  and 
I  would  say  nothing  stronger  in  Ireland 
than  I  would  be  prepared  to  say  in  this 
House.  What  are  the  fact«  with  regard 
to  this  question  ?  I  find  that  when  the 
Queen   came    to    the    throne    the   total 

of  Ireland  was 

of   inhabitants 

was  8,024,000,  and  the  taxation  per  head 

was  12s.  lid. ;  in  1897  the  taxation  had 

I  increased   to  X8, 148,000,  the  iniml>er  of 

inhabitants  had  decreased   to   4,475,000 

and      the      taxation      per      head     was 

■  £1  15s.  lOd.     I  hold  that  the  first  duty 

;  of   a  Govei'nment  is  the    safety   of    the 

I  people,  and  it  appaiently   is  the  rule  of 

'  the  British  Government  in  Ireland  that 

as       the      po]nilation      decreases       the 

taxation     is     increased  ;      but     I      can 

I  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this 

i  subject  will  not  be  allowed  to  rest  until 

the   taxation   of    Ireland    is    readjusted. 

An  Irish  poet  once  wrote, 

111  fares  the  land,  to  hastening  ills  a  prey, 
Where  wealth  accutnulateH,  and  men  decay." 

I  think  we  may  now  say  that  our  country 
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B  Reform  League,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  |  is   one  where  wealth  diminishes  and  men 

'  '  ^'  "  ■  decay.  Our  population  is  decreasing,  our 
capital  is  decreasing,  our  commerce  is 
decreasing,  and  j^et  not>vith8tandine  all 
that,  when  we  come  to  the  British  House 
of  Commons  with  a  plea  for  justice 
founded  on  the  Act  of  Union,  Unionists 
from  England  refuse  to  co-operate  with 
Unionists  from  Ireland  for  the  readjust- 
ment of  our  taxation.  I  doubt  if  the 
claim  of  Ireland  Avill  receive  much  con- 
sideration from  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  or  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  But  undoubtedly  the  policy 
which  1  am  advocating  will  be  followed 
out  ill  Ireland  unless  we  are  met  in  a 
spirit  of  justice  and  fair  play. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided.     Before  the  result 
was  announced — 


Leader  of  the  House  and  the  Chancellor 
f  J  of  the  Exchequer  altogether  misintei-pret 
the  extent  of  the  volume  of  public  opinion 
in  Ireland  against  this  taxation.  Some  of 
the  leading  aristocrats  in  Ireland  and 
some  of  the  leading  Unionists,  although 
thev  may  differ  politically,  are  united 
with  us  in  this  demand  against  the  in- 
crease of  taxation,  and  if  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  thinks  there  is  only  a 
languid  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
I>eople  with  respect  to  this  question  he  is 
entirely  mistaken.  I  may  tell  him  that 
unless  this  question  is  grappled  with  in  a 
fair  spirit,  steps  may  be  taken  byfsome  of 
the  leading  members  of  the  Irish  Financial 
Refonn  League  to  bring  matters  to  a  crisis 
by  a  combination  to  endeavour  to  stop 
the  payment  of  taxes.  I  myself  have 
advocated  that  course,  and  if  there  was  a 
general  strike  against  the  payment  of 
taxes  in  Ireland  it  would  be  a  very  serious 
thing  for  the  British  Government.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  say  that  that  is 
the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  League,  but  I  am  prepared  to 
say  that  if  things  are  not  remecued,  it  is 
quite  possible  that  such  a  course  may  be 
taken  by  a  certain  number  of  men  who 
have  the  courage  to  take  that  course  and 
test  public  opinion  on  this  subject.  We 
are  often  taunted  with  having  one  opinion 
on  the  hillsides  in  Ireland  and  another 
opinion    in*     this    House,    but    I    have 


Mr.  LOWE  (Birmingham,  Edgbaston) : 
May  I  explain  that  by  a  mistake  I  voted 
in  the  wrong  lobby  1  I  intended  to  vote 
in  the  "  No "  lobby,  and  by  mistake  I 
voted  in  the  "  Aye  "  lobby. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
having  voted,  it  cannot  be  altered  now. 

Mr.  MIDDLEMORE  (Birmingham, 
N.) :  I  should  like  to  say  that  I  was.  in  a 
similar  imfortunate  position. 

The  numbers  were : — Ayes,  102  ;  Noes, 
220.     (Division  List  No.  76). 
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{COMMONS}        (Englamd  amd  Irdami^   \ 


AbrahainWilliam(Cork,  N.E.) 
Allan,  Wm.  (Gateshead) 
Ambnme,  Uobert 
Atherley-Jonea,  L. 
Austin,  M.  (Limerick,  W.) 
Barlow,  John  Eniniott 
Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 
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Blake,  Edward 
Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 
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Burt,  Thomas 
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Crombie,  John  William 
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Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S.) 
Daly,  Jamed 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Dewar,  Arthur 
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Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Chas.  M.  (Lanark) 
Duckworth,  James 
Emmott,  Alfred 
Engledew,  Charles  John 
Farrell,  Jas.  P.  (Cavan,  VV.) 
Farrell,  Thos.  J.  (Kerry,  S.) 


Allsopp,  Hon.  Georce 
Archdale,  Edward  Men'yn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Arnoid-Forster,  Hugh  O. 
AtkiuHon,  Kt.  Hon.  John 
Bailev,  James  (Walworth) 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
lialcarres,  Lonl 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J.(ManchV. 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barry,KtHnAHSmith-(Hunts 
Hartley,  George  C.  T. 
Beach,  Kt.  Hn.  SurM.  H.  ( Bristol 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 
Bemrose,  Sir  Henry  Howe 
Bethell,  Commander 
iihownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Blakiston-Houston,  John 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bond,  Edward 
Bonsor,  Henry  Cosmo  Orme 
Bowles,  Capt.H.F.(Middle8ex) 
Brassey,  Albert 
Broilrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Bullard,  Sir  Harry 
Butcher,  John  George 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
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('ayzer.  Sir  Charles  William 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
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Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
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AYES. 

Field,  William  (Dublin) 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Fox,  Dr.  Joseph  Francis 
Gibney,  James 
(jrilhooly,  James 
Go<ldard,  Daniel  Ford 
Griffith,  Ellis  J. 
Hammond,  John  ( Carlo w) 
Harrington,  Timothy 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Hayne,Rt.Hon.  Charles  Seale- 
Healy,  Maurice  (Cork) 
Healy,  Timothy  M.  (N.Louth) 
Hedclerwick,  lliomas  C.  H. 
Hemphill,  Rt  Hon.  Charles  H. 
Hogan,  James  Francis 
Horniman,  Frederick  John 
Jameson,  Major  J.  Eustace 
Jordan,  Jeremiah 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Loujrh,  Thomas 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
Mac  Donnell,Dr.  M  A(Queen'.  C 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
M*Dermott,  Patrick 
MHihee,  Richanl 
M*Hugh,  Patrick  A.  (Leitrim) 
McLaren,  Charles  Benjamin 
MaddiBon,  Fred. 
Mendl,  Sigismund  Ferdinand 
Middlemore,  John  T. 
Minch,  Matthew 

NOES. 

Clare,  Octavius  Leigh 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Collines,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colonib,  Sir  John  C.  Ready 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Corbett,  A.Cameron  (Glasgow 
Comwallis,FiennesStanlevW. 
Cross,  Herb.Shepherd(Boiton) 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.  (Chatham 
Davies,M.  Vauirhan-(Cardigan 
Denny,  Colonel 
Digby,  John  K.  D.  Wingfield 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant,  Hon.  E.  S. 
Doxford,  SirWilliamTheodore 
Dyke,  RtHon.SirWilliam  Hart 
Faber,  George  Denison 
Fello  wed,  Hon.  Ail  wyn  Ed  ward 
Fergu88on,Rt.  HnSir J(Manc'r) 
Finch,  Georce  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robt.  Bannatyne 
Firbank,  Joseph  Thomas 
Fison,  Frederick  William 
Forster,  Henr^' William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Fry,  Lewis 

Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Garfit,  William 
Gedjge,  Sydney 

Gibbi9,HnA.G.H.(CityofLond. 
Gibb8,Hon.  Vicary  (St  Albans) 


MoUoy,  Bernard  C 
Moore,  A.  (LondondanT) 
Morris,  Samnel 
Mamaghan,  Geoiga 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X  (Oril 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (KiDnH 
O'Connor,  ArthnMpaMi 
O'Connor,  JainesCWiddi^l 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (UvMi 
O'Dowd,  John 
O'KeefTe,  Francis  Aiths 
O'Kelly,  James 
O'Malley,  William 
Pameil,  John  Howard 
Pinkertom,  John 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Reckitt,  Harold  Jamei 
Redmond,  J.  E.  ( WataM 
Redmond,  W.  (Clara) 
RenUral,  James  Aleuate 
Roberts,  J.  B.  (Eifion) 
Samuel,  J.  (StocktonnMi-IU 
Stanhope,  Hon.  PlulipJ. 
Steadman,  WiUiamClMh 
Snilivan,  DoniU  (Wertmrfl 
Tanner,  Charles  Keun 
Thomas,  D.  A.  (Meithii) 
Ure,  Alexander 
Wanklyn,  James  Ledis     I 
Wilson,  John  ( Dnihsii,  Kll 
Woods,  Samuel 
Young,  S.  (Cavan,  EmI) 
Tkllbrs   for   thb  Am- 
Sir  Thomas  Esmondid 
Captain  Donelan. 

Giles,  Charles  Tyrr^ 
Gilliat^  John  Saonden 
(^UKison^irAv 


Goldsworthy,  liiIajor-Ci«Bnl 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edvid 
.Gk>nt,  Rt.  Hon.  Sv  J.  Bte 
Ck)ulding,  Edward  Alhtd 
Gny,  Ernest  (West  Hui) 
Green,  WalfordI>(WediMikq 
Greene,  H.  D.  (ShrewibuT) 
Gretton,  John 
Greville,  Hon.  Ronald 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton^Rt.  HonJUxdGi^ 
Hanbury.Rt.  Hon.  RobertTs 
Hardy,  Laarance 
Hara  Thomas  Im^ 
Haslett^  Sir  James  Honv 
Heath,  James 
Helder,  Auffnatas 
Hermon-Hodge,  RohertT. 
Hoare,  £.  Brodie  (HampM 
Hoare,  Sir  Samuel  (Norvkk 
Hobhouse.  Henxy 
Hosier,  Hon.  James  H.  Old 
Hudson,  George  KeksnMh 
Hutton.  John  ( Ydrka.  N.&) 
Jebb,  Richard  ClaveriMM 
Jeffreys.  Arthur  nedsriek 
Jessel,  Cant.   Herhert  Mirti 
Johnston,  William  (BalM 
Johnstone,  HmiiDod  (&■■ 
Kennaway.Rt.  HB.8irJoki  1 

Kenyon,  Jamea  

Kenyon-SIanev,  CoL  19Sk 
Keswisk,  WUfiam 
Kimbw»  Henry 
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Stirling- MaxweU.Sir  John  M. 
Strachey,  Edward 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Strutt,  Hon.  CharlesHedle^ 
Start,  Hon.  Humphry  Nai>ier 
Talbot,RtHn  J.G.  (Oxf  dUniv. ) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
ToUemache,  Henry  James 
Tomlinson.Wra.  Ed w.  Murray 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Vincent,  Sir  Edgar  (Exeter) 
Ward,  Hon.  Robert  A. (Crewe) 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  Sir  Richard  E. 
Welby,Lt.  -Col.  A.C.E.  (Ta'nt'n 
Wentworth,  Bruce  C.  Vemon- 
Wharton,Rt.  Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Williams,  Joseph  P.-  (Birm.) 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
WUlox,  Sir  John  Archibald 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  ( Worcestersh.  N. ) 
WUson-Todd,  W.  H.  (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,  Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath 
Wolif.Gustav  WUhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.C.B.Stuart- 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  D*Arcy 
Young,  Commander(Berks,£.) 
Younger,  William 


,  ijoes 
Alfred 

e,SirE.  Duming-(Com 
:e,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
John  Grant  (Yorks.) 
SirWUfrid(Curab'lnd 
3nnett,  Henry  Currie 
Ki,  LtCol.  A.  R. 
erald  Walter  E. 
)J.  C.  W.  (Evesham) 
.  Hn.  Walter  (Liverp'l) 
5,  John  Brownlee 
John 

rohie  Kirkman 
ladwell,  William 
n,  Hon.  Alfred 
ey,  W.  G.  Ellison 
i,  John  Cumming 
ir,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
)nt,Col.  J. ( Antrim,  E.) 
Sir  Lewi8(EdiLb*gh,W 
),  James 
I,  Ian 

>ir  John  Blundell 
Richard  Biddulph 
Main  waring,  Hn.  W.F. 
])olonel  (Lancashire) 
,  Beresford  Valentine 
Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
dward  Robert  Pacy 
.  Jasper  (Shropshire) 
Georee  Herbert 
I,  Walter 

Arthur  H.  A.(Deptfrd 
y,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C. 
Rt.  Hn.  A.  G.  (Bute) 
kte,  Francis  Alexander 
>n,  William  Graham 


Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Penn,  John 
Percy,  Earl 

Perks,  Robert  William 
Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Piatt- Higgins,  Frederick 
Plunkett,RtHnHorace  Carzon 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman.  Ernest  George 
Price,  Robert  John 
Provand,  Andrew  Dryburgh 
Pry ce- Jones,  Lt.-Col.  Edward 
Purvis,  Robert 
Quilter,  Sir  Cuthbert 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rasch,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Ridley,Rt.Hn.Sir  Matthew  W. 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  Thomson 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney 
Ru88ell,Gen.F.S.  (Cheltenham 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Rutherford,  John 
Sandys,  Lieut. -Col.  T.  Myles 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Seton-Karr,  Henry 
Sidebotliam,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,  William  (Derbysh 
Simeon,  Sir  Barrington 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Christchurch) 
Smith,  James  P.  (Lanarks) 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Edward  J.  (Somerset) 
Stewart,  Sir  M.  J.  M*Taggart 


Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Mr.  Anstruther  and  Mr. 
Fisher. 


>LIDATED    FUND  (No.  2)  BILL, 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ENSUS    (IRELAND)   BILL. 
:  read,  for  resuming  the  adjourned 
)n  Question  [19th  March],  "That 
be  now  read  a  second  time." 

ion  again  proposed. 

ead  a  second  time,  and  committed 
iday  next. 

TABLE  LOANS  (IRELAND)  BILL, 
a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
next, 

JACY    BOARD    (SCOTLAND) 
[SALARIES,  &c.]. 

ution  reported,  "  That  it  is  expe- 
amend  the  law  relating  to  the 
of  the  staff  of  the  General  Board 
aissioners  in  Lunacy  for  Scotland, 
authorise  the  payment,  out  of 
to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  of 
aries,  and  of  the  expenses  of  the 
and  the  remuneration  of  the 
m  and  Commissioners.'' 

ution  read  a  second  time. 


Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Conunittee  in  the  said  Resolution." 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfarshire) 
asked  if  the  Ix)rd  Advocate  would  kindly 
explain  the  purposes  of  the  resolution. 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A. 
Graham  Murray,  Buteshire) :  I  have 
already  done  so,  but  I  will  explain  a^in. 
The  Bill  is  purely  a  Treasury  BilL 
According  to  the  scale  usually  paid  the 
present  officials  of  the  Lunacy  Board  are 
much  underpaid,  and  the  Bill  simply 
allows  the  Treasury  to  fix  the  salaries  of 
the  secretary  and  the  staff.  There  is 
also  power  to  made  a  small  payment  for 
extra  services  rendered  by  the  unpaid 
Conmiissioners. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid) 
said  he  differed  from  the  Lord  Advocate 
with  re^ird  to  the  object  of  the  resolu- 
tion. The  great  object  of  the  resolu- 
tion was  to  provide  salaries  for  cer- 
tain Commissioners  who  at  the  present 
moment  were  by  Act  of  Parliament  de- 
clared to  be  unpaid.  There  were  in  Scot- 
land two    Commissioners  of  Lunacy  at 
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L'/fi'»^y  H»0if*l 


{COMMOXSi     (.*w#fa»l)  [-^JW^,  ^;.  |i^' 


£\,'2(ff)  a  yffiir.  and  two  I>»-piity  Coniini.v 
-iori»;r-.  at  i;fr>yj  a  y»-ar  earh.     Fnglanri. 
with  .-itrVfrn  tim^:-  the   work,  hail  unly  mx 
fjair]  Commi.v-iofi*'! !),  anri  Iielaii'l  ha^l  only 
two.   ft  wa-i  n^iw  \9if9\wr>*i\  to  |*ay  ih»-  irhaii- 
rrian  of   tho  Brian  1  in  S.titUnii.  ahhoii;;h 
hitherto  hi.s  duties  ha/ri  lieen  di-scharged  in 
the  public  interest  without  fee  or  reward. 
They  were  now  a.sked  to  fiay  a  salary  to 
a   man  who  only  gave   partial   attention 
to    the    ViiLsinesii,   and    to   establish   the 
principle  that  a  man  who  di.schargod  a 
public  diitv  Hhould  lie  pairl.     That  would 
apply  t^i  tounty  Ci>uiicillor.s  and   .\fem- 
)k:th     of      Parliaruent.       Hitherto      the 
work   hsul   been   rlone   gratuitously,  and 
now  the  Chairman   of    the    B^jard,    who 
was    a    nephew    of    the   Secretary    for 
ScofLmrl,  WHS  to   lie   ]iaid.     Why  -jhould 
he    rer-ei\e  a  Hillary    when    hitheHo   the 
wrirk  had  l»een  done  gratnitou.^Iy  i     That 
wa.-i   the   iibjert    of   the   resolution  :    the 
other    objects    mentioned  I    by    the    I>^inl 
AdvrK-ale   were  merely  makeshifts.     He 
woidd  op])ose  the  Bill  at  every  stage,  and 
would  denounce  as  an  act    of  jobliery  on 


the  fart   of  the  Secretary  for  2i«^ 
the    pai-ment  of   a   sahiT  to   hi  i 
nephew  for  work  which  had  alwanl 
done  gratuitously.     He  did  noc  hm. 
int«Mid    to  trouble    the    H«^k!«^    widl 
division  now. 

♦Mr.  a.   graham  MURRAY: 
hon.  Gentleman  ia  quite  wrong.    «_ 
is  no  power  to  give  a  aalaxy  in  reqieai 
the  unpaid  CommisnonerB. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  said  it  t 

not    salary,   but     remiuiemtioa    in 
resolution. 

Mr.  DALY  (Monaghan,  S.)  said  ^ 
the  circumstances  he  felt  it  his  dntr 
divide  the  House,  because  the  Irish  Sfc 
Ijers  had  not  received   fair  treatmeoE 
their  demand  for  the  readjustment  of 
taxation   of  Ireland.     He    felt   that 
res<^ilution  shoulii  not   lie  passed,  and  _ 
ho])ed  hon.  (lentlemen  from  Ireland  toA 
opfKise  it. 

Question  put. 

The     House     divided  : — Ayes,     lU 
Noes,  :\S.    (Dinsion  List  No.  77.) 


Atkinwri,  Kt.  Hon.  John 

Hailey,  .laiueH  ( Walworth) 

litih.'arres.  Lord 

lUilfoiir,  la.  llri.A..I.(Maii(h'r 

lianbiiH',  Frederir'k  4  ieorjre 

Harry,lltHiiAHSiiiith-(Hiint^ 

Heacli,Ht.Hii.SirM.H.(Bri:«tol 

Itond,  F^lward 

Uraflney,  A1l>ert 

iiro<iriek,  lit.  Hon.  St.  .John 

Ballanl,  Sir  Harry 

Cavendish.  V.  ('.  W.  ( Uerbysh* 

Cecil,  I^jrd  Hugh  (Greenwich) 

Chamberlain,  Kt.  Hn..J.(Hirni. 

Chamljcrlain,.!.  Au«*ten(SVorc'r 

Chaplin,  Kt.  Hon.  Henr>' 

Chelsea,  V'iwrount 

CoIIing.s,  Kt.  Hon.  .lesse 

Ciir/on,  Viscount 

Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 

I)avies,SirHoratioI).(< 'hath'ni 

I)ennv,  Colonel 

l)oagla8,  Kt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

l)yke,Kt.Hn.Sir\Vil)iani  Hart 

Faber,  George  Deni^on 

Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Kdwd. 

Finch,  (ieorge  H. 

Finlay,  Sir  Kolierl  Hannatyne 

Firlmnk,  .losepli  Thomas 

Forster,  Henry  William 

FiMter,  Colonel  (I^mcaster) 

Fry,  liCwis 

Galloway,  William  .Inlnison 

(ieilge,  Sy<lney 

( toUrsworthy,  Major-(  General 

(jionlon,  Hon.  .lohn  Kdward 

tjorst,  Kt.  Hn.  Sir.I.  KMon 

Gould ing,  Edward  Alfred 

Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 

Green,  W.  D.  (We«lnesbur>') 

Mr,  Caldwelk 


AYES. 

Gret  ton,  John 
tireville,  Hon.  Konald 
<i nil,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,  Kt.  Hon.  Lord  Geo. 
Han  bury,  Kt.  Hon.  KobertWm.  > 
Hare,  Thomas  Leigh 
Heath,  James 
Helder,  Augustus 
Hozier, Hon. James Henrj'Cecil  ' 
Hudson,  Geonre  Bickersteth 
Je<48el,  (.'apt.  Herbert  Merton 
•Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Johnstone,  Hey  wood  (Sussex) 
Ken^'^on,  James  ! 

Kenyon-Slane}%  Col.  William  ■ 
Knowles,  Lees  ; 

Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks.)  ! 
Leigh-Bennett,  Henry  Currie  j 
I^ockwood,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  R.  I 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine  ' 
Long,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  (Liverpool)  , 
Lowe,  Francis  William  j 

I^wles,  John  . 

Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman  I 

Lyttelton,  Hon.  Alfred  i 

Macdona,  John  Camming 
Maclver,  David  (Liver|xiol) 
Nf *Calmont,  Col. J.(Antrini,E.)  ' 
M*Iver,  Sir  L.  ( Edinburgh,  W)  ! 
.Malcolm,  Ian 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
M  irtin,  Kichanl  Biddulph 
Melville,  littresford  Valentine 
Middlemore,  J.  Throcniorton   ! 
More,  Kobt.  Jasper (Shropsli.)  ; 
M orrel I,  iieorge  Herbert  i 

Mowbiav,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C.  t 
Murray,*  Rt.  Hn.  A.  (i.  (liuto)  ! 
Newdi^Aite,  Francis  Alexander  | 
Nicol,  llouald  Niuian  ^ 


0*Neill,  Hoa.  Robert  Tqrw 
Penn,  John 

PhUlpotta.  Captain  Atthir 
Platt-H^nsi,  Frederick 
PlnnketUKt  HnHonuKCm 
Powell,  Sir  Fianeia  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernaat  G«orn 
Purvis,  Robert 
Quilter,  Sir  Cathbeit 
Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Ritchie,Rt.  Hn.  Chaa.  TboMM 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Ha^kan) 
Rus8ell,Gen.  F.  S.  (ChelteiiiMB 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tymne) 
Rutherford,  John 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Sidebothom,  J.  \Y.  (Cheshire) 
Smith,  James  ParkeiXLaoarb) 
Stewart,SirMark  J.  M*Tag^ 
Start,  Hon.  Humphrv  MaSflr 
Tall)ot,Rt.  Hn.  J.G.(Oxf  aU^ 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,  W.  £.  Muitay 
Vincent,  Sir  Edgar  (Execer) 
Ward,  Hon.  Robert  A.  (Ciewet 
Warr,  Augustas  Freilerick 
Welister,  Sir  Richard  E. 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Lk>yd 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dor«c) 
Willox,  Sir  John  Ait^hibald 
Wilson,  J.  W.CWor'ahiie,  X.) 
\Vortley,Rt,  Hon.C.  H.  Stnart 
Wylie,  Alexander 
W^yndliam,  (reorj^e 
Wyvill,  Marmadnke  TY Any 

Tkllers  for  the  Avra- 
Mr.  An.Htruther  and  Afr, 
Fisher. 


&=r5 


Mid  wives 


D^,  John 
^  '%auuiDg,  Francis  Allston 
— -^orbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow 
^"^^rean,  Eugene 
-^Slilly,  Daniel 

^^Bavies,M.Yaiighan-(Cardigan 
.-IDilke,  lit.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
*^^onelan,  Captain  A. 
iK)oogan,  P.  C. 
^^K>uckwortii,  Jaiues 

Warrell,  J  as.  P.  (Cavan,  W.) 

Flavin,  Michael  Jo.<eph 
^Flynn,  .lames  Christopher 
^«4}od(laril,  Daniel  Ford 


{22  March  1900} 

NOES. 

Hammond,  John  (Carlow) 
Uayne,Kt.Hon.  Charles  Seale- 
Healy,  Maurice  ((.'ork) 
Healy,  TimothvxM  (N.  Louth) 
Hedderwick,  Tlionias  C.  H. 
Jones,  Wm.  (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cuiiil>'l  nd 
Lough,  Thomas 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
MacNeill,  John  (iordon  Swift 
M'Ghee,  Richard 
M'Killop,  James 
Murnagnan,  George 


(Ejrpemes), 
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(VDowd,  John 
O'Keeffe,  Francis  Arthur 
Po«ver,  Patrick  Joseph 
Provand,  Andrew  Dryburgh 
Redmond.  William  (Clare) 
Samuel,  J.  (Stocktou-on-Teo8) 
Sinclair,  Capt.  J.  (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Tanner,  Charles  Kearns 
Ure,  Alexander 

Tellers  for  thk  Noes— 
Mr.  Daly  and  Mr.  Cald- 
well. 


Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  the 
^Lord  Advocate  and  Mr.  Anstnither. 

Z         LUNACY     BOARD    (SCOTLAND) 
^  (SALARIES,  ETC.)  BILL. 

K      "To  amend  the   law  relating   to   the 
••  number    and    salaries    of    the   Staff  of 
e  the  General  Board  of  Commissioners  in 
■3  Lunacy  for  Scotland,  and  to  provide  for 
the  remuneration  of  certain  of  the  Com- 
missioners,"  presented   accordingly,    and 
read   the  first  time ;  to  l)c  read  a  second 
— ■  time    upon    Monday    next,    and    to    be 
printed.     [Bill  UO.J 

ItAlLWAYS    (PREVENTION     OF 
,  AC(M DENTS)  BILL. 

[SK(M>NI)    REAl)lN(i.l 

,*         Order  for  Second  iieading  reiid. 

«         M  K.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  I  object.' 

The  PRESIDKNT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Rit(!H1E,  Croydon)*:  1 
understood  that  the  principle  of  this  Bill 
had  been  accepted  in  all  parts  of  the 
House,  and  that  it  was  really  a  measure 
for  consideration  in  Committee. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea) 
appealed  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
not  to  press  his  objectioiL 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said  he  had  not  the 
slightest  ^\^sh  to  prevent  the  Bill  passing, 
but  he  considered  it  should  be  discussed 
on  the  Second  Reading. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  (Louth,  N.)  said 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  take 
note  of  the  fact  that  it  was  the  railway 
directors,  not  the  Irish  Members,  who 
objected. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

MIDWIVES  [EXPENSESl. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Grant  Lawson,  Yorkshire,  N.R., 
Thirsk,  in  the  Chair.] 

VOL.  LXXXI.    [Fourth  Series.] 


I  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
I  **  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
I  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided 
'  by  Parliament,  of  such  expenses  as  the 
I  Treasury  may  certify  to  have  been  neces- 
sarily incurred  by  the  General  Medical 
;  Council  under  any  Act  of  the  present 
i  session,  to  secure  the  better  training  of 
I  midwives,  and  to  regulate  their  practice." 
--{Sir  John  Gord.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  said  that  this  was 
the    first    occasion  on    which   a   Private 
Member's  Bill  had  been  starred  for  Com- 
I  mittee.     The   Bill   had   to  go  before  the 
Connnittee    on    Law.     On    the   London 
University  Hill  he  took  the  point  that  it 
'  could    not  g<j   to  the   Gmnd    Committee 
'  until  the  Committee  stage  was  obtained 
in  the   House,  l)Ut  he  was  overruled  by 
the  then  Chairman,  the  right  hon.  Gojitle- 
I  man   the  Member  for  North  East  Man- 
chester, who  said  that  it  was  possible  for 
I  the  Bill    to  go  to  the  Gmnd  Committee, 
i  although   the  Committee   stage  had  not 
\  been  taken  in  the  House.     That  being  so, 
i  it  was  a  strange  alteration  in  procedure  to 
I  star  a  Private  Member's  Bill  and  to  assume 
;  that  the  Grand  Committee  on  Law  would 
I  pass      it      in     a     shape    which     would 
require    the  money   the  Committee  was 
I  asked  to  vote.     That  appeared  to  him  to 
I  be  an  extremely  novel  procedure,  and  he 
\  knew  of   no   precedent  for   it.     He  was 
j  loath  in  any  way  to  prevent  the  passage 
I  of  the  Bill,  but  in  view  of  the  ruling  to 
which  he  had  referred  ho  would  respect- 
fully ask  that  the  stage  they  were  now 
asked  to  take  should  be  postponed  until 
the  Bill  had  passed  the  Grand  Committee 
on  Law.    He  would,  if  necessary,  move  to 
report  progress. 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the 
COMMITTED  OF  COUNCIL  on  EDU- 
CATION (Sir  John  Gorst,  Cambridge 
University) :  I  hope  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  will  not  move  to  report  progress, 
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iht  Him^. 


\i 


were  agi-eocl,  htit  if  the  opposition  nf  ii 
hoii.  Gentleinaii  were  i^ei-sistcd  in  i 
th(>u<i;ht  it* would  l>c  useless  to  trouble  il 
House  with  the  Bill  further. 

Mu.    WILLIAM     JOHNSTON  iB 


:is  this  is  meicly  a  forjnal  sUi«^c.     Certain  \ 

small,  triflin*;  expenses  may  be  ineurrerl  ! 

in    eonneetion    with    the     Hill,  and    the 

private  Members  wIhj  are  in  ehai^^e  of  it  ' 

cannot,  as  the   hon.  and   learned  Niemher 

knows,  move  such  a  clause,  and  I  merely  \ 

move  it  now  in  pursuance  of  an  a<^reemcnt    fast,  S.)  appealed  to  the   hon.  ClentleB 

which  has  been  come  to.      Tlie  propriety  '  to  withdi'aw  his  objection. 

of  this  [Kirticular  clauses  can   be  discussed 

in  the  (Jrand  Conunittee  and  ai^ain  in  this        Thk  UNDEll  SECRETARY  YO\i\ 

House.  HOMK      DEPARTMENT    (Mr.   Je 

Mk.  T.  M.  HKALY  said  if   there   was  I  ^^''^^^'^'^  ^V'""»K*^^«»'  ^'^^^^^ 
a  general  a-reemenl  hecertainlv  wcaildnot  ,  VV^^'^Il'lIl^^-'l^.V^?^'^  "9  objection  to  off« 


offeranyneedlessopiK>sit  ion  J  »ut  he  thought 
the  explanation  of  the  right  hon.  (gentle- 
man was  not  valid.  If  t  he  course  pro|X)3ed 
were  necessary  now,  the  ruling  given  in 
the  case  of  the  London  Uiu'versity  Bill 
was  entirely  wrong.  The  (trand  Com- 
mittee had  not  yet  met,  and  the  argu- 
ment nnght  be  used  when  the  Bill  came 
up  for  eonsideiation  that  the  Connnitt^e 
of  the  whole  House  had  already  cheerfully 
voted  the  expenses  connected  with  it.  He 
thought  the  Connnittee  was  prejudging 
the  matter. 

Mk.  DALV  (Monaghan,  S.)  said  he 
thought  that  it  woidd  l>e  a  veiT  bad  pi-e- 
cedent 

TilE  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order  !  Do 
I  understand  that  the  hon.  (xentleman 
objects  to  the  proceedings  of  this  Com- 
mittee i 

Mr.  1)AL\'  :  Ves,  Sir. 

Committee  report  progress  ;  to  sit  again 
to-morrow. 

COAL  MINES  (rKOHIIJITlON  OF  CHILD 
LAH01:K  UNDKlitiKOUNI))  lilLL, 

I  Second  Kkaiun<}.1 

Order  for  Second  Reading  rciid. 

*Sni  CHAKLKS  DILKK  ((Moucester- , 
shire,  Forest  of  Dean)  said  that  a  fort- 
night ago  he  mentioned  in  the  House  that 
the  private  Members  who  had  some 
reason  to  object  to  the  Hill  had  with- 
drawn their  o]>jection.  He  had  asked  the 
Government  to  st^ite  from  the  reports  of 
t-he  Home  Ofii(re  inspectors  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  Hill,  and  for  a  Return 
showing  the  nund>ei'  of  children  that 
would  be  affected  by  it. 

Sir  .1.  BLUNDKLL  MAPLE  (Camber 
well,  Dulwi(rh) :   I  object. 

*SiK  CHARLKS  DILKK  .s^iid   that  all 
the  other  Members  who  were  interested 
Sir  John  Gorat. 


this  Bill.    We  have  had  no  statistics  si 

1S87,  and   at  that    time    the  numbei 

children  who  would    be   affected  wasj 

'  over  4,000.     It   is    supposed    since  t 

-  time  that  in  consequence  of  the  disinel 

tion  of   mine  owners    to    employ  child 

;  under  thirteen,  the  number  has  l>een( 

!  siderably   diminished,  and    it   i.s  now 

I  lieved  to  I^kj  about  3,000. 

Sir  J.  HLUNDELL  MAPLE:  I  ^ 
sider  this  question  ought  to  l>e  disca* 
more  thoroughly,  and  I  object. 

Second  Reading  deferred   tiJl  Thurs 

next. 

AN(IKNT    MONUMENTS    PKOTECT 
BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 


IM 

Dk. 

gress. 


(fn  the  Committee.) 
•.  (4uANT  LawsOxN  in  the  Chair. 
TANNER  moved   to    report 


Loitn  J]ALCARRP:S  (Lancash 
Chorley)  appealed  to  the  hon.  Geii 
man  not  to  insist  on  his  objection, 
the  Hill  only  extended  to  England  r\& 
which  were  already  exercise<l  in  Irelai 


Dir. 
tion. 


TANNKR    Nvithdrew    hi.s    oh 


Clauses  1,  li,  and  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  \  : 

Loiii)  BALCARRES  move<l  to  rep 
progress,  as  the  Local  Government  Brw 
desired  to  have  the  clause  aniende<]. 


Connnittee    report    progress 
agaiji  u|X)n  Tuesday  next. 


to 


Adjourned  at  a   quarter    bef 
One  of  the  do 
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LOKDS. 

Friihu/,    23/t/   J^farch,    1900. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 


EWPORT  CORPORATION  BILL  [h.l.]. 
\  Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
^nth  Amendments. 

-iOVERNMENTS  STOCK  AND  OTHER 
*  SECURITIES  INVESTMENT  COM- 
=  PANY   BILL  [H.L.]. 

Reported  with  Amendments. 
SOUTHAMPTON    HARBOUR    BILL 

[H.L.]. 

The  Queen's  consent  signified ;  and  Bill 
reported  with  Amendments. 

;  CRYSTAL    PALACE   COMPANY    BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Bin'RNKMOlTH    CORPORATION    BILL 

[n.L.]. 

Committed. 
HAMMOND    (G.     H.)    COMPANY    BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Read  2^  (according  to  order). 

HICJHAM  FERRERS  WATER  BILL  [H.L.]. 
Read  3",  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

]VIOTHER\VELL  WATER  BILL  [H.L.]. 
Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  amendments. 

LEITH    BURGH   PROVISIONAL   ORDER 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order).  Amendments  made.  Standing 
Committee  negatived;  and  lieport  of 
amendments  to  be  received  on  Monday 
aext. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 

HOUSE   OF   LORDS  OFFICES. 
Leave  given  to  the  Select  Committee  to 
report  from  time  to  time :   First  Report 
made ;    to   be   printed ;   and  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Tuesday  next.     (No.  37.) 

SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury    Minute,  dated  15th  March, 
1900,  declaring  that  Margaret  Jones,  sub- 

VOk  LXXXL    [FouBTH  Smm.] 


postmistress,  Ruthin,  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment, was  appointed  without  a  civil 
service  certificate,  through  inadvertence 
on  the  part  of  the  head  of  her  depart- 
ment :  Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant 
to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

BRIDLINGTON  PIERS  AND  HARBOUR. 

Abstract  of  the  general  annual  account 
for  the  year  ending  26th  July,  1899  : 
Delivered  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


PETITION. 


MUNICIPAL  TRADING. 

Petition  that  a  Select  Committee  may 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  question 
of  municipal  trading ;  of  London  Chamber 
of  Commerce  ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table. 


CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  2)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*  ; 
to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Monday  next  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) ;  and  standing  Order  No.  XXXIX. 
to  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being 
dispensed  with.     (No.  36.) 

PUBLIC    LIBRARIES    BILL    [h.l.]. 
(Committee.) 

House    in    Committee    (according    to 
order). 

Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  : — 

*LoRD  HARRIS  :  This  clause  proposes 
to  give  the  library  authority  power  to 
make  bye-laws.  The  Local  Government 
Board  think  it  inadvisable  to  make  new 
offences  which  can  be  dealt  with  under 
bye-laws,  and  that  as  regards  the  openifig 
and  closing  of  museums  it  is  quite  enough 
for  the  authority  to  have  the  power  which 
they  now  possess  for  making  regulations 
rather  than  bye-laws  for  this  purpose. 
With  regard  to  the  conduct  of  persons 
frequenting  public  libraries,  the  Local 
Government  Board  point  out  that  the 
Libraries  Offences  Act,  1898,  already 
makes  misbehaviour  in  a  public  library  an 
offence  punishable  on  summary  convic- 
tion.    In  their  opinion,   therefore,  it  is 
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superfluous  now  to  provide  for  bye-laws  I  *LoRD  HARRIS :  I  think  the  nei 
for  regulating  the  conduct  of  persons  I  section  would  come  in  better  sdu 
fretjuenting  public  libraries  and  museums.  |  tion  3. 
They  suggest  that  it  is  already  provided 
for  in  a  Statute. 


Amendment  moved — 

"In  page  1,  line  24,  to  leave  out  from  (*the') 
in  line  24  to  the  second  *and')  in  line  25." — 
{Lord  Harris.) 

Loud  WIXDSOli :  My  object  was  to  ' 
i)l)tain  something  more  definite  than  ' 
regulations.  Tiic  difficulty  was  that ' 
regulations  might  be  made,  but  that  there  j 
was  no  power  to  enforce  them.  However,  ; 
if  the  Local  Government  Board  think  it 
is  objectionable  to  make  bye-laws  for  this 
purpose,  I  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Consequential  Amendment  agreed  to. 

*Loiij)  HARIilS  :  Snl>-clause  (A)  enables 
the  officers  and  servants  of  the  library 
authority  and  constaldcs  to  exclude  or 
remove  from  the  library  idle  or  disor- 
derly per.sons,  and  persons  not  using  the 
same  for  the  purposes  for  which  it  is  j 
intended,  or  having  be(Mi  guilty  therein 
of  a  breach  of  any  bye-law  relating 
thereto.  The  Home  Office  have  asked 
the  Local  (government  Board  to  specially 
watch  this  sub-clause,  and,  if  possible,  to 
get  it  excluded  from  the  Bill.  They 
think  it  inadvisable  and  also  superfluous, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  under  the 
Libraries  Oflences  Act,  1898,  power  has 
been  given  for  the  punishment  of  persons 
on  summary  conviction  for  misbehaviour 
in  public  libraries,  to  insert  this  sub 
clause."-!  have  been  in  communication  with 
my  noble  friend,  and  I  believe  that  he 
agrees  to  my  Amendment,  and  proposes 
to  substitute  another  sub-clause  which  he 
has  read  to  me,  and  to  which  I  have  no 
objection. 

Amendment  moved — 

"To  leave  out  sub-secaiou  {by — (Lord 
Harris. ) 

Lord  WINDSOR :  The  new  sub-sec- 
tion which  I  shall  propose  in  lieu  of  the 
one  the  noble  Lord  has  moved  to  omit 
will  run  as  follows — 

*'  (b)  For  enabling  the  officers  ami  servants 
of  the  library  authority  t<»  exclude  or  remove 
therefrom  persons  coniniittinjr  any  offence 
against  the  Libraries  Offences  Act,  18fl8,  or 
against  the  bye-laws." 

Lord  Harris. 


Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  WINDSOR :    May  I  mo^ 
new  sub-section  (b)  to-day,  and  cod 
cate  with  my  noble  friend  betwee 
and  the  next  sta^e  of  the  BiU  as 
best  place  in  which  to  insert  it  1 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  CX)MMn 
(The  EatI  of  Morley^  :  I  think  it 
be  better  to  have  tne  new  sub- 
printed. 

Clause  3,  as  amended,  agreed  i 

Lord  WINDSOR:  I  should 
give  notice  that  it  is  my  inteni 
move  the  insertion  of  a  fresh  cla 
which,  I  believe,  my  noble  friend 
objection.  It  will  be  a  clause 
siderable  impoi-tance,  and  will  hj 
effect  of  making  the  Lihraries  ( 
Act,  1898,  apply  not  only,  as  it  do 
to  libraries,  but  to  museums,  art  g 
and  schools  provided  under  the 
Libraries  Acts. 

Clauses  4  and  5,  agreed  to. 

Clause  G,  agreed  to,  with  c 
Amendment. 

Clauses  7,  8,  and  9,  agreed  to. 

Clause  10. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  op  BRAI 
I  am  sorry  to  intrude  on  the  Hoi 
inevitable  Irish  grievance,  but  in 
to  public  libraries  we  stand  in  Irel 
a  very  much  worse  position  than  th 
classes  do  in  England.  The  last 
tion  on  the  subject  was  passed  ii 
previous  to  the  Irish  Local  Govei 
Act.  The  Irish  Act  of  1894  wai 
on  a  Report  of  a  Committee  of  the 
of  Commons,  who  considered  the  i 
The  desire  of  the  promoters  was  tl 
lines  of  the  English  Act  of  1892 
be  followed  in  Ireland,  but  unfortt 
that  was  found  to  be  impossible  in 
quenee  of  complications  as  regards 
local  authorities,  rating  powers,  i 
forth,  and  also  as  regards  the  suffh 
local  government  purposes  in  Ii 
These  unfavourable  conditions  hav 
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^n  swept  away  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ant  (Ireland)  Act,  1898,  and  I  therefore 
ftDmit  that  w(^  in  Ireland  should 
*"€  remain  under  this  disadvantage 
i-j^  longer,  and  that  something  should  be 
^ne  to  enable  public  libraries  to  be 
iBirted  in  the  country  districts.  This  is 
«.e  object  of  my  Amendment,  and  I  hope  it 
"311  meet  with  favourable  consideration 
om  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  and  also  | 
X)m  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  the 
_.ord  Chancellor  of  Ireland. 

^  Amendment  moved —  | 

*'  In  page  3,  line  40,  at  the  beginning  of  the  | 
Slause,  to  insert  as  a  separate  sub-section  : — 
(1).  The  provisions  of  the   Public  Libraries 

^ct,  1S92,  shall   Hxtemi  to   Ireland,  with  the  > 
ubetitution   of  the  rural   district  as   library'' 
lUtrict  in  place  of  tlie  parish,  and  of  the  rural 

Histrict  council  ivs  lilirarv  authority  in  place 

^f     the    overseers    for    the     fiarish.*" — {Lord 

'  Moiitvnffh'  (if  limndon. ) 

^  ♦TiiK      LORD     CHANCELLOR      of 
iRKLANl)    (Lord    Ashbourne)  :     My 
[Lords,   I  (juite  appreciate  the  sympathy 
my   noble  fi-iend  takes  in  this  (|uestion, 
and  the  desire  he  evidences  to  extend  the 
I>enefits  of  the  Libraries  Acts  as  widely  as 
possible   in    Ireland,   where   the   love  of 
literature   is  cherished,  but   I  think  the 
disadvantages  of  Ireland  are  rather  more 
appiirent  than  real.     It  is  ([uite  true  that 
there  have  been  sepjimte  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment   in    relation    to     this     matter    as 
regards  England  and  Ireland.    In  Ireland 
we   have  the  Act  of  1855,  and  another 
Act,  passed  as  recently  as  1894,  bringing 
it    up   to  date.     A  Committee  sat  with 
reference  to  the  latter  Act,  when  similar- 
proposals  to  those  which    are  eml>odied 
ill    the  Amendment  of  ray  noble  friend 
were    l)rought     before     the     House    of 
Commons.     But  although   an  effort  was 
made  to  carry  the  benefits  of  the  Librariefe 
Acts  into  the  small   rural  districts,  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  on 
which  Irish  Members  were  largely  repre- 
sented, did  not  see  their  way  to  recom- 
mend the  proposals  then  submitted.     It 
was  indicated  that  regard  must  be   had 
t<>    the     question     of     rating     for     th(^ 
purposes  of    libraries,   and    to  the  fact 
that  the  rate  could  not  exceed  a  penny 
in  the  £,  and  that  it  might   happen,    if 
the  Act  was  extended  to  all  rural  com- 
munities,  as   now   sought   by  my   noble 
friend,  that  it  would  be  adopted  by  com- 
munities who  would  not  be  aide  to  show 
a  rateable  valuation  adequate  to  the  sup 


f)ort  of   a   lil^-ary.     If  it   were   deemed 
ilesiral)le  to  adopt  the  principle  of  exten- 
sion, it  would,  therefore,  be  necessary  to 
discriminate  how  far  that  extension  could 
with  advantage*  be  carried,  and  also  to 
consider    the  experience   of    the   use   of 
powers  under  existing  legislation.    If  my 
Tioble   friend  could   show  that   existing 
legislation  had  been  availed  of  in  Ireland 
and    the    powers    under     it    exercised, 
then    he  would    have  an    argument  to 
nhow  why  a  procedure  should  be  adopted 
bo    widen    the  area   and   take    in   com- 
munities now  excluded.     But   what  are 
the  facts  %    There  are  something  like  129 
towns  in  Ireland  to  which  the  Libraries 
Acts  might  be  applied  if  the  local  govern- 
ing authorities  thought   proper  to  apjily 
bhem,  but  of  those  129  t^)wns  not  more 
than  about  twenty  have  availed  themselves 
of  the  advantages  of  the  Act.      It  would, 
therefore,  seem  that  the  advantages  of  the 
Act  of  1894  are  not  at  present  sufficiently 
realised.     I  venture  to  think  my  noble 
I  friend  might  be  satisfied  with  this  discus 
;  sion,  and  w^ait  for  further  experience  of 
the  effect  of  existing  legislation. 

Loud  MONTEAGLE  of  BRANDON  : 
I  am  sorry  the  no])le  and   learned  Lord 
c^mnot  give  me  more  encouragement.     I 
think  his  argiunent,  that  because  towns 
I  have  not  availed   themselves  of  existing 
;  facilities  country  districts  should  not  have 
'  those    facilities,    rather     curious.       The 
I  demand    for    the   advantages   of   public 
I  libraries  is  more  general  in  country  dis- 
I  tricts  than  in  towns,  and  I  cannot  con- 
ceive why  they  should  not  be  allowed  to 
I  avail  themselves  of  the  Libraries  Act. 

Lord  WINDSOR  :  So  far  as  this  Bill 

is  concerned,  I  should  have  no  objection 

whatever  to  accepting  the  Amendment  of 

.  my  noble  friend  opposite,  but  after  what 

j  has  l^een  said  by  the  noble  and  learned 

I  Lord  below  me  I  do  not  suppose  the  noble 

Lord  will  press  it. 

I      Amendment  (by   leave  of  the  House) 
I  withdrawn. 

Clause  10  agreed  to. 
j      Clause  11  — 

Lord  WINDSOR:  In  moving  the 
I  Amendment  next  on  the  Paper,  I  hope, 
^  if  these  words  are  struck  out,  that  the 

noble  and  learned  Lord  will  not  object  to 

the  rest  of  the  sub-section. 
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Amendment  moved — 

"In  Sub-Section  2,  line  22,  Vo  leave  out 
'  without  the  order  of  a  jud«^  in  chambers 
being  first  obtained.' " — {Lord  Windsor.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (The 
Earl  of  Halsbury)  :  I  am  happy  to  be- 
lieve that  legal  procedure  in  this  country 
is  much  more  advanced  and  rapid  than  it 
used  to  be  ;  but  I  doulit  whether  it  is 
advisable  to  say  that,  in  the  event  of  an 
action  not  coming  to  an  end  in  the  time 
suggested,  the  right  to  institute  proceed- 
ings against  the  library  authority  should 
be  entirely  destroyed.  I  am  told  that 
there  is  considerable  objection  to  the 
clause  elsewhere,  and  the  noble  Lord  may 
imperil  his  Bill  if  he  insists  upon  it. 
Personally,  I  should  not  be  indisposed  to 
accept  a  statutory  limitation  if  definitely 
stilted.  Such  limitations  are  not  un- 
nnual.  Under  a  Statute  of  James  L,  no 
person  can  bring  an  action  for  libel- 
lous or  slanderous  words  more  than 
twelve  months  after  the  speaking  of  the 
words,  and  I  think  it  is  not  unreasonable 
that  in  such  matters  there  should  be  a 
statutory  limitation  entirely  different 
from  that  which  applies  to  debts,  etc. 
But  I  do  not  approve  of  the  limitation 
of  six  months  proposed  in  this  clause. 
Though  I  shall  not  move  the  omission  of 
the  clause  altogether,  yet  I  think  its 
scope  must  be  enlarged  and  a  longer 
period  allowed  between  the  giving  of  the 
notice  and  the  time  beyond  which  pro- 
ceedings cannot  be  instituted.  If  the 
clause  is  not  amended  in  the  meantime, 
I  shall  move  an  Amendment  when  it 
gets  to  the  Standing  Committee. 

Lord  WINDSOR:  I  shall  ]>e  very 
glad,  in  substitution  for  the  term  of  six 
months,  to  put  in  any  period  which  may 
be  considered  reasonable.  I  am  glad 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  does 
not  move  to  strike  out  the  clause,  and  if 
by  any  such  Amendment  in  the  Standing 
Committee  his  objections  can  be  removed, 
1  shall  certainly  endeavour  to  I'emove 
them. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  11,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  12  and  13  ;ii<!-eed  to. 

Schedule. 

*LoRT)  HARRIS:  The  effect  of  repealing 
so    much    of    Section    2   of  the  Public 


Libraries  (Amendment)  Aet^  1893,  u  ^  ,qo 
lates  to  the  consent  of  the  urban  ntH  ^^^^ 
rity  would  be  to  deprive  the  local  uHB  j^^. 
rity  of  any  word,  for  instance^  odW  ^p, 
matter  of  rating.  Under  the  Act  ■  ^d 
1892  the  local  voter  had  that  power,  iS  q, 
by  the  Public  Libraries  (Amenaiii6iit)jB  £ 
of  1893  the  power  was  taken  awiy  ' 
the  voter  and  given  to  the  urban 
rity,  land  unlesahny  Amendment  is 
the  local  authority  will  be  deprived 
voice  in  the  matter. 

Amendment  moved — 

'  In  pasre  5,  to  leave  out  lines  29  and  MT- 


{Lord  Harris,) 
Agreed  to. 

Bill    recommitted    to     the    St 
Ck>mmittoe;     and     to      T)e     printed 

amended.     (No.  38.) 

CENSUS  (GREAT  BRITAIN)  BILL 

House    in    Committee    (according  mI 

order);    Bill  reported     without    tauM 

ment;  Standing   Committee   negatiTid;| 

and  Bill  to  be  read  3<*  Monday  next 

THE    NEW    EDUCATION     CODE- 
GRANTS,    INSPECTION,    Etc. 

♦Lord  REAY  :  My  Lords,  I  rise  toed  I 
attention   to    the  conditions    of    anmal 
grants    as    laid    down    by    the     foarA 
chapter    of    the    Code    of     Kegulatim 
for   Day   Schools    in    England,    and  » 
the    increased    powers    conferred    iqMB 
Her  Majesty's  inspectors.     There  is  ok 
feature  in  the    new   Code   on    which  I 
beg  to  sincerely  congratulate  the  nobk 
Duke,  the  Lord  President  of  the  Cound. 
I  refer  to  Article  15,  which  introduces  ao 
entirely  new  principle  in  our  education, 
and  it  does  it  in  a  manner  with  which,  lo 
far  as  the  subjects  are  concerned  whiA 
are  put  in  the  course  of  instruction  for 
elementary    schools,    I    am     in    heaitv 
sympathy.     Li  fact,  Article  15  gives  ab 
I  asked  for  in  the  statement    I   made 
in  October  to  the  London  School  Boaid 
It  gives  as  compulsory  subjects  Englidi 
composition,  and  grammar,  and  histoiT, 
and  geography,  which  hitherto  have  ody 
been     included    in     the     optional     list. 
Furthermore,  the  Article  sweeps  away  the 
distinction  between    class    subjects  and 
specific  subjects,  and  gives  greater  latitixle 
of  selection  in   the  an-an^ement  of  the 
curriculimi  for  schools.     It  is  quite  evi- 
dent that  this  Article  has  been  included 
in  the  English  Code  in  order  to  bring  it 
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^lore  into  harmony  with  the  Scotch  Code, 

•  .nd  I  think  I  am  justified  in  stating  that, 
•  UBiving  assimilated  the  Codes  in  this  re- 
spect, it  would  have  been  wiser  to  have 

luided  the  guarantees  which  the  Scotch 

Oode  gives,  and  which  are  not  found  in  the 

^Jnglish  Code.     In  the  fii-st  place,  I  regret 

not  to  find  in  the  Code  the  inclusion  of  the 

vierit  certificate.     The  merit  certificate  is 

TB  guarantee  that  these  courses  of  instruc- 

'"tion  when  introduced  will  lead  up  to  a 

certain  goal,  and,  in  addition,  gives  this 

further  advantage,  as  was  pointed  out  by 

my  noble  friend  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 

*  land  in  his  speech  on  Friday  last,  that  you 
can  substitute  the  merit  certificate  for  the 
labour  certificate.  I  do  not  see  in  this  Code 
any  course  of  instruction  for  advanced 
departments,  and  that  is  a  very  suspicious 

^  circumstance  when  I  look  at  Article  13, 
which  has  been  altered  in  a  way  which 
will  make  it  much  more  difficult  for 
^  schools — and  what  I  am  saying  applies  as 
t  well  to  Board  schools  as  to  Voluntary 
:  schools — to  earn  agrant  in  the  advanced  de- 
I  partments.  Article  13  now  precludes  the 
J  recognition  of  attendance  of  those  who 
are  upwards  of  14  years  of  age  and 
have  been  under  instruction  for  more 
than  one  year  in  Standard  VII.  Hitherto 
the  article  has  left  much  greater  latitude 
for  the  recognition  of  higher  work. 
The  limit  of  age  in  the  Free  Educa- 
tion Act  is  15  ;  in  Scotland  it  is  18. 
Another  very  serious  feature  of  the  new 
Code  is  the  increased  power  which  has 
been  given  to  inspectors.  First  of  all, 
the  inspector,  under  Article  15,  b.  ii.,  will 
have  it  in  his  power  to  prescribe  which  of 
the  subjects  included  in  the  list,  except  two, 
may  or  may  not  be  taken,  and,  in  addition, 
he  is  given,  under  Article  101,  a,  ii.,  the 
power  to  disapprove  of  any  portion  of 
the  syllabus  which  he  considers  unsuit- 
able. This  is  a  very  important  innova- 
tion, for  not  only  will  the  inspector  have 
the  power  to  check  the  time-table 
and  the  scheme  of  instruction,  but 
also  the  syllabus.  Therefore,  he  mil 
control  not  only  the  choice  of  subjects, 
but  the  methods  of  instruction.  Every- 
one is  aware  that  inspectors  have  very 
different  ideas  both  as  regards  the  subjects 
which  ought  to  be  included  in  the 
time-table,  and  as  regards  the  methods 
of  teaching.  It  is  quite  conceiveable, 
therefore,  that  a  child  migrating  from 
one  district  of  London  to  another  might 
find  the  syllabus  in  the  school  to 
which     he    migrates,    imposed    by    the 


inspector    of    the    district,    so    entirely 
different    from  that    prescribed  for    the 
school  which  he  had  left  that  he  would 
find  it  difficult  to  follow  the  instruction 
there    given.     Hitherto    the   powers    of 
inspectors    have  been  by  no  means    so 
wide  as  they  are  under  the  new  Code,  and 
unless  the  Education   Department  exer- 
cises a  very  strict  control  over  the  man- 
ner   in   which    these   powers    are    used, 
and  gives  very  definite   instructions    to 
the  inspectors,  I  fear  there  will  be  con- 
siderable friction  in  the  future  between  the 
inspectors  and  the  managers  of  schools. 
The    new    financial  arrangements  affect 
very  seriously  the  most  efficient  schools. 
I  think  I  can  state  the  case  most  clearly 
in   this  way.      A   really  efficient  school 
hitherto   could  earn    22s.    3d.  per    boy, 
and,  in  addition,  5s.  for  specific  subjects 
in  the  higher  standards.  In  future,  the  5s. 
cannot  be  earned  at  all,  and  the  maximum 
amount  that  can  be  earned  in  that  school 
will  be  22s.     Now  take  the  case  of  an 
inferior  school.     In  an    inferior    school 
hitherto    the  minimum    that    could    be 
earned  was   15s.     The  new 'minimum  is 
21s.,  a  difference  of  6s.     This  alteration 
is  all  to  the  advantage  of  the  inferior 
school,  and   to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
higher  school.     There  can  be  no  objec- 
tion if  the  new  grant  is  to  be  given  to 
these  inferior  schools  on  the  understand- 
ing that  they  will  improve  their  course  of 
instruction  and  their  teaching  staff;  but  I 
admit  that  I  do  not  find  in  the  Code  any 
guarantees  for  such  a  sanguine  expecta- 
tion, and  the  wording  of  a  ckuse  in  Article 
101  seems  rather  to  point  to  the  wish  of 
the  Department  that  the  inspector  should 
propose  the  higher  grant    in   all  except 
the  worst  cases.     Here,  again,  I  wish  the 
provisions  of  the  Scotch  Code  had  been 
adopted.   The  system  is  much  more  logical 
in  Scotland,  where  there  is  a  normal  grant, 
witb  an  increase  for  a  school  of  special 
excellence  and  a  reduction  for  a  school 
which  is  below  the  average   efficiency. 
But,    in    any    case,   it    is    deplorable, 
and    I    cannot    express     too     strongly 
my  regret,  that  the  loss  should  accrue  to 
schools   on  which    the    managers    have 
spent  the  greatest  care,  and  which  have 
given   the  best  results.     If  I   take  the 
return  of  last  year  I  find  that  the  grant 
for    infant     and     senior     departments 
amounted  to  £4,385,460.      The    grant, 
based  on  the  attendance  of  last  year  and 
taking  22s.  as  the  figure,  with  a  maxi- 
mum for  infants  of  17s.,  would  amount  to 
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£4,677,808 — an  increase  of  close  upon  :  reasonH  already  sugsented,  might  be  oHd 
.£300,000.  1  strongly  suspect  that  when  »»y  the  authontieH  ST  aome  enm  of  tiieH 
^i       '     1^      f  i.1.-    /T"!        ^     •  •      4.1     i  aiMtnct8   to    the    eHtablif'hnient   of  mm 

the  results  of  this  Code  are  given  in  tlie    ^^iiools." 

next  Rep<jrt  we  shall  find  that  very  little  of 
this  additional  sum  has  been  distributed 
among  the  most  etticient  schools,  and  that 
the  bulk  of  it  will  go  to  the  schools  which 
represent  the  least  educational  effort.  A 
romparison  with  the  grants  under  the 
Scotch  Code  is  still  more  dama^ng. 
There  infants  can  receive  iSs.  6d.  as 
.igainst  1 7s.  \k\.  in  Kngland,  and  scholars  No.  152)  - 
from  ten  till  the  merit  certificate 
2  Is.  TmI.,  as  against  22s.  in  Kngland. 
in  Scotland  you  givr  to  tho  advanced  de- 
|Kirtnients  to  scholars  having  the  ment 
t-ertiHralr  a  maximum  grant  r)f  55.^.  and 
12s.  <)d.  for  experimental  sriiMice,  as 
against  •J2s.  in  England  ;  and  in  Scotland 
this  grant  r;in  be  earned  up  to  the  age  of 
eighteen.  There  is  another  alteration  in 
the  grant  which  will  affect  the  efficiency  of 
the  schools  Hitherto  the  maximum  grant 
t . )  pupil  teachers  has  been  £  1 2.  In  future 
it  will  be  jC6,  and  no  iiccount  is  taken  of  the 
♦pialifications  of  the  pupil  teiicher.  In 
Scotland  the  grant  is  retained  at  £12.  1 
regret  not  Jtinding  in  the  Ccxle  any  pro- 
vision for  securing  a  larger  supply  of 
(•(mipetent  (pialified  teachers.  I  know 
that  the  Depirtment  are  <iuite  aware  of 
the  necessity  of  making  some  such  pro- 
vision, but  this  occasion  has  not  been 
t«ken  to  make  it.  I  need  hardly  siiy  that 
when  1  compare  Kngland  with  Scotland, 
I  have  no  desire  to  complain  of  the  pre- 
dilection of  the  Treasuiy  in  this  respect 
for  Scotland,  but  I  am  lM)und  to 
resent  it  on  behalf  of  the  educational 
interests  of  Kngland  :  nnd  if  1  am  told 
that  the  conditions  of  Scotland  and  the 
history  tif  edncation  in  Scotland  aretjuite 
different  from  those  in  Kngland  then  I 
must  be  allowed  to  i'emin<ltlie  Honse  of  a 
passage  which  orcurs  in  th(*  l\ei)ort  of  the 
Education  Commission,  over  which  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Lurd  Privy  Seal  pre- 


The  larger  districts  have  done  their  <h 
and  in  many  parts  of  England  that 
excellent  higher  grade  schools  whidk 
this  Code,  will  undoubtedly  lie  hit  in 
matter  of  finance.  In  the  Summin 
Conclusions  and  Rec^imniendatioiv 
Commissioners  say   (Part    VII.,  p.  : 


"  That  ill  certain  casc^  tlie  object  <»f  hi 
rlciuciitary  M*hoolH  ini^lit  Ije  i<eciud 
attaching' t<»  an  onlinary  element ary  h4> 
olas-s  or  section  in  wliicli  higher  ilirtri 
was  provided  for  scholarts  wlio  had  p-iMte 
Seventh  Standard  :  and  that  liberal  g 
made  ah  in  Scotlaii<l  to  the  manage 
elementary  schools  for  advaiiceil  liL«tnicti 
scholars  who  have  passsed  the  highest  Mti 
would  facilitate  the  provision  of  sach  I 
instruction  in  the  smaller  and  leiBspo( 
school  district." 

That  was  the  opinion  expressed 
Royal  Commission  as  far  back  as 
and,  twelve  years  later,  instead  of  tt 
a  step  in  advance,  the  new  Code  i 
doubtedly,  so  far  as  the  higher  d( 
ments  are  concerned,  a  retrograde  m& 
I  hope  the  noble  Duke  will  givei 
consideration  to  the  complaints  whic 
sure  to  reach  him  as  to  the  disac 
eft'ect  which  the  Code  >\ill  have  in 
respect. 


sided.  The  unfair  treatment  of  England 
in  the  matter  of  clcmenturv'  education,  aa 
compariiH  with  Scotland,  M'as  censured  by 
the  majority  Report  of  Lonl  Ci-oss's  Com- 
mission (L'ail;  IV.,  cap.  5,  p.  169)  as 
follows-  - 

*•  In  Scotland  lil»eral  j^raiit.-  are  now  made  to 
the  managers  of  eleniontary  schools  for  ad- 
vanced iiistructitm  to  scholars  who  have  })a88ed 
(he  highest  stan<laid.  and  we  soo  no  reason 
why  KiigUsh  children  should  not  be  atfordetl 
like  assistance  for  contimiing  their  e<lucation. 
This  arraiigemeiit  would  faciliUite  the  provi-  | 
sion  of  such  higher  instruction   in  the  smaller 


and   less  populoui 


Thk  lord  PRKSIDKNT  of 
COUNCIL  (The  Duke  of  Dkvoxsh 
My  lionls,  my  noble  friend  has  ivf 
several  times  in  the  course  of  his  ol»: 
tions  to  the  case  of  the  Scotch  Code 
compared  it  to  the  <lisa(  I  vantage*  i» 
Kn^lish  C<Mle  in  si'veral  iNirticuhuv 
is  scarcely  necessiirv  for  ni<«  tn  p(»in 
that  tlui  cases  of  KnglantI  and  Sl-o 
are  \ery  far  from  being  analogous 
Scotland  the  School  jLJoard>  have 
doubtedly  authority  to  give  secon 
education,  whereas  in  this  country,  i 
arc  advised,  we  have  no  such  ptjwer. 
doubt  we  have  no  such  jK)wer,  an« 
my  noble  friend  is  aware,  the  Gro 
ment  have  under  consideration,  and 
to  propose  Iwjfore  very  long,  thti  meai 
which  may  l>e  necessiiry  to  constitiil 
authority  which  shall  have  legal  auth< 
to  give  secondary  education,  w 
no  local  authority  can  give  at  pre 
When  that  time  comes  it   may  be  n 


cho( 


li^lricts,  and,  for  I  »ary  to  attempt   to  draw   a   distinct 
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^jatweeii   upper  primary    and  secondary 
^■Sucation  which  may  involve  the  inclusion 
^^  upper  primary  education  of  something 
igher  than  the  seventh  standard,  and  it 
isa  possilile  we  may  be  in  a  position  to 
:.2aa<aKe  some  further  advance  in  the  direc- 
aE^iou  of  assimilating  the  English  and  the 
r-  Jcot^h  Codes.     My  noble  friend  also  re- 
js-  -erred,  in  a  tone  of  some  complaint,  to  the 
!;^a4dditional   powers  which    were  given  to 
■^jhe   inspectors   under   the  new  Code.     I 
need    scarcely    say    that    the    proposed 
powers  will  bo  exercised  under  the  con- 
-•utrol  of  and  subject,  if  necessary,  to  appeal 
''•to     the     Education     Department;    and, 
^although    I  believe    that   Her   Majesty's 
-^  inspectors  are  a  body  of  men  to  whom 
:   >very  great  responsibility  in  this  matter 
fr  I  may  very  safely  be  entrusted,  I  do  not 
*■  ^  conceive  that  there  has  been  the  smallest 
^  intention  to  absolve  the  Department  itself 
i  from  any  responsibility  which   properly 
rests   upon   it.      The   remainder  of  the 
observations  of  my  noble  friend  were,  I 
s  think,    devoted    to   the   substitution    of 
3^    the   block    grant    for  the  elaborate  and 
■     rather    complicated    system    of  variable 
<    grants     which      have       hitherto     been 
given  to  the  elementary    schools.     I  do 
not  think  that  my  noble  friend  will  desire 
that  I  should  enter  into  this  question,  in 
respect  of  its  dctiiils,  at  any  great  length. 
The  Co<le  has   very   recently  l»een  pub- 
lished, and  has  not  up  to  the  present  })een 
very  much  discussed.  The  substitution  of 
}>lock  grants  for  variable  grants  will  not 
come  into  operation  until  the  year  1901- 
1902,  and  although  I  feel  tolera})ly  confi- 
dent that  the  principles  that  are  laid  down 
in   this    Code  will  commend  themselves 
generally  as   educationally    expedient,  I 
should  not  like,  until  I  have  heard  further 
discussion    on    the    subject,   to    commit 
myself  absolutely  to  the  proposals  which 
are  contained  in  the  Code.  The  provisions 
of  the  Code  to  which  my  noble  friend  has 
referred  are  going  to  be  challenged  in  the 
other  House  next  week,  and  it  is  probable 
that  there  the  subject  will  be  more  fullydis- 
cussed,  and  the  experience  and  knowledge 
of  managers  and  school  teachers  will  be  more 
fully  brought  to  l^ear  upon  the  (question 
than  could  be  the  case  in  this  House  as  at 
present  constituted.     And   I   am  almost 
disposed  to  regret  that  my  noble  friend 
did  not  think  it  expedient  to  postpone  his 
o)>ser\'ation8  upon  the  Code  until  we  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  hearing  those  fuller 
discussions   that   undoubtedly  will   take 
place  before  long  in  the  other  House  and 


in  the  country.  The  question  of  this 
change  in  the  system  of  making  grants  to 
elementary  schools  has,  as  the  no})l3  Lord 
is  no  doubt  aware,  })een  for  a  very  long 
time  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Department,  and  the  officials  of  the 
Department  who  have  had  it  under  their 
consideration  have  come,  I  believe,  almost 
unanimously  to  the  conclusions  which 
have  now  been  embodied  in  the  Code. 
A  very  considerable  stimulus  has,  no 
doubt,  lately  been  given  in  the  direction 
of  this  change  by  the  movement  which 
has  taken  place  on  the  part  of  Members 
for  agricultural  and  rural  constituencies 
and  others,  who  have  expressed  a  strong 
desire  and  instituted  a  kind  of  agitation  for 
changes  in  the  curriculum  and  system  of 
our  rural  schools  which  would  adapt  the 
course  of  instruction  given  in  them  more 
fully  to  the  wants  of  the  class  of  children 
that  attend  those  schools.  In  the  course 
of  this  discussion  it  has  been  found  that 
an  almost  indispensable  preliminary  was 
the  substitution  of  something  in  the  nature 
of  a  block  grant  for  the  variable  grants 
which  have  prevailed,  and  when  this  ques- 
tion was  under  consideration  in  connection 
with  rural  schools  it  was  found  that  no 
valid  reason  could  be  given  why  this 
system  of  block  gi-ants  could  be  applied 
to  rural  districts  only  which  did  not  apply 
to  its  adoption  in  connection  with  schools 
genemlly.  The  noble  Lord  has  not 
challenged  the  expediency  of  this  sub- 
stitution, and  therefore  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  at  the  present  moment  to  go 
into  the  reasons  which  have  induced  the 
Department,  after  a  great  deal  of  con- 
sideration, to  adopt  this  course.  It  is 
undoubtedly  the  case  that  by  the  substi- 
tution of  block  grants  for  the  present 
variable  grants  a  ceitain  number  of  schools 
that  have  hitherto  })een  considered  most 
efficient  will  be  the  losers,  and  those  less 
efficient  will  become  considerable  gainers. 
That  is  a  consequence  necessarily 
inseparable  from  the  substitution  of  a 
block  grant  for  the  variable  grants,  unless 
the  Treasury  could  have  been  induced  to 
assent — and  we  did  not  think  we  had  a 
right  to  ask  them  to  assent — to  the  fixing 
of  the  })lock  grant  at  such  a  figure  as 
would,  while  im})roving  the  position  of 
the  less  efficient  schools,  have  left  the 
more  efficient  schools  unaftected.  This 
question  depends  very  much  on  the  point 
of  view  from  which  we  look  at  the  grant 
which  is  given  by  the  State  in  aid  of 
elementary  education.     If  we  look  at  that 
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grant  08  u  fund  hy  means  of  which  cer-    oliservations   of  the   noble  Duke  to 


effect  that  it  would  not  be  desinfaici 
the  whole  matter  has  been  morefiillya 
siclered  out  of  doors   and   in  the  i 
House,  to  attempt  to  enter  upon  then 


tain  localities,  especially  favourefl  by 
wealth,  perhajis  \\y  ehergy  and  intelli- 
gence, are  able  by  a  large  expenditure 
of     their    own    to     extract     from     the 

State    the  largest    amount     of    aid    for    important  questions  which  are  raHsil 
the      instruction     of     a      aMtain     dass    the  new  code ;  and    I    welcome  the 
of       children       in       a       ceitain      class    fair  manner  in  which  the  noble  V^"^ 
of  su])jects,  then   undoubtedly  there  are    treated  the  particular  questions 
certain  scho^jls  in  certain  localities  which    before  the  House  by  my  noble  friend 
under  the   present  CVnie  will  appear  to    hind  me.     I  do  not  feel  that  I  am 
suffer  some  injustice.     If,   on  the  other    ciently    an    expert    to    give    any 
hand,  ;is  I  think  we  ought  rather  to  do,    decisive  opinion  as  to  vrhat  may  lie 
we  look  upon   the?  (Jovernnient  grant  in 
aid  of  elementary  education  as  a  fund  out 
of  which  elementary  instruction    to   tiie    certain  amount  of  jealousy  at  the  ii 
children  of  the  nation  as  a  whole  is  to  be    duction  of  a  system  which,  as  the 
raised  to  thi*    highest    point   of   average 
efficiency,  then   I  think   it  will  ]»e  found 
that  this  substitution  is  not  only  expedient    schools, 
but  also  just.     At  all  events,   my  Lords,    because 
it    is    a    mejisun*    which    has    not    In'en 
adopted   without   \(jry  careful  considera- 
tion, and  it  is  a   measure  which  also  has, 
so  far  as  we  are  able  at   present   to   see, 
receivi'd   no  v«mv   inconsidenible  amount 


Duke   admits,    will    }je    disadvant 
to      the     higher     class     of     eleme 

I  do  not  think  tkl 
those  who  support  tinl 
elementary  schools  have  got  ample  iwiA 
and  therefore  have  in  that  respect  al 
advantage  over  other  schools,  they  shooUl 
be  discouraged  in  the  efforts  which  thwl 
make   to   raise   to  the  highest  point  tkl 


of  suppoit.     We    liaN'e   alrea<ly  received    standaid    of  elementary    schools,   and  t« 

set  thereby  an  example  to  the  whole  I 
country  of  what  may  lie  done  in  thill 
resiK'Ct.  I  cannot  help  fearing  that  thf  I 
new  system  may  to  some   extent  hoktcT  | 

taken,    and    although    no    doubt    there  !  up  unsatisf actor}'  and  imperfect   schooU 


resolutions  fioni  the;  Agricultural  F>hica 
tion  Comniitte<?,  and  also  from  the 
National  irniori  oi  Tcjacheis,  wannh' 
ai)proving      of      th(;      stej)      we      have 


may      Im!      certain       most       admirably 
managed    School    IV>ards    whose    consti- 


where  there  is  little  zeal   for   education, 
and   discourage   schools   which    are  sup 


tuents  will  suffer  to  a  certain  extent  polled  by  people  possessed  of  much 
jwcuniarily  .  from  the  change,  1  believe  ;  greater  zeal  for  this  important  task,  h 
that  when  this  question  comes  to  be  dis-  j  seems  to  me  that  the  system  will  have  t«' 
cussed,  it  will  be  found  that,  in  the  be  tried  in  this  way.  If  it  has  the  effect 
opinion  of  those  who  have;  the  greatest  \  of  really  raising  the  standard  of  efficiency 
oi)portunitv  of  gaining  experience  and  in  the  schools  of  the  country  genei-ally, 
knowledge,  the  gain  to  the  eihciency  of  that  will,  in  itself,  be  a  very  signal  aid- 
education  generally  will  be  so  great  as  to  '  vantage  to  be  gjiined  ;  but,  unless  a 
r(;concile  them  to  any  tempoi-ary  pecu-  ,  sti-onger  pressure  is  put  upon  a  very 
niary  sacrifice  they  may  be  called  uix)n  to  large  numbei'  of  schools  —particularly 
make.      1  feel  verv  little  doubt  that  tiiis    voluntary    sciu.M)ls     and     smaller     B<janl 


matter  will  receixe  in  the  course  of  the 
jjresent  session  both  in  this  and  the  other 
House,  and  in  the  country  generally,  more 
attention  than  it  has  yet  received.  1 
can  only  thank  my  noble  friend  opposite 
for  having  given  to  your  Lordships' 
House  at  this  early  stage,  the  benefit  of 
his  experience,  and  I  can  assure  him  that, 
so  far  as  the  ([uestions  have  not  been 
finally  decid(?d  l)y  the  present  Code,  the 
suggestions  he  lias  mad(i  will  receive  most 
careful  attention. 

TiiK    Karl    of    KlMBEltLKV:     My 


schools  to  attain  a  greater  efficiency,  I 
shall  b(^  very  nnich  afraid  that  there 
will  be  no  gain  as  regards  general 
education  in  the  country.  One  of 
the  greatest  difficulties  still  is  the 
existence  of  a  considerable  number 
of  schools  when?  the  education  is 
far  l>elow  the  desired  standard,  and  I 
fully  admit  the  difficulty  of  putting 
stronger  pressiu'e  on  many  of  them.  1 
had  some  experience  of  the  difficulties 
when  1  was  Lord  President  of  the  Council. 
There  is  very  serious  danger  that  many 
of  these  small  schools  will  remain  far 
Lords,  I  entirely  agree  with  the  ojiening  '  below  what  they  ought  to  be,  and  that 
The  I  hike  of  Ih'iHniiihm. 
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;ially  the  case  in  rural  schools.     I 
y  hope   that  the   whole   question 

discussed  from  every  point  of 
nd  if  it  should  be  found  that  the 
'Stem  will  work  well,  I,  for  my 
lould  congratulate  the  Educational 
ment  on  the  step    that  has  been 

I  know  that  there  is  a  not  un- 
jealousy  of  the  certain  amount  of 
education  which  is  given  in  some 

superior  Board  schools,  and  I  I 
that,  when  we  have  an  admirable 
of  secondary  education,  such  as  it 
d  we  may  have  some  day,  placed 
the  reach  of  the  whole  population 
;ountry,  there  will  be  no  necessity 
t  kind  of  higher  education  which 
g  given  in  those  schools.  But 
r  we  may  welcome  the  step  which 
en  taken  to  improve  secondary 
on,  with  the  best  intentions  and 
latest  energy,  it  must  be  a  very 
lie  }>efore  a  really  efficient  system 
idary  education  can  be  established 
country,  and  I  should  lament  very 
f,  during  the  interval,  this  qua^i- 
,iy  education  which  is  given  in 
■  the  best  of  the  Boanl  schools  was 
aged  or  diminished.  That  would 
cry  severe  })low  to  the  general 
sof  the  education  of  the  country. 


House  juljourne<l  at  twenty  minutes 
l^efore  Six  of  the  Clock,  to 
Monday  next,  Two  of  the 
Clock. 


►  USE    OF    COMMONS. 

Fridat/,  23/y/  Marc/i,  1900. 

iii\rrE  niLL  busixess. 


lTE   hills  (STANl)IN(^   OKHKH 
62  COMPLIED   WITH). 

Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
IS  for  Private  Bills,  that,  in  the 
the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the 
leading  thereof.  Standing  Order 
has  ])een  complied  \nth,  namely  : — - 

[)avid's   liailwav     (Abandonment) 
11. 

red,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 


PUOVISIONAL    ORDER    BILLS    (NO 
STANDING  ORDERS  APPLICABLE), 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  that,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the 
first  Reading  thereof,  no  standing  Oi-ders 
applicable,  namel  y : — 

Lociil  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  (No.  1)  Bill. 

Ordered,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Monday  next. 

CITY  AND  SOUTH  LONDON  RAILWAY 
BILL. 

GRANTHAM  GAS  BILL. 

REDHILL  GAS   BILL. 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  .  })e  read 
the  third  time. 

METROPOLITAN  COMMON  SCHEME 
(PETERSHAM)  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 
BILL. 

Road  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

M  ETROPOLITAN     DISTRICT 
RAILWAY    BILL. 

Petition  for  additional  Provision  ;  re- 
ferred to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for 
Private  Bills. 

SOUTHPORT   WATER   BILL. 
Reported,  with   Amendments ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

MARKET  WEIGHTON  DRAINAGE  AND 
NAVIGATION  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments  ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

READING  CORPORATION  (TRAM* 
WAYS)  lULL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments  ;  Report 
to  lie  u[K)n  the  Table,  arid  to  be  printed. 


PETITIONS. 

ECCLESIASTICAL    ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

Petition  from  Orkney,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

ECCLESIASTICAL    ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

Petition  from  Dumfn>«?,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 
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LOCAL    AUTHORITIES    OFFICERS' 
SUPERANNUATION    BILL. 

Petition  from  Thoriihill,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

MIDWIVES  BILL. 
Petition  from  London,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
ACT,  1845. 

Petition  fi-om  Logic  Pert,  for  alteration 
of  law  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 
ON  SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ;  from  Mildenhall ; 
and  Andover ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 
TO  CHILDREN  BILL,  AND  SUNDAY 
CLOSING  (MONMOUTHSHIRE)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Bolton,  in  favour  ;   to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


{.COMMONS}!  (SiamUnff  CammiUm). 
UGANDA  RAILWAY  ACT.  W 
Account  presented,  sliowinEtliei 
issued  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  t 
the  provisions  of  the  Uganda  U 
Act,  1896  (59  and  60  Vic,  c  38),a 
the  money  expended  and  Iwrrowd 
Securities  created  under  the  said  i 
3l8t  March,  1899 ;  together  wU 
Report  of  the  Gomptrouer  andAi 
Qeneral  thereon  [by  Act]  ;  to  .lie  op 
Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  lOi 


SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  U 
I  Copy  presented,  of  Tn*asur}'  3 
1  dated  15th  March,  1900,  deeluii 
Margai-et  Jones,  Sub-Postmistrtws,! 
Post  Office  Department,  was  ap 
without  a  Civil  SerAice  certificate,  i 
inadvertence  on  the  part  of  the ! 
her  Department  [by  Act]  :  to  H 
the  Table. 


FACTORY    AND    WORKSHOP 
(1878)    AMENDMENT    BIL] 

Older  for  Second  Reading  up( 
nesday,  4th  April,  read  and  disc 
— Bill  withdrawn. 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATING   LIC^UORS  TO 
CHILDREN  BILL. 

Petitions  in   favour,    from    Crockham 

Hill ;    Norwich  ;     Salford  ;     Pendleton  ; 

Moss  Side  ;    Edinburgh  ;  Barnsley ;   and 

Otley  :  to  lie  upon  the  Table.  ,„, ,  ^.^.^r^    ^^**,r,r«r-,« 

•^  '  ^  STANDING    COMMITTEES    (C 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO  i  MEN'S  PANEL). 

CHILDREN  (No.  2)  BILL.  Mr.  AuTinit  O'CoNNOK  report 

Petition  fioin   Slictlidd,   in   favoui-  ;  lo  ■  thu    Cliairnien's    Panel,    That    th 

lie  upon  the  Talilc.  appointed  Mr.  Laurence  Hai-dy  U 

Chairman  of  the  Standing  Commi 

SALE  OF  INTO.XlCATrNc;  LIQIOKS  TO      '  -        •  -     - 

(^HILI)HKN  (SCOTLAND)  lULL. 

Petitions   in  favmn*,   fruni    Clvdt'liank  ; 


and  Scottish  IJiind 
lie  upon  the  Ta])lo. 


of    Hope   Union  ;    to 


the  consideration  of  Bills  relating 
and  Courts  of  Justice  and  Lega 
dure,  in  i-es|)ect  to  the  M ei-chant  S 


(Liability  of  Shipowners)  Bill. 


SUNDAY  CLOSINC;  (MONMOCTHSHIKK) 
lULL. 

Petitions     in    favour,     from     Bradford 
(two)  ;    Skegness  ;    Salford  :    and 
ford;  to  lie  upon  the  Tabic. 


Mr.   Arthur  O'Connor   furt] 

])orted,  That  they  luul  apj)oin ted  \ 

l^dwai-d  Ellis  to  act  jus  Chairman 

Standing  Committee  for  the  eonsic 

^^^''^^-    of  Bills  relating  to  Trade  (includir 

'  culture     and    Fishing),     Shippin 

'  Manufactures,  in  respect  to   tae 


TOWX  COUNCILS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL.    |  ^en's CompoBsation  Act  (1897)  Es 
Petition  from  Foitcs,  in  fav(jur ;  to  lie  i  jJilL 
upon  the  Table. 

Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

ARMY    (RECRUITING). 
Copy  presented,  of  Annual   Report  of 
the  Inspector  General  of  Recruiting  for 
1899    [by   Command]  ;    to   lie  upon  the 
Table. 


SELECTION   (STANDING    CO 
MITTEES). 

Mr.  Halsey  reported  from  th( 
mittee  that  they  hiui  added  to  the 
ing  Committee  on  Ijaw  and  Coi 
Justice  and  Legal  Procedure  the  fol 
fifteen   Members  in  respect  of  th 


j^K^knt  Shipping  (Liability  of  Shipowners) 
A^l : — Mr.    William    Allan   (Gateshead),  I 
'  T/*-  Bryce,  Sir  Charles  Cayzer,  Sir  Donald  I 
r^'^rrie,  Colonel  Denny,  Sir  Francis  Evans,  I 
t;   "ar.  Field,  Sir  Fortescue   Flannery,  Sir 
'  ;^^illiam   Houldsworth,    Sir  John   Leng, 
fc^r^«  Charles  M*Arthur,  Mr.  Platt-Higgins, 
^Tr.  Provand,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  and  Mr. 
^     .ivelock  Wilson. 

Mr.   Halsey  further    reported    from 
tie  Committee  that  they  had  added  to 
jhe  Standing  Committee  on   Trade   (in- 
i-^uding  Agriculture  and  Fishing),  Ship- 
C^  iing,    and    Manufactures,    the    following 
^^jifteen  Members  in  respect  of  the  Work- 
men's Compensation  Act  (1897)  Extension 
Jill : — Mr.    Buchanan,    Mr.    Carlile,  Mr. 
^ikrry  Foster,  Mr.  Goulding,  Sir  Cameron 
-:  Hull,  Sir  William  Harcourt,   Mr.  Grant 
-    Lawson,  Colonel  Lockwood,   Mr.  Runci- 
man.  Captain  Sinclair,    Mr.   Strutt,    Mr. 
Vaughan-Davies,  Mr.  Courtenay  Warner, 
KSLom   Willoughby   de   Eresby,    and    Mr. 
^  ^Frederick  W^ilson. 

rr-      Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


(23  March  1900} 


Questions. 


170 


to  be  authentic,  that  the  initiative  to 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  refers  was  due  to 
Lord  Edward  Cecil,  now  shut  up  in  Mafe- 
king.  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
consulting  him  or  the  gallant  officer  com- 
manding in  Mafeking,  and  therefore  I 
cannot  give  any  information  on  the  sub- 
ject at  present. 

STORMBERG  ENGAGEMENT- 
GENERAL  GATACRE'S  DESPATCH. 
Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  what  action,  if  any,  the  War 
Office  intends  to  tiike,  having  regard  to 
the  strictures  of  Lord  Roberts  on  the 
despatch  of  General  Gatacre  respecting 
the  Stormberg  reverse. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Mr.  G.  W^yndham, 
Dover)  :  No  action  is  contemplated. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL:  Is  no  action 
j  contemplated,  having  regard 


*Mr.  speaker  :  Oixler,  order  1 
question  has  been  answered. 


The 


QUESTIONS, 


SOl'TH  AFRICAN  WAR— PROVI- 
SIONING OF  MAFEKING. 

Sill  CHARLES  CAMERON  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  l>eg  to  ask  the  First  Lonl 
of  the  Treasuiy  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  statement  that  it  was 
owing  U)  th(^  initiative  tiiken  by  Messrs. 
Julius  W(»il  and  Conip«iny,  Goveniment 
contractors,  or  their  agent,  in  storing  at 
Mafeking  a  much  larger  stock  of  food 
supplies  than  that  required  by  their  con- 
trai't,  that  the  garrison  and  inhabitiints  of 
that  town  have  been  in  a  {K)sition  to  with- 
stand the  siege  many  weeks  longer  than 
they  would  otheiwise  have  been  able  to 
do  ;  whether  he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  the  facts ;  and,  if  they  be  as 
stated,  whether  he  ^viIl  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  suitably  recognising  the  fore- 
sight of  the  person  who,  thus  acting  on 
his  own  responsibility,  rendered  possible 
the  protracted  defence  of  Mafeking. 
May  I  be  permitted  to  add  that  I  have 
heard  since  I  put  this  (question  down  that 
the  initiative  in  this  impoitant  matter 
was  taken  bv  a  Member  of  this  House  ? 


SIEGE  OF  KIMBERLEY— MR.    RHODES 
AND  COLONEL  KEKEWICH. 

i      Mr.   SWIFT   MacNEILL:    I  bee  to 

i  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 

I  whether  any  investigation  is   to  ])e  made 

I  into  the  differences  between   Mr.    Rhodes 

(  and  Colonel  Kekewich  during  the  siege 

of  Kimberley ;  and,  whether  Mr.  Rhodes 

acted  under  any  authority  in  his  alleged 

intei-ference  with    Colonel    Ivekewich   in 

[  the  discharge  of  his  duties  as  commander 

I  at  Kimberley. 

!  Mil.  AVYNDHAM  :  The  answer  to  the 
first  (laragraph  is  in  the  negative.  Colonel 
!  Kekewich  was  the  only  person  who  hiwl 
I  authority  in  regaixl  to  military  dis- 
I  positions  for  the  defence  of  Kimberley, 
;  and  I  am  not  aware  that  that  authority 
'  was  questioned. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  Were  there, 
in  fact,  any  differences  between  Mr. 
Rhodes  and  Colonel  Kekewich  1 


[No  answer  was  given.] 


AFTER  THE  WAR  —  SETTLEMENT 
OF  RETIRED  SOLDIERS  IN  SOT^TH 
AFRICA. 


The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
Vj.)  :  I  liave  seen  a  repoit,  which  seems    if  any  steps  am  be  taken  by  the  Govern 


Mr.  HARWOOD  (Bolton) :   I  be^  to 
ask  the  Lender  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
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Qftdf4tU>ftjf. 


[COMMOKS} 
♦Mk. 


hlfiit  to  ♦?iicoiiRi>r»f  th»'  ^rttk'ineiit  of 
n.»tire«l  s^ildirr-"  in  S^jtith  Afn«.-;i  afu- r  th»f 
War  is  enrbr^l. 

*Mk.  WVNDHAM:  It  uoul.L  ill  th.: 
opinion  of  th*.-  GovpinnR-nt.  U-  jin-matnrH 
to  discuss  thi-  iiur-tion  at  [iiv.-ent. 

IMMAN  AMKILANrK  roKFS. 
SiK  MANCHERJEE  fmOWNAG- 
GKEE  (Bethnal  (;r.-..n,  X.E.>:  I  Ik-;,'  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
if  he  Ciin  state  what  numlH-r  of  Bnti.sh 
Indian  subjects  have  In^en  eniployefl  in 
the  Indian  Anilnilance  Coi-jis  from  the 
date  of  its  organisiition  in  connection  with 
the  operations  in  South  Afi-ica,  how 
many  of  them  have  In^'en  woundeil  and 
killed  :  if  a  full  list  of  th«r  j>ers<jns  so  em- 
ployed is  kept  :  and  whether  in  the  cas<* 
of  their  Ijeing  wound*.*fl  or  killefl.  intima- 


WYXDHAM  :  Xrx.  Sir. 
cuDnot  lie  the  fact.  I  think  tkrlj 
Member  knows  the  facts.  The  Mark! 
bullet  was  the  regulation  buDeL  m 
original  garris«>n  in  Soath  Afnoiioe 
but  it  was  recallecL  and  it  has  never  s 
use^l  in  this  campaigTi. 

Mr.  DILX.ON :  My  question  U  wte 
as  a  Diatter  of  fact,  many  miIlirHib>  •] 
Mark  IV.  bullet  were  not  in  the  bau 
the  troops  in  South   Africa. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM:  They  w« 
called,  without  being  used.  That: 
that  they  were  placed  in  the  mapLz 

Mr.  DILLON:  But  they  w« 
brought  back  to  England  ? 

•Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  That  1  ai 
aware  of. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hampshiiv,  ] 


tion    thereof    is   duly    erMivryed    to  the    stoke) :  Have  explosive  Imllets  liet 


Indian  authorities  and   publishe<l  for  the 
information  of  their  relatives  anrl  friends. 

*Mk.  WYNDHAM:  There  is  no 
nominal  roll  of  such  iK*rs^>ns  in  this 
country.  Approximately  there  are  al)OUt 
1,300  Indian  subjects  employed  in  connec- 


by  the  Boers  in  this  war  f 
[No  answer  was  returned.] 


tion  with  the  campaign  in  South  Af ric-a  of    ^,^^^  -^  ^^^j^^^^j  ^       j,^  -  ^.j^^^ 
whom  the  majority  are  employHlw^^^^^^  ^^^;,^l  ^^  ^.^  regimtnt  at  Magei^i 


roM.\L\NI)S    AT     THE     FltONT 
METHl'EN   AXD    COL.    <;f>U< 
Mr.  swift  MacXEILL:  I 
ask  the  L'nder  Secretaiy  of  State  f 
rho   was  i 


Aimy  Medical  DeiKirtment.  Four  have 
been  killed  and  seven  wounded.  The 
Goverimient  of  India  is  infonned  by  the 
military  authorities  in  South  Africa  of  all 
casualties  amongst  the  Inrlian  contingent. 

SiK     MANCHEKJEE     BHOW^NAG- 
(fREE  :  Are  r.ames  given  in  the  rei)ort8?  -  officer. 

*M.>    uvvnuvvr     v     c  *^^^'   WYNDHAM: 

*Mll.    >N  ^  jSDHAM  :  No,  Sir. 


not  still  in  C4>mmand  of  his  regn 
the  front :  is  Colonel  Goueh's  i 
from  the  field  owing  to  the  ac 
Lord  Methuen  ;  and  what  ai-e  the  > 
stances  that  have  led  to  the  ten 
loss  of  the  services  of  this  distin^ 


Colonel  (. 
period  of  command  expired  on  tl 
March.  His  aljsence  from  the  he 
vious  to  that  date  was  due  to  the 
of  Ij<^)nl  Methuen.  1  infonned  the  I 
able  .Member  yesteixlay*  that  an  i 
would  1k'  held  so  soon  as  the  ne 
witnesses  are  available. 


KXIM.OSIVEOK  EXl'ANSIVK  BULLETS. 

Mil.     MIDOLEMOKE     (Birmingham,  | 
N.)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the.  War  Oifiee  whether  either  explo- 
sive or  expanding  bullets   have  been  sent  • 
to  South  Africa  for  the   use'of  the  tr(K)p8  ! 
theiM'  oi'  for  any  othei*  pni|M)se.  I 

*Mk.  WVNDHAM  :  The  bullet  iu  use  I 
in    South    Africa   for    the    rifle    is 
Mark  11.  solid   bullet.     Mark  V.  bullets 
wore  recalled,  and  have  never  been  used 
by  the  troops.     Neither  have  any  Dum-  \ 
J)uin  l)ullets  been  used  by  the  troops.         |  ^heme   of   the   operations  to    l)e 

Mk.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :    Is  it  not  i  ^l^eii  at    the    ]>attle    of    Magers) 
the    fact   that   a.i    enormous   number  of   which,  m  obedience  to  the  orders  o: 
Mark     IV.,     hollow  -  nosed,     expanding 
bullets   were    sent  out  to  the  troops  in 
Sou  til  Africa  .' 


! 

MA^iEKSKUNTKIN        LINGAC^EMI: 

GENERAL    WAUCHOPE    AND 

METHUEN. 

the       Mr.   SWIFT  MacNEILL  :   I 

ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  f< 

whether   Major  General    Waueho] 

pressed  any  difference  of  opinion  as 


Methuen,    his    commanding 
endeavoured  to  carry  out. 


office 


*  See  i»age  29  of  this  volume. 
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-BlR.  WVNDHAM:  Nothing  is  kii6wii 
^ch  tends  to  confirm  the  suggestion  put 
—ward  by  the  hon.  Member.  Lord 
.Bithuen  states  in  his  despatch  that 
aneral  Wauchope  made  no  comment  on 
"3  orders  beyond  replying  that  he  under- 
'  X)d  them. 

-^  Mr.  SWIFT  MacNEILL:  Will  Lord 
-^ethuen  be  asked  the  question  I  have 
J>w  put  ? 

»Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

LOUD  METHUEN'S  DESPATCHES. 
::  Mr.  swift  xMacNEILL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
,he  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
Vhether  in  the  revised  despatch  of  Lord 
dothuen,  dated  15th  February,  any 
natters  and  incidents  in  relation  to  the 
lattle  of  Magersfontein,  which  were  the 
mbject  of  previous  informal  communica- 
iioiis  by  Lonl  Methuen,  were  omitted ; 
md  at  whose  suggestion  were  those  omis- 
ions  made,  and  on  what  grounds. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM:  I^rd  Methuen's 
.ttention  was  directed  by  the  Com- 
nander-in-Chief  to  the  fact  that  his  com- 
Qunication,  as  originally  drafted,  departed 
rom  the  style  and  form  prescribed  for  a 
lespatch. 

"A  de-ipatfli  (in  the  words  of  the  Com- 
naniler-in-('hief)  should  be  a  complete  ac- 
K>aiit,  and  nhould  not  contain  reports  from 
lubordinate  commander^  or  other  documents. 
Paragraphs  should  be  numl^ered,  and  all  names 
>f  othcers  selected  for  i)raise  Khould  be  in  one 
[>ara>;ni|ih,  trivial  details  l)eing  omitted.'* 

[t  was  to  the  form  and  not  to  the  sub- 
stance of  the  despatch  that  exception  was 
saken. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) :  Will 
bhe  hon.  Gentleman  relieve  the  feelings  of 
the  gallant  Irishman  in  command  of  a 
Scotch  regiment  on  that  occasion  hy 
stating  whether  any  reflection  was  con- 
veyed against  Colonel  Downham  in  the 
first  despatch  ? 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  No,  Sir  ;  none. 


THE    QUEEN'S    VISIT    TO    IRELAND— I 
PR0VIS10NIN(J    OF    THE    CH.VNNEL 
SQUADRON.  ' 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.) :  I 
]>eg  to  ask  the  Fii-st  Ijord  of  the  Ad- 
mimlty  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
Jill  necessary  supplies  can  l)e  procured  in 
the  South  of  Ireland,  steps  will  l)e  taken 
to  provision  the  Channel  Fleet  during  the 
present  visit  to  Queenstown. 


♦The  SECKETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  Macartney,  Antrim, 
S.) :  All  supplies  of  fresh  meat,  vege- 
tables, and  fresh  bread  required  by  the 
Fleet  while  in  Irish  waters  are  obtained 
locally,  and  this  course  >vill  be  followed 
!  in  the  case  of  the  ships  of  the  Channel 
Squadron. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  Can  other  pro- 
'  visions  be  included  in  this  arrangement  1 

♦Mr.  MACARTNEY ;   No,  Sir ;   it  is 
confined  to  fresh  provisions  which  can  be 
.  obtained  fresh  locally. 

i      MILITIA -OFFICERS'  GRATUITIES. 

Commander  YOUNG  (Berkshire, 
Wokingham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  why  reduc- 
tions are  made  from  the  pay  of  officers  of 
embodied  regiments  of  Militia  who  have 
retired  from  the  Army  with  a  gratuity  : 

I  and  whether  these  officers  of  Militia  will 
receive  the  bounty  which  has  l)een 
promiseil  to  the  other  Militia  officers 
when  their  regiments  are  disembodied. 

■  ♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  reductions  are 
'  made  under  Article  489  of  the  Pay  War- 
1  rant  for  reasons  which  I  have  already 
I  explained  to  the  House  in  my 
I  reply  to  a  question  put  yesterday  by 
!  the  hon.  Member  for  South-east  Essex 
I  on    behalf     of     my    hon.     and    gallant 

■  friend  the  Member  for  Bath.^  In  reply 
;  to  the  second  paragraph  the  officer  will 
,  be  granted  the  ordinary  gratuity  on  dis- 
.  embodiment  unless  his  service  entitles 
i  him     to    an    addition     to  '  his    original 

gratuity  on  retirement;  in  this  case  he 
)  will  be  allowed  to  choose  whichever 
!  gratuity  is  more  advantageous  to  him. 

;  YEOMANRY   CAMPS. 

Sir  J.  STIRLING-MAXWELL  (Glas- 
I  gow.  College) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
!  Secretary  of  Stat4»  for  War  whether  he 
can  state  on  what  day  the  Army  Oi'der 
I  relating  to  Yeomanry  camps  will  be 
j  published. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  special  Anny 
Order  was  published  yesterday. 

An  Hon.  Member:  Will  an  oitler 
applying  to  Volunteer  camps  also  be 
issued  ? 

♦Mr.    WYNDHAM  :    I   must  ask  for 
notice  of  that. 


*  See  page  35  of  this  voltuue. 
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COMMONS. 


V^^^tf»m#. 


Mk.  WILLIAM    F.clL'M'.'XI'    C:a: 

of  StaU;  ir-r  W^r  Th^-rir: 
chase  of  bicyilr-? : .:  Amj 
tion   ill   ipyii.^  ■-..-:-•-    t-;' 
hicycl*:      lus. :.  J  -jr.-.  •  --  •  - 
Dublin.  AiA  'AL-zT  'j.r.'    : 


♦The  FLVaNCL\L  -DlhrTAhY  !• 
THK  WAR  OFFiCF:  Mr.  J.  P.^tell- 
WiLLlAMS.  Krz.:.  ^^ZL,  >.  Yrs.  Sir. 
Any  tira.-  ::.  V.'^.ir.-.-i:  ^'' ,r  ■s.t.'Z  Trillir^ 
to  nvLjjjAy  'icycl-r^  -r.v'il-i  a[.::1>'  v.  Li-v 
their    r^arr.-:-    rliOr':    .-r    :?.-:   W^r  •>!:.>: 

CANTKEN   i  "STf^A'  T-    IN    IP.ELANP 

Mi:.    WILLLVM    KEI'.M'iNI':  I  ■^..; 
lu  iisk  rh-  1":.:-.    ^-«:.-::.v:  /  ■  :   >:.::•;  fv: 


War  if,  o.'i 

:r.»: 

i  t' 

'.'I 

•.h- 

I>r«r:- 

■rr.* 

niv:*:h. 

a  contmc*. 

T*-.». 

ji'  • 

._r_ 

for 

:h- 

-H'lir 

•Tir.pir 

of  ill*-.   <r- 

•r..  ; 

/(.•:*' 

r 

.•rs'i 

'ih 

-ky 

r-.f:hV- 

Arifiy  :r.  I 

•'l/V* 

A  '• 

r.   F. 

■.^i;^ 

»i    "i 

T...  .iR'l 

whv'th*--' 

•  r   ■  » 

V-  ;. 

f  »• 

r  .  .- 

:.ur» 

■r..*"i- 

r-ii  fp-.m 

Iri^i  f.nt.' 

♦Mj:..r.l'OU  KLL  WILLL\M>:  N-rhir.;: 

i-  kn'.-.v:.  i-  ::.-  U,,f  ^;rf:.>-  ..f  -hr  nuttt-T 
to  whi':K  '.hv  r>if..  M»-rr. ■••::•  ii-fr-r».  whit.h 
i>  i-\]f\*:ui\y  ^i  '^r^jrrfiirrt  'A-'nh  a  •-iritr'^ii. 

Mr.  WILIJAM  J:KI)M0M>  :  Will 
the  hon.  ^»»:nll»rfri/»ri  1--  ijiXirl  *-iiriu:;h  t^ 
make  iiKjuJn*'T  !' 

♦.Mr.  J.  POWKLL-W  ILLLVMS  :  It  is 
fio  clear  that  this  i*  a  cantren  niatt^^r  that 
no  inquiry  is  n'.-e'Ur^l.  Thf  nianagei-s  of 
canteens  oon'iuct  their  •>wii  liuainess.  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  drx-.s  nor  propose 
to  interfere. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  :  Cannot 
the  Department  see  its  way  to  recommend 
to  the  military  authorities  the  advisa- 
bility of  placing;  the  contracts  \nth  Iri.«»h 
firms  ? 

*Mr.  J.  POWELL-WILLIAMS :  The 
Secretary  of  Statf'  thinks  it  advi.sable  to 
leave  the  mana;;einent  of  th«*  canteens  to 
those  who  benefit  by  it. 

CORK    MILITIA     NO.N-PAVMENT    OF 
IJOUNTV. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  :  I 
l)eg  again  to  ask  tin*  Financial  S<»cretary 
to  the  War  Office  what  is  the  causfj  of  the 
delay  in  iming  th<;  Innuity  to  which  the 
men  of  the  South  Coik  .Militia  (3rd  Rit- 
talion  Royal  Munster  Fusiliers),  recently 


rAurii  oo:  for  spetwl  aerntt  vv:  \ 
cLirLkr^^iaL  *rv-  encitled  in  respfr.-.n 
•r-rrf-!** :    and    wh^n    th^   ^^jViZj  rl 

♦Me.    J.    POWELL  -  wnjJAW 

aw-tf-nsT-^  i'*«r  the  delar  in  answcrsti 
.-*  >-=rV :.-  The  cau.^<:  oi  the  *it]kj  i 
lATTHrr.:  hi»  V^en  thac  on  ifcr  rep 
pr»>>riedir.g  abrcttd.  ail  thr  resa 
r^vrd*  acci:>mpanie<i  it.  and  the adir 
•:■:  :h-  iLrrr;  who  w^r^  then  dismi» 
:hr:r  home*  from  Dover  were  ik<  k 
:•'  :he  oflicer  hy  whom  the  \*y^'i 
»\ir^.ion  are  paya>»Ie.  The  addret 
iozn^  cases  are  I'l^'in^  ascertaiiKd 
o:her  <oarces,  and  as  tast  as  they  I 
kno^TTi.  the  payments  are  made. 
i4iM   mm   should   3pi»ly  in  Stath^ 

n-ii'rf.  Trak-e. 

Mk.  MAURICE  HEALV  :  H^  i\ 

Griitleman  any  explanation  of  th« 
ir.  ar>werin2  the  f  jiiestfiin  .' 

+MiL  J.  POWELL-WILLL\MS : 

wa>.  I  ^lelieve,  Iieirig  made  in  onier 
•  •lit  it  thr  regimental  records  hat 
I.ft  '-^hiii'L  >»ut  it  appean^vi  tht 
•j:**u*-  *-*n  with  the  regiment. 

IMUAN    FAMINE— KKLIEF    W< 
AND    FINDS. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND: 
to  ask  thtr  Secretiiry  of  State  foi 
how  many  people  in  India  are  est 
to  lie  suffering  from  famine  in  Ind 
many  are  engitged  upon  public 
works,  and  what  is  the  total  sum  a^ 
to  meet  the  distress  in  India. 

The  SFX'RETARY  of  STAT 
INDLV  (I>.nl  G.  Hamilton,  Mid 
Ealing) :  The  area  affected  by  the  d 
in  India  contains  a  population  of 
s'ixty-one  millions.  The  number  in 
of  relief  is  about  five  millions,  of 
4,200,000  are  employed  upon  publi 
works.  The  sum  devoted  to  direct 
relief  in  1890-1900  was  X2,055,C 
1900-1  it  is  estimatefl  that  jB3,3 
will  Ihj  required  for  this  purpc 
more  should  l>e  needed,  the  Govei 
of  India  will  pro>'ide  it. 

SUGGESTED  FAMINE   KELIEF  i 
FROM  IMPERIAL  SOURCES 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flint; 
I  iHJg  to  ask  the  First  Loitl  of  the 
sury  whether,  having  regaitl  t 
snri'crings  caused  by  the  famine  in 


Question. <. 
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-  *  to  the  fact  that  nearly  five  millions  | 
.J-'ieople  are  now  on  relief  works,  which  ' 

nber  must  hv  laigely  increased  before  , 
y,  also  to  the  fact  that  a  number  of  | 
L   'rtle  have  diefl,  and  that  the  peasants 

-  -  1  need  more  generous  relief  to  start 
-  "JOn  after  the  next  rains,  the  (lovern- 

^   fjnt    will    consider    the   advisability  of  ' 
^     aking   a   famine   grant   to    India  from 
^iperial  sources. 

^^  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  distress 
^  "^Used  in  India  does,  I  })elieve,  l)oth  in 
'  ^*^ea  ajid  in  intensity,  exceed  any  visita- 
— "On  of  recent  years  ;  l)ut  I  am  informed 
-^=^t    the    Indian   Goveriunent,   without 

*  ^asorting  to  further  taxation,  have  funds 
sufficient  to  meet  all  the  calls  which  are 
■  'kely  to  l»e  made  upon  them. 

J  THK  NEW  STAMP  DUTIES. 

^ '  Mr.  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire) :  I 
3eg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
,  ihequer  whether,  in  framing  the  new 
■-=telau8e  in  the  Finance  Act  to  replace  the 
^^tamp  duty,  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
"^"visability  of  adopting  some  scheme  which 

*  -will  produce  sufficient  revenue  to  replace 
'the  sum  now  aiising  from  the  operation 
of  Clause  25  of  the  Companies  Act,  1867, 
in  order  to  admit  of  the  total  repeal 
of  that  clause,  and  thus  carry  out  the 
recommendation  of  the  Committee  on 
this  subject. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bi-istol, 
AV.) :  The  objects  which  the  Departmental 
Committee  of  1894  (to  which  I  conchide 
the  hon.  Member  refers)  had  in  view  in 
recommending  the  repeal  of  Section  25 
of  the  Companies  Act,  1867,  have  since 
l>een  secured  by  the  Companies  Act,  1898, 
so  that  there  is  now  no  object  to  be 
gained  by  the  repeal.  The  section  does 
not  itself  impose  any  duty;  it  merely 
provides  an  important  security  against 
the  evasion  of  existing  stamp  duties. 
There  is  really  no  connection  between 
such  a  provision  and  any  proposal  that 
may  be  made  for  creating  new  stamp 
duty. 

Mr.  CROMBIE :  Is  there  not  a  revenue 
derived  from  the  working  of  this  clause 
notwithstanding  the  Act  of  1898  1 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  explain  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  section  to  which  he  refers  is  an 
important  security  to  prevent  an  avoidance 


of  the  revenue,   and  I  should  certainly 
object  to  its  repeal. 

LONDON    GOVERNMENT     ACT,    1899— 
ADMINISTRATIVE  CHANGES. 

General  LAURIE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether, 
as  the  metropolitan  vestries  will  cease  to 
exist  as  municipal  bodies  on  31st  October 
and  the  borough  councils  will  come  into 
existence  on  1st  November,  it  will  be 
within  the  competence  and  will  also  be 
the  duty  of  the  existing  vestries  to  make 
financial  provision  for  the  municipal 
services  that  \vill  be  required  to  be  con- 
tinued after  1st  November ;  and,  as  any 
administrative  changes  that  may  be 
decided  uix)n  will  take  some  time  to 
formulate  and  carry  into  effect,  whether 
any  term  has  been  fixed  for  which  such 
provision  should  be  made. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) :  The  first  elec- 
tions of  the  borough  councillors  under  the 
London  Government  Act  are  to  be  held 
on  the  1st  day  of  November  next,  or  on 
such  later  day  as  soon  as  practicable 
thereafter  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council.  The  metro- 
politan vestries,  therefore,  will  not  neces- 
sarily cease  to  exist  as  municipal  bodies 
on  the  31st  October.  The  local  authori- 
ties who  are  charged  with  the  duty  of 
levying  rates  should  make  their  rates  at 
the  usual  time  and  for  the  usual  period, 
and  I  am  advised  that  it  is  within  their 
competence  to  do  so. 

LONG  EATON  LEVEL  CROSSING. 
Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  has  re- 
ceived any  reply  from  the  Midland  Rail- 
way Company  in  answer  to  his  communi. 
cation  respecting  the  level  crossing  at 
Long  Eaton,  and  whether  any  steps  will 
be  taken  to  render  this  crossing,  which 
has  been  the  subject  of  complaint 
from  the  local  authority  and  has  been 
condemned  by  a  coroner's  jury,  less 
dangerous  to  the  public. 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon) : 
Yes,  Sir ;  I  have  received  a  reply  from  the 
company  dated  the  17th  instant,  in 
which  the  general   manager  points  out 
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that  tlio  wickets  and  the  caniage  gjites  at 
this  crossing  are  conti-ollecl  and  loekeil 
from  the  signal  1k)x,  and  that  there  is  a 
footbridge  for  the  use  of  pedestrians.  It 
is  added  that  tlu?  company  are  now 
engaged  in  widening  their  Ercwash  line 
and  constructing  new  lines  for  goods  and 
mineral  trains,  and  that  the  completion  of 
these  works  will  have  the  effect  of 
diverting  from  this  ciossing  a  large  num- 
ber of  the  trains  at  present  pissing  over 
it  on  the  level.  In  view  of  the  altered 
circumstances  which  will  then  arise  the 
directors   state   that   they  do  not  think 

themselves     justified    in*    incurring    the  i  from  Norfolk ;  and,    if   not,  wbet^^ 
heavy  expense  which  would  be  involved  I  remaining  restrictions   on   the  m( 

.J  I  Qf  g^(j]^  j,^  jj,j^  ^^j^  ^f  ^Yie  schedukd 
trict  might  now  l>o  safely  \dthdniwn. 


of  Agriculture  whether  the  ordeni 
pri^vent  the  movement  of  sheep  on  4 
:  scheduled  district    in   the  county  ct]| 
!  folk  will  l)e  withdrawn  in  time  top 
any  interference  with  the  holding dl 
im])ortant  market    known  as  Toi 
,  Fair. 

The  following  questions  also  1 
I  on  the  {)aper  on  the  same  subject:- 

j  Sir  SAMUEL  HOARE  ^^orwicki. 
ask  the  President  of  the  Boanlof. 
culture  whether  any  further  ca**  of  'Hi 
and   mouth   disease    have  been 


~  •  •  I 

in  the  provision  of  a  subway  as  suggested  ' 

})V  the  local  authorities.  1 


KAILWAV  SKASON  TIC  KKT  DKIM>SITS.  : 
Mit.  FIKLl)  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick):  l! 
l)eg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whethei*  he  can  state  under  what  ' 
authority  the  railway  companies  of  thi^  1 
United  Kingdom  are  lUialiled  to  enforce  a  1 
deposit  upf)n  se^ison  ticket  holdei-s  varying  | 
in  amount  and  only  returna}>le  at  the  ; 
expiration  of  the  pericxl  contracted  for ;  | 
and  whether  there  are  any  regulations 
defining  the  amounts  so  charged. 

Mr.  KITCHIK  :  The  issue  of  the  season 
tickets  at  reduced  rates  is  a  purely  volun- 
tary proceeding  on  the  part  of  railway 
companies,  and  the  terms  upon  which 
they  are  issued  aie  therefore  a  matter  of 
an-angement  between  them  and  their 
customers. 
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CATTLK    WKKUirNd    ACT,    1891- 
OFFfCIAL  MAKKKT  KETl'HNS. 

Mk.  WKIR  (Koss  and  Ci'omartie) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  lk>ard  of 
Agi'iculture  whether  he  has  yet  been  able  , 

to  arrange  for  the  oilicial  retiu-ns  of  pi-ices  i  disease  have  proved  successful.      In  these 
rec(;ived    under   The  Markets  and  Fairs  i  circumstances  I  pi-oiK^se  to  withdinw  the 


Mr.  SOAMES  (Norfolk,  S.):  To 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Aj^ 
ture,  will  he  explain  why  a  jiart  d 
county  of  Suffolk,  within  a  distamt 
six  miles  in  a  dii-cct  line  fi-om  the  sow 
an  outbreak  of  fcK)t  and  mouth  dis 
has  be<Mi  entirely  freed  hnni  ivstrii 
whereas  a  put  of  the  county  of  Xorfcll 
at  a  distiiiice  of  nineteen  miles  fromw 
scene  of  any  outbreak,  is  still  under  n^l 
strictions  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  cann- 
move  all  restrictions  from  the  countv  « 
Norfolk,  except  in  the  actually  iiifecM 
area. 

*Mr.  long  :  In  reply  to  my  hnt  I 
friends  the  Members  for  Noi-wichj'andfc'l 
the  ([uestion  on  the  same  subject  whiA 
stands  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member ' 
for  South  Noi-folk,  I  would  say  that  w 
furthei"  outbreak  of  foot  aind  moutk 
dise^ise  has  lieen  reported  since  tb^ 
20th  Feljruary,  and  there  is  now  evert 
reason  to  believe  that  the  efforts  made  10 
stamp  out  and  to  prevent  the   spread  of 


(Weighing   of   Cattle)  Act,   1891,  to   Iw 
published  weekly  instead  of  quarterly. 

*TiiE  PRKSIDKNT  of  the  ROAPJ)  of 
AGRICULTrRE  (Mr.  Lono,  LiverixK)l, 
West  Deiby) :  The  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Memljer  will  be  ke])t  in  view,  but  for  the 
reasons  alreiwly  ex])lained  I  fear  that  its 
jidoption  would  not  be  feasibh'  under 
existing  conditions. 

FOOT    AM)     MOUTH     DISKASK 
KK(;rLATIONS. 

*SrR  HAinn'   P>l'LLAKD   (Norwich): 


general  restiictions  on  movement  still  n»- 
1  maining  in  force  as  from  Monday  next,  an 
;  arrangement  which  will  of  coui^je  enable 
I  the  market  to  which  my  lion,  fiieiul 
I  refers  to  be  held  under  the  usual 
'  ditions. 


COII- 


FOOT  AM)  MOUTH  DISE.VSK  IN  SOIJTB 
AMERICA. 

Mr.  FIELD:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Boaitl  of  Agricultui-e  whether 
he  is  aware  that  foot  and  mouth  disease 
is  prevalent   in  ceitnin  districts  of  South 


I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Boai^  I  America ;  and,   if  so,   what    precautions 
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adopted  to  prevent  the  introduc- 
the  diseusc  into  this  country. 

LONG :  I  have  seen  the  state- 
11  the  public  press  on  this  subject, 
\  investigation  and  inquiry  is  being 
ispecting  them.  In  the  meantime 
precautions  are  ])eing  taken  at  the 
animals  wharves,  with  a  view  to 
se  any  danger  of  the  introduction 
fise. 

MMODATION     KOll    CIIIMINAL 
M'NATICS. 

W'EIli :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
Lte  for  the  Home  Department 
r  he  is  aware  that  the  Commis- 
in  Lunacy,  in  their  Report  for 
tato  that  the  sending  of  criminal 
4  to  county  or  borough  asylums, 
they  of  necessity  mix  on  equal 
vith  the  ordinary  patients,  is  felt 
.  hardship  on  the  latter,  while  it 
ntroduces  an  element  of  danger, 
tainly  of  discipline,  in  the  iisylum  ; 
ill  he  consider  the  expediency  of 
iig  for   the  practice  to  be  discon- 

SECUP:TARY   of  state  for 

lOME    DEPARTMENT    (Sir  M. 

:  Ridley,  Lancashire,  Black|KX)l) : 

refer    the    hon.  Member  to  an 

which  I  gave  on  the  4th  of  August 
)  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
il.*  A  new  wing  is  now  about  to 
ed   to  Broadmoor,  but  I  wish  to 

that  in  no  case  will  it  l)e  possible 
irely  relieve  county  and  borough 
s  from  their  statutory  obligation 
ive  criminal  lunatics. 


IHY      ACT,     1895— PARTfCULARS 
SECTION. 

CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
^^orest  of  Dean) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Ty  of  State  for  the  Ifcme  Depart- 
'hcther  he  can  state  the  intention 
►-section  1  of  Clause  27  of  the 
es  and  Workshops  Bill,  which  gives 
to  modify  the  Particulars  Section 
Act  of  1895  in  its  application  to 
factories. 

M.  WHITE  RIDLEY  :  It  has  l)een 
ihat  in  the  hosiery  trade  it  is  in 
B  impossible  to  observe  literally  the 
ments  of  the  Particulars  Section, 
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I  and  if  the  clause  in  the  Factory  Bill  be- 
comes law  what  is  intended  is  to  allow  all 
the  particulars  necessary  for  computing 
wages  to  ])e  exhibited  by  placard  in  each 
room  instead  of  being  given  to  the  indi- 
vidual workmen.  This  arrangement  has 
been  suggested  by  Mr.  Birtwistle,  the 
Examiner  of  Particulars,  and  is  recom- 
mended by  the  union  representing  the 
workmen. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  :  Is  it  intended 
t-o  alter  the  law  in  the  cotton  and  woollen 
industries  generally,  or  only  in  respect  of 
special  branches,  such  as  hosiery,  <&c.  1 

I  ♦Sir  M.  WHITE  RIDLEY:  It  is 
intended  to  use  the  power  asked  for  only 
in  particular  branches,  for  which  a  case  is 

I  shown. 

I  DANGEROUS  OILS— LAMl'  FATALITIES 
I  IN  LONDON. 

'  Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
E.)  :  I  1>eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 

I  for  the  Home  Deimrtment  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Public  Control  Committee 
of    the    London    County    Council    have 

.  stated  in  their  report  that  the  decrease  of 
fatal  lamp  accidents  in  London  from 
thirty-four  in  1898  to  twenty-three  in 
1899  may  probably  be  traced  to  the 
increased  quantity  of  high-flash  Russian 
oil  now  being  imported  into  London  and 
to  the  decreased  use  of  low-flash  American 
oils  ;  and  whether  he  will  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  raise  the  flash  point  in  accordance  with 
the  public  opinion  thus  indicated. 

♦Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY :  The'jeport 
referred  to  has  been  brought  to  my 
notice,  but  its  contents  hardly  appear  to 
afford  sufficient  data  to  warrant  the  con- 
clusion suggested  in  the  question.  As  to 
legislation,  I  must  repeat  that  I  can  give 
no  undertaking. 

PARLIAMENT  BUILDINGS— VOTE 
OFFICE. 

Mk.  HARWOOD:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Fii-st  Commissioner  of  Works  if  anything 
can  be  done  to  prevent  the  frequent 
incui-sions  of  chimney  smoke  into  the 
Vote  Office,  which  has  to  be  so  much 
frequented  by  Meml>er8. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Akers  Douglas,  Kent, 
St.  Augustine's) :  I  admit  the  force  of 
this  complaint,  and  am  considering  what 
steps  can  best  be  taken  to  provide  a 
remedy. 

H 
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POST  OFFICE— SUNDAY    DUTIES. 

Mil.  STEADMAN  (Towor  Hamlets, 
Stepnoy) :  I  heg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treiisury,  as  representing  the  Post- 
master General,  whether  the  recent  order 
implies  that  it  is  the  intention  to  remove 
senior  otficers  from  Sunday  duty,  and 
cause  their  places  to  })e  tilled  by  junior 
officers,  many  of  whom  are  recent  entrants 
to  the  service  ;  and  whether  he  is  aware 
that  many  of  the  senior  officers  have  been 
on  this  duty  for  about  twenty  years,  and 
in  many  cases  declined  pi*omotion  to 
higher  ap})ointments  with  a  \'iew  to  an 
enhanced  pension,  and  as  the  enforcement 
of  the  order  will  have  the  <lirect  effect  of 
nullifying  the  pension  claims  of  thewe 
officei-s  in  respect  of  their  long  service  on 
this  Sunday  auty,  will  he  withdraw  it. 

Thk  financial  SKCKETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Haniuiry,  Pres- 
ton) :  It  is  not  intended  to  df^prive  the 
senior  officers  of  Sunday  duty ;  but 
scvei-al  of  them  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
taking  duty  every  Sunday  :  and  the 
Postmaster  General  felt  unable  to  sanc- 
tion the  continuance  of  a  practice  in- 
jurious alike  to  the  service  and  to  the 
men.  It  had  become  necessary  for  other 
reasons  to  summon  some  of  the  junior 
officers  for  Sunday  duty,  and  their  duties 
will  be  so  regulated  that  they  will  not  be 
required  to  attend  more  often  than  on 
one  Sunday  in  every  five  or  six.  When 
a  sufficient  force  of  these  officers  has  been 
trained  no  officer  will  be  allowed  to  attend 
oftener  than  every  alternate  Sunday. 
Twelve  seniors  out  of  a  totid  of  one 
hundred  and  fifteen  men  have  declined  to 
be  tried  on  higher  duties,  with  a  view  to 
possible  promotion,  but  in  oidy  two  cases 
out  of  the  twelve  has  the  loss  of  Sunday 
extra  duty  been  the  reason  assigned  for 
declining  the  offer.  The  Postmaster 
General  Ciinnot,  of  course,  recognise  any 
right  on  the  part  of  an}'  officer  in  the 
service  to  Sunday,  or  any  other  kind  of 
extra  duty. 

POST  OFFICE -HK  EN iJSTED 
SOLDIERS    AND    THEIR    SITUATIONS. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  representing 
the  Postmastei-  General,  what  will  be  the 
position  of  old  soldiers,  now  employed  by 
the  Post  Office,  in  the  event  of  their 
accepting  the  invitation  to  re-enlist  for 
one  year  ;  will  they  be  entitled  to  receive 
half   their   |H)stiil    pay    while   with    the 


colours ;  and  will  their  posts  W  b 
open  for  them  with  a  view  to  thdr  Rgj 
to  civil  employment. 

Mr,  HANBURY  :  Old  aoldien  ini 
emplo3rment  of  the  Post  Office  wl 
granted  permission  to  join  the  Rmc 
battalions  if  they  wish  to  do  so,  and  d 
places  will  be  kept  open  for  them, 
families  of  married  men  will  receive  i 
ration  allowance,  and  in  the  case  of  i 
in  Grovemment  employment  half  paiy 
be  given  under  the  same  conditions  a 
the  families  of  Reservists  recalled  tc 
Colours. 

POST  OFFICE    SAVINGS    BANK 
TKLEGRAPHIC  WITHDRAWAL 

Mil.  WEIR :  I  be^  to  ask  the  ! 
tary  to  the  Treasury,  as  roprcsentir 
Postmaster  General,  if  he  will  sia 
number  of  withdrawals  1\y  telegraph 
the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  for  tin 
ending  31st  December,  1899,  am 
average  cost  to  the  depositor  of  eaci 
withdrawal;  and  will  he  also  stat 
number  of  telegraph  notices  of  withd] 
for  payment  on  the  following  daj 
the  average  cost  to  the  depositor  oi 
such  telegraphic  notice. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  The  numb 
withdrawals  by  telegraph  fi'om  th 
Offiee  Savings  Bank  during  the 
ended  Slst  December,  1899,  was  16 
and  the  average  cost  to  the  deposi 
each  such  withdrawal  was 
Is.  3d.  The  number  of  telc^^raph  i 
of  withdrawal  for  i>a3rment  on  the  i 
ing  day  was  11,405;  and  the  a^ 
cost  to  the  depositor  of  each  sucl 
graph  notice  was  about  9d. 

GOVERNMENT     DEPARTMENTS 
GISTERING  AND  ADDING  MACHl 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (C 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
Treasury,  as  repres(;nting  the  Posti 
General,  whether  his  attention  ha: 
called  by  his  officials  to  the  fac 
a  registering  and  adding  ma 
thoroughly  i-eliable  and  complete 
self,  is  now  in  use  in  the  principal  lia 
houses  in  London  and  other  Eur 
capitals  ;  whether  he  is  awai-o  thf 
proprietors  of  this  invention  offei 
reasonable  guarantee  that  the  m^ 
will  do  the  work  of  the  Postal  S* 
Bank  80  rapidly  and  well  that  100  p< 
using  these   machines   will   i>erfon 
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--j^^bies  of  300  persons  now  employed ; 
.ether,  without  discharging  any  person 
w  employed  in  the  Savings  Bank,  he 
..■ill,  if  the  facts  be  as  stated,  not  employ 
-rfd  additional  persons  arranged  for  in  this 
jiar*8  Estimates  in  the  Savings  Bank ; 
--;iether  he  is  aware  that,  though  several 
-. :  these  registering  machines  are  on  trial 

T  the  Money  Order  Office,  opposition  is 

%fered  to  their  general  use  by  a  high 
^ficial  in  the  Savings  Bank ;  whether  he 

jill  examine  foi*  himself  the  machine  and 
a^nsult  the    Iwiding  bankers  as  to  their 

Mng   the    work  effectively  its  asserted ; 

id  whether  he  will  accept  evidence  ami 
- xamine  witnesses  on  the  qnestion  of  the 
vlachincs    being     specially    adapted    for 

ftvings  F:Jank  work. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  The  use  of  these 
lachines  affects  not  only  the  Post  Office 
Ut  other  Departments,  such  as  the  Inland 
uevciuie  and  the  Customs.  I  am  afraid 
bat  public  Departments  do  not  always 
vail  themselves  of  modern  improvements 
8  early  as  private  firms ;  and  I  will  make 
tiquiry  as  to  how  far  the  machines  are 
eally  calculated  to  save  labour  and 
ixpense  in  particular  Departments,  and 
low  far  they  are  proving  useful  in  the 
ase  of  private  firms  doing  similar  work. 
Vs  regards  the  Savings  Bank,  I  am 
nformed  that  the  machines  have  been 
Tied  there,  and  that  they  have  been 
bund  to  be  of  little  or  no  advantage  in 
;hat  particular  Department,  as  so  small  a 
x>rtion  of  its  work  consists  in  merely 
idding  up  columns  of  figures.  Six  were 
lome  months  ago  purchased  by  the  Post 
Dttico  for  use  in  the  accountants'  offices  in 
Edinburgh  and  Dublin  and  at  the  money 
)rder  office  in  London,  and  further  trials 
ire  about  to  be  made  at  the  larger  pro- 
ancial  post  offices.  The  results  so  far  have 
)een  very  satisfactory. 

>OST    OFFICE— STAMP    CONTRACTS- 
MESSRS.  DE  LA  RUE   AND   CO. 

Mr.  HENNIKEK  HEATON  :  I  beg  to 
usk  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as 
•epresenting  the  Postmaster  General, 
vhether  any  fresh  contract  has  been  made 
>r  renewed  with  Messrs.  De  la  Rue  and 
Jo.  for  the  supply  of  stamps,  inks,  or 
)Ostcards  ;  if  so,  for  what  period ;  and 
vhen  the  present  contracts  with  Messrs. 
^e  la  Rue  and  Co.  will  terminate. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  A  fresh  contract 
las  been  mad^  xith  Messrs.  De  La  Euc 


for  the  supply  of  stamps  and  postcards, 
and  runs  for  ten  years.  The  contract 
which  would  have  run  up  to  end  of  1901 
was  cancelled,  and  a  very  large  reduction 
on  the  cost  of  that  contract  was  effected, 
to  commence  from  1st  October,  1899. 
We  were  also  able,  under  the  new  con- 
tract, to  supply  a  larger  commercial  post- 
card. The  present  contract  for  ink  has 
been  in  existence  since  1882,  and  is  ter- 
minable at  any  time  on  giving  twelve 
months'  notice.  The  latter  contract  is 
one  made  by  the  Post  Office,  and  not  as 
the  rest  of  the  contract  by  the  Inland 
lievenue.  I  may  state  that  I  think  the 
hon.  Memlier  for  Canterbury  has  done  a 
great  public  service  in  calling  attention 
to  the  conti\acts  for  inks. 


UNIVERSITY  EOUC^ATION   OF  ROMAN 
CATHOLK^S— COLONIAL   REPORTS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  J.  MOORE  (London- 
derry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  if  he  will  take  means  to 
supplement  the  Reports  on  University 
Education  in  foreign  countries  by  obtain- 
ing reports  from  Canada,  Australia,  and 
other  British  colonies  as  to  the  provision 
made  for  university  education  of  Roman 
Catholics. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  believe  the 
reports  have  been  obtained  and  are  in  the 
hands  of  the  printers. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  ASSESSMENT  (SCOT- 
LAND)  BILL. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfarshire):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
if  he  will  state  whether  it  is  intended  to 
take  the  Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scot- 
land) Bill  before  Easter,  and  if  so,  when. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  hope  to  take 
this  Bill  before  we  separate  for  the  Easter 
holidays. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid.): 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
able  to  put  it  down  as  the  first  Order  of 
the  day. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  daresay  I 
shall  ])e  able  to  do  that. 


I  SCOTTISH      CONGESTED      DISTRICTS 
'  AREAS— MINOR  LIGHTS. 

'  Mr.  WEIR :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  have  yet  arrived  at  any  decision  in 
regard  to  the  points  where  minor  lights 
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are  to  bo  fixed  in  the  Congested  Districts 
area. 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A. 
Graium  Mukkay,  Buteshire) :  The 
difficulty  with  the  Congested  Distncts 
Boaifl  has  not  been  a^  i'egai*ds  the  site  of 
future  lighthouses,  but  to  decide  how 
they  are  to  be  maintained  after  l)eing 
erected,  a  matter  about  which  no  con- 
clusion has  yet  l>een  arrived  at. 

EDINBURGH    REVENUE  BUILDINGS. 

Mil.  WEUl:  I  beg  lo  Jisk  the  Fii-st 
Conmussioner  of  ^^'orks  whether  lie  is 
aware  that,  although  X3,500  was  voted 
for  the  year  1898-9  for  alterations  and 
additions  to  the  Revenue  Buildings,  Edin- 
burgh, only  .£1,836  4s.  2d.  was  expended 
during  the  year,  the  slow  progress  being 
attributed  partly  to  difficulties  with  the 
foundations,  partly  to  inclement  weather, 
and  partly  to  an  insufficient  supply  of 
stone  from  the  quarries;  and  will  he 
state  if  stone  of  the  kind  required  was 
unobtainable  at  other  quanies ;  was  the 
contractor  under  penalties  for  non-ful- 
filment of  contract  to  time ;  and,  if  so, 
will  he  say  whether  penalties  have  been 
enforced,  and  whether  the  contract  price 
has  been  or  will  be  exceeded. 

Mr.  AKER8  DOUGLAS:  The  quarry 
specified  in  the  contract  for  the  new 
Inland  Revenue  Ijuilding  at  Edinburgh 
ceased  working  shortly  after  the  building 
was  begun,  and  peraiission  was  given  to 
the  contractor  to  use  stone  from  another 
quarry.  The  required  supply  could  not, 
however,  be  punctually  obtained  owing 
to  the  great  demands  for  the  stone  at  the 
time.  No  equally  suital^le  stone  could 
have  been  obtained  from  an}'  other 
quarry.  The  contractor  was  under 
penalties  for  non-completion  l)y  a  specified 
time,  and  the  question  of  enforcing  these 
is  under  consideration.  The  contract  has 
not  been,  and  ^\^ll  not  be,  exceeded. 


EINE  OR  IMPRISONMENT   (SCOTLAND 
AND  IRELAND)  ACT,  1899— RULES. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  :  1  beg  to 
ask  the  liord  Advocate  whether  the  for- 
malities required  in  connection  with  rules 
to  be  prescribed  under  The  Fine  or 
Imprisonment  (Scotland  and  Ireland)  Act, 
1899,  have  yet  been  completed;  and 
whether  th(?  statute  has  come  into  opera- 
tion in  Scotland. 


♦Mr.  a.   graham  MURRAY 
reply    to   botH    paragraphs  of  the  b 
Member's  question  is  in  the  afiirmath^. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON:  Bi 
the  rules  in  fact  been  laid  ?  They  k 
not  appearerl  among  the  papers. 

♦Mk.  a.  graham  MURRAY:  la 
they  have  been  laid  in  the  short  sea 
in  the  autumn,  which  did  not  penmt^ 
their  being  on  the  table  the  full  fdi 
davs. 


CiOVEUNMENT   CONTRACTS  IN  ICE 
LAND— CORDITE  CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  Ik 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trem 
whether  his  statement  that  one-tlmd 
the  total  supply  of  cordite  for  the  An 
is  purchased  in  Ireland  is  based  qi 
official  figures  ;  whethei-  he  is  aware  ti 
the  proprietors  of  the  cordite  factonr 
Arklow,  in  Ireland,  are  discharging^ 
Irish  workpeople  at  present  for  want 
orders,  although  a  large  quantitr 
cordite  is  now  required  for  the  lf« 
and  will  he  arrange  for  more  orders  bei 
given  to  cordite  factories  in  Ireland 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  statem 
about  the  supply  of  cordite  purehi 
from  the  trades  is,  I  believe,  accurate, 
am  not  aware  that  the  factory  at  Arkl 
is  discharging  workpeople,  Imt  a  consir 
able  order  for  cordite  will  shortly 
issued. 

IRISH  RAILWAYS-SUNDAY  TRAJ 
ON  THE  DUBLIN.  AVICKLOW.  A 
WEXFORD  RAILWAY. 

Sir  T.  G.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  V 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
Treasury,  as  representing  the  P 
master  General,  if  the  Post  Office 
agree  to  a  re-arrangement  of  the  Sum 
trains  on  the  DubBn,  Wicklow,  and  \V 
ford  Eailway,  so  as  to  enable  travel 
from  Wexford  on  Sunday's  to  re 
London  on  Monday  mornings,  instead 
their  being  obliged,  as  the}'  are  under 
existing  arrangements,  to  leave  Wexf 
on  Saturday  afternoon  to  be  in  Lon< 
on  Monday  morning. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  The  only  Sun< 
train  from  Wexford  to  Dublin  whiel 
imder  the  control  of  the  Postniai 
General  is  the  night  mail  train  leav 
Wexford  at  8.15  p.m.,  and  the  rail^ 
I  company  are  therefore  at  liberty  to  m 
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-Tiat  alterations  they  may  deem  desirable 
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^  -^>cilities   l>eyond   those   afforded  by  the 
^j^ght  mail  train  are  required  on  this  line 
£^>r  the  mail  service  on  Sundays. 

'    -^  IRISH  PUBLIC^  RECORDS— REPORTS 
3^     OF  THE  DEPUTY  KEEPER. 

5i"  Sni  T.  G.  ESMONDE :  I  beg  to  ask 
3-d -he  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he  will 
kaave  the  Reports  of  the  Deputy  Keeper 
>f  the  l^iblic  Records  in  Ireland,  which 
ire  out  of  print,  reprinted,  as  is  done  in 
,  ,Ac  case  of  the  Reports  of  the  Deputy 
r^Keeper  of  the  Public  Records  in 
.  JEnglarul ;  if  he  will  cause  the  publi- 
:rcati<)ii  of  the  Calendar  to  the 
''^•Fiants  for  Ireland  to  be  continued 
*'' whore  it  was  left  off  in  188G,  and  carried 
*!"*on  until  completed  ;  and  if  he  can  state 
^'how  far  the  pul)Hciition  of  the  MSS. 
J^  (English,  Foreign,  and  Irish)  of  the  Irish 
**  Franciscans  in  Dublin  has  proceeded,  and 
^  when  they  will  be  published. 

^  Mr.  HANBURY:  The  hon.  Member 
2  is  mistaken  in  thinking  that  Reports  of 
5  the  Deputy  Keeper  of  the  Public  Records 
r  in  England  have  been  reprinted.  I  am 
informed  that  it  is  not  desirable  to  continue 
the  Calendar  to  the  Fiants  for  Ireland. 
The  period  covered  by  the  Calendar  was 
selected  because  the  Patent  Rolls  belong- 
ing to  it  were  very  defective  ;  but  it  was 
always  intended  to  stop  the  work  when  it 
had  been  carried  to  the  end  of  Queen 
Elizalxjth's  reign,  as  after  that  date  the 
Patent  Rolls  are  complete  and  include 
piactically  everything  in  the  Fiants. 
Calendars  of  the  Patent  Rolls  of  the  reign 
of  James  I.,  the  early  years  of  Charles  I. 
and  i)iirt  of  Charles  II.  have  alrexuly  l)een 
jMiblished.  The  Rejiort  of  the  Inspector 
of  the  Historical  Manuscripts  Commission 
on  the  MSS.  of  the  Irish  Franciscans  in 
Dublin  is  almost  complete,  and  will 
])ro]wibly  Im;  presented  to  Parliament 
before  the  end  of  the  present  session. 

SHANNON  AND  LIMERICK  CANAL 

TOLLS. 
Mr.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  resolutions  of  public 
Boards  in  Ireland  protesting  against  the 
high  tolls  charged  by  the  BcSwd  of  Works 
on  the  traffic  carrried  over  the  Shannon 
and  Limerick  Canal ;  and  whether  this 
canal   is   now  vested    in   the   Board    of 


Works,  and  if  that  public  Department,  in 
accordance  \vith  resolutions  of  comity 
councils  and  other  bodies,  will  be  induced 
to  grant  substantial  reductions  on  their 
present  toll  levies. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  resolution  passed  by  a 
conference  at  which  representatives  of  the 
North  Tipperary  County  Council  attended. 
The  navigation  and  canal  are  vested  in 
the  Board  of  Works.  The  present  tolls 
are  not  higher  than  those  which  existed 
previously  to  1894,  and  which  in  that 
year  came  under  the  notice  of  a  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Canal  Tolls  and 
Charges  (No.  10)  (Lagan,  etc.,  Canals) 
Order  Confirmation  Act,  1894.  Not 
only  did  the  Act  authorise  tolls  equiva- 
lent to  the  then  existing  tolls,  but  it  left 
a  margin  within  which  they  might,  with 
the  consefit  of  the  Treasury,  be  increased. 
The  tolls  on  the  navigation  and  canal  are 
apparently  not  above,  but  rather  below, 
corresponding  charges  on  other  canals  in 
Ireland.  I  may  state  that  the  tolls  are 
quite  insufficient  to  maintain  the  naviga- 
tion and  the  sluices,  and  to  meet  the 
other  charges  in  connection  with  the 
Shannon.  They  are  supplemented  by  re- 
ceipts from  rents  and  some  small  sundries ; 
and  even  with  these  aids  the  account  of 
the  navigation  is  generally  overdrawn. 

HOUSE  TO  HOUSE  LETTER  DELIVERY 
IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary,  to  the  Treasury,  as  represent- 
ing the  Postmaster  General,  if  he  would 
state  what  progiess  has  been  made,  as 
promised  by  a  late  Budget,  for  the  free 
and  house  to  house  delivery  of  letters  by 
the  post  office  in  the  rural  districts  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :    Down  to  the  end 
of  last  month,  about  23,000,000  letters  a 
yciir    had    been    included    in    the    free 
delivery  in  Ireland  which  would  not  for- 
j  merly  have  obtained  this  advantage.    The 
work  has  been  found  to  be  much  greater 
:  than  was  anticipated,  and  there  are  still  a 
I  certain  number  of  letters  for  which  a 
I  delivery  has  to  be  provided.   The  remain- 
ing extensions  are  being  proceeded  with 
as  rapidly  as  possible. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  When  will 
the  arrangement  be  completed  1 

Mr.  HANBURY:  In  the  course  of 
the  present  year. 


l91  Question^, 

SUNDAY     POSTAL    DELIVKUIES    IN 
BELFAST. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  YOUNG  (Cavau,  K) : 
I  l>eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treiisury, 
as  representing  tlu'  Postmaster  (xencM'al, 
with  reference  to  tlie  Belfast  l*ost  Office, 
whether  he  is  awarii  that  there  is  a  t^iwn 
delivery  of  letters  and  papei-s  every 
Cliristnias  Day,  and  that  no  sncli  cUilivery 
is  made  on  Snndays ;  how  many  officials 
are  engaged  in  sorting  and  looking  after 
letters  every  Sunday  in  this  post  office  ; 
how  many  persons  have  privatti  boxes 
therein  fi-om  which  letttjrs  aw.  givtMi  to 
their  messengers  who  call  for  same  ;  and 
whether  he  will  consith.'r  the  desiralnlity 
of  extending  to  the  city  of  Belfast  at 
least  one  Sunday  delivery  of  lettei's,  iis 
in  other  towns  in  Ireland. 


{COMMONS}  QueOwns, 

gas  is  the  most  deadly  gaaeow  [ 
known,  is  absolutely  fatal  to  aiiiiullj 
and  that  its  use  as  an  illumiiiant  hvbi 
made  illegal  in  many  American 
is  he  aware  that  leakages  fi-om  the  lid 
mains  are  constant,  and  that  sintti 
intro(hiction  of  water  gas  the  deitkB 
amongst  the  population  has  risen  »t  a 
mously  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  k); 
pointed  a  Cfonuuission  to  investi^^w 
cause ;  has  he  any  infoimation  to  d 
whetluu-  the  poison  from  water  p 
cumuhitive  in  the  human  system, 
whether  any  remedy  known  to  jo 
exists  for  even  crises  of  paitial  poi«Hi 
and  will  the  Government  take  any* 
to  protect  the  public  fix)m  the  admij 
of  this  pnxiuct  with  ordinary  coal  ga 


Mk.  RITCHIE  :  I  have  not  «m 
published  Kepoit  to  which  the  hon 
learned  Member  refers,  but  I  under 
that  Professor  Reynolds,  in  a  lectu 
Trinity  College,  recently  nuidc 
observations  as  to  the  increased  propc 
of  carlx)nic  oxide  in  the  gas  suppli 
Dublin,  due  to  the  admix  tun 
carl>uretted  water  gas  with  coal  gas. 
Board  of  Trade  received  no  notice  < 


Mr.  WILLIAM  ,10HNST0N  (Belfast, 
S.):  Has  there  been  any  general  expression 
of  opinion  in  Belfast  infavour  of  the  Sunday 
opening  of  the  post  office,  or  is  it  desired 
only  by  thi^  publicans  '{ 

Mk.  HANBURV  :  There  is  no  delivery 
of  letters  by  j)ostmon  at  Belfast  on  Sun- 
day, but  letters  are  delivered  to  cidlers  at 
the  post  otlicc  from  8  a.m.  to  10  a.m. 
One  delivery  is  miule  by  j)Ostmen  on  intention  of  the  gas  company  to  mak 
Christmas  Day,  in  accoixlance  with  the  altenitions  in  the  nature  of  the  ga 
usual  rule  at  all  towns,  whether  having  a  are  the  compjuiy  required  to  give 
Sunday  delivery  or  not.  Th(;  number  of  notice,  luit  they  have  now  infoime* 
officers  engaged  in  dealing  with  lettc^rs  at  Board  that  the  plans  of  the  nea 
the  Belfast  Post  Office  on  Sunday  is  thirty-  works  were  submitted  to  the  corpo; 
four.  The  numlier  of  ptjrsons  having  and  their  purpose  explained.  I  ai 
private.  l)oxes  and  calling  regularly  ,  aware  that  the  use  of  water  gas  luu 
for  their  letters  on  that  day  is  ten.  As  .  made  illegal  in  any  American  Stat 
regards  the  (question  of  Jitlbrding  a  I  from  the  R(»,port  issued  la«t  year 
Sunday  house  to  house  delivery  at  ;  Home  Office  Depaitmental  Comn 
Belfast,  it  is  the  general  practice  to  con-  which  in<piired  into  the  ({uestion  \ 
sider  the  (piestion  of  altering  existing  supply  of  water  gas  it  appears  that 
Sunday  arrangements  at  provincial  towns  .  Unite<i  States  carburetted  water 
or  cities  only  upon  application  l)eing  made  ;  very  largely  U8Cid,and  formed  in  1896 
to  that  etlect  by  tlie  local  authority,  and  seventy  per  cent,  of  the  total  gas  si 
that  has  not  l)een  made  in  this  case.  ,  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  will 

perusal    of     the    Report,    obtain 
DllJLlN  (iAS.  I  information  with  reference  to  this 

Mi:.  T.  M.  HEALV:  1  be^  to  ask  the  |  esthig  subject,  which  it  is  inipos.<il 
President  of  the  Boai'd  of  Trade  if  his  1  summarise  in  an  answ(?r  to  his  ipii 
attention  has  ])een  calle<l  to  the  published  |  The  Local  Government  Board  fur  L 
rejjort  of  Proffssoi- K.  Reynolds,  of  Trinity  i  inform  me  that  they  are  not 
College,  Dul)lin,  wiirning  the  public  of  his  I  whether  the  high  death  nite  is  ii 
discovery  that  the  Dublin  Gas  ComiKiny,  I  degree  attributable  to  the  alleged  le. 
without  notice  to  the  citizens  or  the  cor-  of  iras.  The  Conunission 
poration,  had  turned  17  per  cent,  of 
carbon  monoxide  into  their  mains  ;  did 
the  Board  of  Trade  receive  any  notice  of 
this  intermixtui'e  of   water 


gas  with  coal 


iip)>onit< 

the  Loixl  Lieutenant  has  di  recti, 
inquiries  into  the  general  causes  c 
death  rate,  and  pending  the  Repc 
the  Commission  that   Boiii-d  cap    e> 


gas  in  l)ul»lin  :  is  he  aware    tliat  water  i  no  detinite  opinion  on  the  ix)int. 
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^^Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :    Would  there  be  j  portion   of    i*eault  fees  to  teachers    the 

^Y  difficulty  in  granting  to  Irish  Mem- 1  guardians  of  the  Ball3niiahon  Union  will 

—    ITS  such  a  Committee  as  was  granted  to  j  have   to   contribute    in   case  the    union 

^ -Tie  London  Members  with  regard  to  the  !  remains  contributory  under  the  Permissire 

■S*»  in  London?  !  Act  of  1875  ;    and  will  he  explain  why, 

^^^  vf        oiriirirjTT?       ir     1.       u  J  I  seeing  that  before  the  Local  Government 

MR      KllCHlL:     If    the     hon.    and    ^^^  ^^^  ^^^  f^^^^  the  guardians  were 


^j^arned  Gentleman  will  call  at  the  Board 
'  Trade  we  shall  Ikj  glad  to  put  before 


^im  all  the  information  we  possess. 


:r-f 


KEKKY    COUNTY  SUKVEYOR'S 
^^  SALARY.  I 

i:_,,»MK.  FLAVIN  (Kerry,  N.) :  I  beg  to  j 
zj^'isik  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  I 
*  JLieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can  ' 
-..state  on  what  grounds  the  Local  Grovern-  I 
^"ment  Board  have  ordered  the  Kerry  j 
CJomity  Council  to  increase  the  County 
, .  Siirvftvor's  salary  from  £600  per  annum 
,  to  £850. 

Thk  attorney  general  for 
IREIjAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  Londonderry, 
-  N.)  (for  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour)  :  By  the 
terms  of  Section  115,  Sub-Section  18,  of 
the  Local  Government  Act,  the  Local 
Government  Board  are  required  to  deter- 
mine the  increase  of  remuneration  of 
officers  transferred  from  the  grand  jury 
to  the  county  council  in  proportion  to 
the  increase  of  their  duties,  and  notwith- 
standing the  admittedly  large  increase  of 
duties  devolving  upon  the  county  sur- 
veyor the  county  council  declined  to 
allow  him  any  increase  of  salary.  Having 
carefully  considered  the  character  and 
extent  of  the  increased  duties  of  this 
officer,  the  Board  fixed  his  salary  at  £830 
a  year,  not  X850,  as  stated  in  the 
question. 

♦Mr.  flavin  :  Can  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man say  whether  the  duties  have  not  been 
diminished  by  his  duties  in  connection 
with  the  Urban  Council  having  ceased 
under  the  Local  Government  Act  1 

Du.  TAN^^Pni  (Cork  County,  Mid.)  : 
Has  the  increase  of  salary  been  made  with 
the  authority  of  the  Duke  of  Coruiaught, 
who  hap))eTi8  to  be  a  friend  of  the  gentle- 
man affected  1 


recouped  two-thirds  of  the  amount  con- 
tributed,  the  Local   Government   Board 
:  recently  issued  a  circular  to  the  guardians 
I  informing  them  that  no  recoupment  will 
I  be  made  in  future. 


Mr.    ATKINSON    (for    Mr.    G.    W. 
Balfour)  :  The  amount  of  the  assessment 
on  the  Ballymahon  Union  for  the  year 
ending   the   31st  instant  is  £326,  being 
one-third  of  the  full  amount  of  estimated 
results  fees  less  amount  of  the  surplus 
I  of    previous    assessments.       The     Local 
I  Government   Board   have    not    issued   a 
I  circular    informing    the    guardians   that 
j  no  recoupment  will  be  made  in  future. 
I  The  circular  in  question  merely  called  the 
I  guardians'  attention  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  and  Technical   Instruc- 
tion Act,  1899,  with  respect  to  the  portion 
of    the  grant  under  the  Local  Taxation 
:  (Customs  and  Excise)  Act,  hitherto  paid 
I  by  the  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion to  contributory  unions,  and  which  is 
no  longer  payable  in  the  same  manner. 


[No  answer  was  given.] 


BALLYMAHON  UNION  AND  TEACHERS 
FEES. 

Mr.  DONAL  SULLIVAN  ( Westmeath, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the   Lord    Lieutenant   of    Ireland    what 


I      LAND  SUB-COMMLSSION— MALLOW 
,  CASES. 

r  Mr.  FLYNN:  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
I  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  as  repre- 
I  senting  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  he  can 
state  what  time  has  elapsed  since  the 
Land  Sub-Commission  sat  in  Mallow ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  large  number  of 
fair  rent  applications  sent  in  from  the 
surrounding  districts,  the  Land  Commis- 
sion will  arrange  for  sitting  in  Mallow  at 
an  early  day. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  A  Sub-Commission 
last  sat  in  Mallow  in  July,  1899.  The 
Land  Commissioners  will  arrange  for 
another  sitthig  in  that  town  at  as  early 
a  date  as  possible. 

LAND   PURCHASE— CREAGH    ESTATE, 
Co.  CORK. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  as  repre- 
senting the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the   tenants  of   the  Creagh 
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Estate  (County  Cork)  have  applied  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery  with  a  view  to  pur- 
cha:je  their  holdings ;  and  whether  the 
Court  has  l*een  willing,  since  1^90  or 
ltf97,  to  sell  the  esute  :  and,  if  so,  what 
is  the  reason  for  the  delay  in  the  pnKee<l- 
ings. 

Mk.  ATKINSON  :  Tl.r  hon.  MvmWv 
haviri ;  l>een  gowl  ••noiigh  tn  supply  me 
pnvately  with  pjirticulars  resprcting  the 
estate  n;ferre<l  to  in  the  question,  I  luive 
made  further  iiHjuiries  into  the  matter, 
and  am  informed  that  no  petition  for  the 


sat  in  Macroom,  County  Coi^; 
all  the  cases  listed  for  heariiig  itt| 
posed  of ;  and,  if  not,  how  manr  i 
unheard;   how  many   additional i 
tions  to  fix  a  fair   rent  have  been  I 
in  the  Macroom  and  Millstreet 
and  when  the  Land  Commission  viDI 
their  next   sitting    for    the  distrieiil 
<luestion. 

Mk.   ATKINSON:    This  questaj 
tlie   hon.  Member  for  Xorth  Cwti 
a]){)eared  on  the  Paper  for  the  first  1 
this   morning,  and,    as    I    have  wA\ 


sale   of   these  lands  has  ever  been    pre-    received   from   the   I.And    Coi 


sented  to  the  Lstnd  Jud*^e*s  Court.  So 
far  as  I  can  ascertain,  no  oitler  for  sale 
has  been  made  by  any  Court,  ami  cer- 
tainly none  has  Ixien  made  by  the  Land 
Jud^e   affecting  the   [wrticular  lands    in 


report  upon  it,  I  will  ask  the  hon. ! 
ber  to  repeat  it  on  Monday.     The  i 
reniaik  applies  to  the  question 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  fori 
Cork. 


question. 

DLULIN      <ASTLK      AK(  HIVES 
LIMKKK'K    roKPOK.VTION. 

Mk.  OKEEFFE  :  I  be^^  to  ask  the  Chief 
SfcreUiry  to  the  Lcn-d  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  \u)  will  cause  iiKjuiries  to  be 
made;  in  the  Archive  Ottice  of  Dublin 
Castle,  or  other  public  leconl  depart- 
ments, to  asccitain  if  any  chartei*s  or 
other  original  documents  lef erring  to  the 
Cor[X)ration  of  Limerick  can  In;  discovered, 
with  a  view  to  their  restoi'ation  to  local 
representative  trustees. 

Mil.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  c;.  W.  B.vi.-       , 
f<jvr)  :  Infjuiries  hdva  been  made,  but  ifo    got  his  full  fee  in  these  cases. 
trace  of  the  documents  refeiTed  to  can  be 
foun<l  either  in  the  Record  Tower  at  the 
Castlr,  or  ill  the  Public  Kecord  Office  of 
Ireland. 


OnUJN  niSTUKHANrES— PKilSBTl 
TION  OF  TKINITY  (.'ULL&d 
STUDENTS. 

Mr.  DALV  (Moriaghan,  S.) :  1 1 
ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  " 
whether  he  is  aware  that  recently  a  i 
ber  of  Ti-inity  College  students  wwl 
l>efore  the  police  courts  in  Dublin  kl 
assiiulting  the  police  and  other  offeDChl 
and  that  Mr.  Tobias,  who  usually  pro*! 
cutes  for  the  police,  stated  that*  he  biil 
only  received  woixl  of  the  cases  since  V I 
came  into  court  ;  and  whether  he  cuj 
sti\te  who  was  responsible  for  not  instinct- 1 
ing  Mr.  Tobias  in  time,  or  if  Mr.  Tobia-' 


LAND  ronrr  at  kantkuk  and 

MAriJOOM. 
Mu.  FLVNN  :  I    beg   lo  j.sk  Mr.  At- 
torney General    for  Ireland   whether   he 
can    say  wliat    was    tlic    last    date    upon  j 
which  tile  Assistant   Land  Connnissioners 
Silt     in    Kanturk,    County    Cork':    is   he 
aware  that  upon  that  occasion  not  more 
than  half  of  the  cast's  li^tt'd  were  dis|X)sed  ; 
of  j  and,  in  view  of  this  fa«jt  and  of  the 
number  of  additional  applications  to  fix  a  \ 
fair  rent,  whether  the  Land  Commission 
will    arrange    for    an    early    sitting    in 
Kanturk. 


Mk.  ATKINSON:  The  studenU  t>^  I 
feried  to  were  brought  to  the  police  tout 
within  an  hour  after  their  an-est.  Ih 
j)olice  instruct  Mr.  Tobias,  and  he  received 
the  only  notict^  which,  under  the  circum- 
sta I u-es,  was  ])i*acticable.  He  is  |Kiid  !•)' 
siilary,  and  not  bv  fees. 


COI  NT Y 


DEDIC 


Dk.    TANNKU:    I   be«'  at   the   same 


COUNCIL  KATKS 
TION  KOK  KKNT8. 
Ml!.  J.  [\  FAUKKhL  (Cav.-ii,,  W.):  1 
beg  t^»  ask  Mr.  Attorney  (reneral  for  In- 
land whether  tenants  of  hoiis(?8  in  town& 
in  Ireland  under  £i  \aluatioii  an*  entill-l 
to  deduct  from  their  rents  the  amount  ot 
the  rates  collected  by  county  councils : 
whether  he  is  aware  that  landlords  are 
refusing  to  allow  this  to  bo  done  ;  ami 
will  he  insert  a  clause  in  the  comin>' 
Local  Government  Act   Amendment   Bill 


DK.    iAi%i\hK:    1    beg  at   tlie   same    ^  definitely  settle  the  question 
time    to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General    for 

Ireland  what  was  the    latent  date  upon        Mr.  ATKINSON :  It  is  impossible  to 
which  the  Assistant  Land  Commissioners  '  answer     this    question    in     its     present 
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jral  form  ;  the  County  Council  collect 
ral  rates.  The  hon.  Member  will  find 
be  54th  Section  of  the  Local  Govern- 
t  Act  full  directions  as  to  when,  and 
i^hat  amounts,  deductions  are  to  be 
Le.  I  am  not  aware  that  landlords  are 
aing  to  allow  proper  deductions  to  be 
le,  but  if  they  are  the  tenant  has  a 
.1  remedy.  The  matter  is  clearly 
Lt  with  by  the  54th  Section  of  the 
,  and  no  further  legislation  is  neces- 
r  on  the  subject. 

IRISH  CENSUS-DEAF  MUTES. 
ilR.  SAMUEL  YOUNG:  I  beg  to 
.  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Bther  he  will  insert  a  clause  in  the 
ih  Census  Bill  providing  that  the 
tie,  age,  and  postal  address  of  every 
f  mute  be  given  to  enable  those 
srested  in  their  education  to  discover 
ir  locjition. 

iln.  ATKINSON  :  The  information  on 
se  ix)iiits  is  furnished  in  the  Keturns 
jady  made,  eontidentially,  to  the  Regis- 
[•  General,  and  the  numbers  are  pub- 
led  in  the  census  tables  ;  but  I  cannot 
.sent  to  introduce  into  tlie  Bill  a  clause 
ich  would,  in  many  instances,  adver- 
5  the  domestic  afflictions  of  the  families 
which  these  unhappy  persons  belong. 

IRISH  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

VI R.  J.  P.  FARRELL:  I  beg  U)  ask 
.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
'  progress  has  been  made  in  the  framing 
the  promised  Locjil  Government  Act 
leiidmeut  Bill,  and  what  date  he  pro- 
es  for  its  intnKluctiou. 

Wii.  ATKINSON  :  The  Bill  mentiojied 
eady.     I  cannot  assign  a  specific  date 
its  introduction,  but  I  hope  it  will  l>e 
loduced  at  an  earlv  date. 


NO  VALUATION-ANN ALV  ESTATE. 
Wu.  J.  r.  FARRF:LL  :  I  l>eg  to  ask  Mr. 
oiiiey  Geneial  for  Ireland  whether  he 
Lware  that  six  tenants  who  made  appli- 
ions  to  purchase  their  holdings  on  the 
naly  (Rathcline)  Estate  were  induced 
the  receiver  to  sign  agreements  to 
e  their  fair  rents  fixed  by  the  land 
Liers ;  and  why  it  is  that  their  holdings 
e  neither  been  visited  nor  their  rents 
ixed,  and  will  he  cause  inquiry  to  be 
le  as  to  the  cause  of  the  delay. 


Mr.  ATKINSON  :  This  question  would 
appear  to  be  a  repetition  of  one  put  by  the 
same  hon.  Member  and  answered  before. 
However,  I  have  called  for  a  further  Re- 
port in  reference  to  it,  and  as  I  have  not 
yet  received  this  Report,  I  must  ask  him 
to  repeat  it  on  Monday. 

ENNIS  UNION-DRUG  ANALYSIS. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  :  I  bee 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  why  the  Irish  Local 
Government  Board  have  not  provided  for 
the  proper  conveyance  of  drugs  from  the 
various  dispensaries  of  the  Ennis  Union 
when  brought  periodically  to  the  clerk  of 
the  union  for  transmission  for  analysis. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour)  :  The  provision  of  proper  con- 
veyance of  samples  of  drugs  from  the 
dispensaries  to  the  clerk  of  the  union  for 
the  purposes  of  analysis  is  a  matter  en- 
tirely for  the  consideration  of  the  guar- 
dians themselves. 

PROCLAIMED  MEETING   AT 
CLONFREE. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  (Roscommon,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  as  representing  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Loi-d  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  conduct  of  District  Inspector  M*Ghee 
in  dispersing  a  public  meeting  by  force  at 
Clonfree,  North  Roscommon,  on  Sunday, 
11th  March  ;  and  whether  this  action  was 
taken  undei*  the  direction  of  the  Insli 
Government ;  and,  if  so,  for  what  reason 
were  the  people  of  this  district  of  North 
lioscommon  deprived  of  the  right  of  free 
speech  and  public  meeting. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  A  meeting  under 
the  auspices  of  the  United  Irish  League 
was  proposed  to  bo  held  at  Clonfree  on 
the  date  mentioned  in  the  ipiestion,  but  a 
sworn  information  having  been  made  by 
the  District  Inspector  of  Constabulary  to 
the  effect  that  he  had  reasonable  grounds 
for  belie\*ing,  and  did  believe,  that  the 
meeting  would  lead  to  intimidation  and 
would  be  calculated  to  prevent  persons 
from  doing  what  they  had  a  legal  right 
to  do,  namely,  to  take  grazing  land, 
directions  were  given  by  the  Government 
that  the  meeting  should  not  be  permitted. 
A  number  of  persons,  estimate  i  at  300, 
endeavoured  to  hold  a  meeting,  but  they 
were  dispersed    by  the  police    without, 


;'J9 


CW.^'Vw.«. 


iMweviT,    ha\iii^    to 

iLtiuil  tV»rw. 


(COMMONS) 
hiive    recoui-se    to 


QueaUems. 


Mk.    WILLIAM    KEDMOXD:    Was 

.ui\  !!o£ut'  ot  tht*  prohibition  of  this 
•luvtiiii:  ^ivfi'.  to  the  people  of  the  dis- 
MKt     aiuL  if  <*\  how  niueh  I 

\[k.  a  IKINSON  :  1  do  not  think  any 
tumuxi    notUv    \v;ki  issued:   hut   verl>al 
loiive    ^*a>  certainly   tjivfii.     As  I   have 
>iiivi,  'u>  ,Kiual  toiw  had  to  he  used. 

Mu.  WU.LLVM  KKDMOND:  In  such 
ais^'N  ;i*  :iii5s  wheiv  it  is  intended  to  pro- 
'nba  si  :iuv-.:m-    would  it  not  conduce  to 


\iW   lH.kUV 


isj>ue  notices 


Mk   sr KAKKK.  Onlor,  <»rder  : 


lii\a:ivi 


1\>NKUVN  :  What  ohject  is 
!mx  ^iurtiuic  public  opinion  in 


\^i  .iixvu'i  ^va.>  i;i\en.  I 

M  xlNKss    OK    THK    IlOlSK. 

\lu    sri  AUIWOKTLKY   (Sheffield, 

ll»».!iaiii       I  'vi;  to  ask  the  Fii*st  Loixl  of 

:k     I'^wiMiix     \vhothei\  in    view   of   the 

■■•.i  »;u    iiu'jiiivni  drawn   by  iveent  events 

x-     'k'    Auf»\vi   v>t    Ini^H^rial   Telegraphic 

V  I'MiMi.i.iivaiiiwi,  ho  will  place  the  \  ote  for 

I  I  KUi'  %.;\xivi\-.>  u>  vablo  ctmi^wnies  first 

•■-.•:.  ^.HlVUl.KS  IMLKK:  I  k»g  at  the 
.»  ju-  'imviu^.4A  I  ho  Kii-si  Loixl  of  the 
l»i\j..;i^  ^^  ilvi  he  can  arrange  for 
..X'....      ',     N  .'.o  Jv»i    :clogniph  sulisidies 

\..,     V    '    UVl  b'vU  U  .   It  1  find  there 

»    ^.  .:,  .   ;     .ivVtV  lO  discuss  thlS  VotC  I 

»   'i      '    vii:  ., .  ^^'^U^<^\^Mn•  lo  put  it  dowu 

.1       .V' i\x  rt's'u',    iuue.       Hut  we  have 

».       ii.'\*%i    'slw  S^HMkor  out  of  the 

.  :•    ■    ■     ^'m:   No:\ivv  Supply,  and  it  is 

.  ^   ,.:  !\  inxuiaiiuc  lo  ti\  any  piirticu- 

.     V  ii  \UI  K>v  hll.KK:   I  beg  to  ask  | 
1    •;vi   *'i    i\w    Ticasury  whether  1 
,    ...    I  :vi  NN oi k^lu^i^s  Hill  is  likely  j 
^        KW'iv  h^i.'xlcr. 

.  ''.^\U^\l>K:   What  business 


•  I  *i>  U  :   I  have  received 
s'iuui:    iiUiU'lers  of  the 


House  that  the  Factories  aiid  Wi 
Bill  should  not  be  taken  before 
these  circumstances  I  do  not 
take  the  Bill  before  Easter.    M( 
be  occupied   by    the   Committee  a 
Finance  Bill.     I   do  not  know  kvl 
that  stage  will   last,  but  if  it  u  irt 
eluded  on  Monday  it   will  be 
Tuesday.     I  cannot  reasonably  douki 
Monday  and  Tuesday  will  be  sul 
see  the  Bill   through.      On  Thi 
shall  propose  to   take,  after  the 
Water     Bills     are      disposed    d 
Municipal     Trading     Committee, 
I  think    ought    to    >>e    appointed 
out  undue  aehiy.     The  delay  whid 
already  occuired  has  caused  ooi 
inconvenience   in    many    quarters, 
next  measure  will  be  the  Railways  jl 
vention  of  Accidents)  Bill,  which  my 
hon.  friend  very  nearly  got  througji 
night,  and  there  ought  to  be  no   *" 
in  taking  the  Second  Reading  on 
day.     The  other  Bills  will  be  snulL 
not  of  a  controversial  character. 

Mr.  STEADMAN:  When  willi 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  KDi 
taken  1  Can  two  or  three  days  notice  i 
given  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  will« 
deavour  to  give  what  notice  I  can-? 
days  notice,  at  all  events.  I  hope  to 
al)ie  to  take  the  Bill  before  Easter,  tai 
cannot  give  any  promise. 

MESSAGE  FKOM  THE  U)RDS. 
Dublin  Corporation  Bill  and  Cloii 
Urban  District  Council  Bill, — That  t 
concur  with  the  Commons  in  their  Ke* 
tion,  "  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  Do 
Corporation  Bill  and  the  Clontarf  Ui 
District  Council  Bill  be  committed 
Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  ComnK 


That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intiti 
"  An  Act  to  amenci  the  LaAv  M-ith  rea 
to  persons  canyingon  business  as  Mo 
lenders."     [Money-lending  Bill  [Lord 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  '*  An  Ac 
enable  the  Urban  District  Cuunci 
Otley  to  construct  additional  waterwo 
and  for  other  purposes."  [Otlev  U 
District  Council  A\ater  Bill  [Lordg.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Ac 
divide  the  separate  undertaking  ai 
risod  by  The  Donegal  Railway  Act,  1 
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jparate  undertakings  ;  to  extend 
for  the  purchase  of  lands  and 
L  of  works  hy  that  Act  autho- 
provide  for  the  granting  of  re- 
favour  of  the  railway  from 
)  Ballyshannon  ;  to  release  the 
mncil  of  the  County  of  Donegal 
r  liability  under  the  West 
jight  Railway  Order ;  and  for 
)oses/'     [Donegal  Railway  Bill 


;o,  a  Bill,  intituled,  **  An  Act  to 
an  Inebriates  Acts  Board  for 
y   Palatine  of  Lancaster ;  and 
purposes."    [Lancashire    Ine-  j 
ts  Board  Bill  [l.ords.]  | 

JKBAN      DISTRICT    COUN(UL 
-VATEIJ  HILL  [Lords]. 

AL  RAILWAY  BILL  [LohdsJ. 

;HIRK     INEimiATES     ACTS 
50ARI)  BILL  [Lords]. 

(5  first  time  :  and  referred  to  the 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills. 

YARMOUTH     PORT    AND 
HAVEN  BILL. 

(1,   with   Amendments  ;  Re|)ort 
I  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


XEir  BILLS, 


AND  WORKSHOP  ACT  (1878)  , 
lMENDMENT  (No.  2). 

imend  the  Factory  and  Work-  i 
1878,  by  reducing  the  period  of 
tit  on  Saturday,  ordered  to  be 
n    1)V    Mr.    Harwood   and   Mr. 


.VND  WORKSHOP  ACT  (1878)  ! 
ENDVIENT  (No.  2)  BILL.  ■ 

loud  the  Factory  and  Workshop 
i»y  reducing  th(^  pericKl  of  em- 1 
on    Saturday,"  presented   and  ! 
rst  timr  ;  t(»  br    iviid   a   second 
I  WcdiH'sdav,  Itli  April,  and  to 

.    [Hill  no. I 

LTCRAL  HOLDINGS  (No.  2).  ' 
tmend  and  consolidaU*,  the  law  ! 
►  Agricultui-al  Holdings  in  Eng- ' 
tred  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  ! 

Mr.  Stevenson,   Mr.   Luttrell, 
k)l>ert  Price. 


I      AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  (No.  2) 
BILL. 

"To  amend  and  consolidate   the   law 
relating  to  Agricultural  Holdings  in  Eng- 
land," presented  and  read  the  first  time  ; 
,  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday 
,  next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bdl  141.] 

SUPPLY. 

[Committee.] 
Civil  Service  Estimates. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

UOMAN  CATHOLIC    UNIVERSITY 
(IRELAND). 

Mil.  J.  P.  FARRELL  (Cavan,  W.) :  I 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  moving  the  resolu- 
tion which  stands  in  my  name,  and  to 
again  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  grievances  under  which  the  Catholics 
of  Ireland  suffer  in  the  matter  of  higher 
education.  This  subject  is  by  no  means 
a  new  one  to  the  House,  and  although  it 
has  been  frequently  debated,  I  tell  hon. 
Members  that  the  Irish  representatives 
will  continue  to  present  their  case  for 
redress  so  long  as  the  British  Parliament 
turns  a  deaf  ear  to  their  claims  for  justice. 
From  1854  up  to  the  present  time,  the 
discussions  on  this  subject  may  almost  be 
said  to  have  been  perennial,  but  it  is  a 
matter  of  r;'gret  that,  while  apparently 
some  advance  has  been  made  in  convert- 
ing British  statesmen,  no  appreciable 
advance  has  been  made  in  the  direction 
of  legislation.  In  1897  the  Leader  of  the 
House  showed  a  sympathetic  and  kindly 
interest  in  the  question,  for  which  I  for 
one  am  deeply  grateful,  and  declared 
that,  though  not  a  Home  Ruler,  he  was 
anxious  on  this  matter  to  put  all  sectarian 
prejudices  aside,  and  that  an  attempt 
should  1)8  made  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
Ireland  in  this  respect.  Hopes  were 
naturally  raised  that  this  question  was 
Hearing  a  settlement,  but  although  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
delivered  in  1897,  practically  nothing  has 
been  done.  The  question  has  maae  no 
further  progress.  I  admit  that  this  uni- 
versity question  in  Ireland  is  hedged 
round  with  many  difficulties,  but  I  regret 
that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman— and  in 
saying  this  I  have  not  the  slightest  inten- 
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tion   of   wounding  his    susceptibilities —  |  antagonism    to    Irish 

has    not    had    the    courai?e    to     depart  I '«J»«[wn  and  naMonml  tiHditio» 

from     the     mi««io„ury     Ljl     und^to    SS^'^IL'- X-^^ 
make  an  attempt  m  tlie  legislative  arena,  j  tion,  for  it  is  still  as  dijitinctlj  o^ 
It    is    perfectly    well    known    to    Irish  !  Catholic  faith  and  practice  as  it  iwl 
Catholics  that  "this  question  is  dangerous    \^^%    abolition    of     teats.      We  bnl 
to  the  right  hon  Gentleman  J^caL  ^^^'^XoX^^Zt^'^^r^TJ^l 
yields  too  much  to  the  bigoted  feelings  of  ;  chanjjed  in  Trinity  College  darii^  tk| 

..        i.:        „r  ^1-- 1_   .•-   ^i-_         ^x    -^    ij^f  trentury,  except  the  opening  of ii 

which  was  before    more  coDsioteadrr 
We  wish  to  see  the  higher  educatiN 
classes  in    Ireland    promoted   a^  \tA 
those  cuncenied,  whether  they  1«  ' 
Episcopalian,       or        Presbyterian. 
Colle^^e  sutiices  not.  and  tliat  i**  all  «e 

tolerance  of  a  small  section  of  the  people.  '■  ^/'t^^^a^^'^'^o^^^'tT 

J  do  not  wish  to  say  anything  to  inflame    may  lie  note-i.    The  library  contaift' 

or  incite   a  feeling  of  bitterness  in  this 

debate  ;  such  a  course  Mould  only  retard 

tlio   cause    we  wish  to  advance.     I  only 

ask  the  right  hon.  CTentleman  to  bear  in 

mind      that      we      have      waited     long 

and       patiently,      and       that       having 

exhausted  every  fonu   of  argument,  it  is 

not  to  ]»e  wondered  at  if  there  is  shown 


a  section  of  the  people  in  the  north  of 
Ireland.  I  am  aware  he  has  diflicult 
cards  to  play  ;  but  seeing  he  admits  that 
we  have  an  unansweralile  case,  surely  no 
excuse  for  delay  in  legislating  upon  it 
should  be  based  on  the  bi<xotrv  and  in- 


7 

of  -iVJ.UOO  volumes.     The  liotanic  ^ 

mu><euni,  the  enguieerins;,  medicalTui^ 
schools  are  all  splendidly   eqnipiied  nil 
(lowed.    The  revenue  ap  to  a  few  jw| 
was  nearly  .C80,000  a  year,  thoaj^  iifl 
years,  owing  to  the  shrinkage  in  tliea 
of  its  rent  roll,  it  mast  have  sunk  to  k#|| 
half    that   sum.     The    number   of 
receiving  liighor  education   in  this  i 
1899  was  1,(M7,  or  considerably  lenUHll 
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University  examinations    in   1896.    Bal 
students  of  Trinity  amply  suffice  to  fl| 
balls    of   one   college,   and  the  Ep' 
Protestants  are  satistied  with  it.'* 

The  piissage  I  have  quoted  will  be  I 
in  a  lKX)k  published  by  Dr.  Safaiioii,d 
of  the  It^ing  professors  of  Tiii 
College,  Dublin.     That  is  a  statemasl 


some  disposition  to  depart  from  the  paths  ■  the   numW   who    entered     for  tin 

of   mild   persuasion.      The  Catholics    of  i 

Ireland  form  the  great  majority  of  the  \ 
people  of  that  country,  and  they  are  de- 
manding not  predominance  but  equality. 
We  are  not  asking  that  exceptional  treat- 
ment shall  be  meted  out  to  us;  if  we 
w^re  we  could  understand  the  opposition 
made  to  our  claims,  but  surely  it  is  no 

answer  to  our  demand  for  a  Catholic  uni- ;  may  say,  on  behalf  of  Trinity  Coll^i 
versity  to  say  that  we  have  ottered  to  us  '  it  is  made  from  a  source  which  caimot'i| 
the  open  door  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  I  described  as  partial.  It  is  a  8tat( 
free  access  to  tht*  Queen's  Colleges,  or  a  I  which  indicates  in  few  words  the  1 
share  of  the  advantiiges  of  the  Royal  |  dous  and  powerful  advantages  whidiij 
Universities.  I  siiy  that  the  strongest  |  Prot-esUu its  of  Ireland  have  enjoyed,  aa 
point  in  our  ciise  is  that  it  is  i  will,  as  I  siiid  before,  continue  to  enjoy i 
a  demand  simply  for  ocpiality.  \  the  future  in  the  matter  of  iinivei^ 
We  have  no  desire  to  inteifere  with  the  '  and  higher  education.  But  M-hat  is  4 
traditions  of  Trinity  College  or  its  endow-  j  picture  on  the  other  side  ?  I  notice  th 
ments,  or  to  take  it  away  from  th(»  social  I  we  have  had  sf »me  cheers  of  the  statema 


and  political  class  who  have  hith<*rto  en- 
joyed, and  will  conliiuK'  to  enjoy,  all  its 
|)n\'ileges  and  all  its  endowments.  1  liave 
here  a  most    interesting  extiaet   fi-om  a 


that   Trinity  College  is  open  to  Row 

Catholics.     I  notice  that  it  will  prubalJ 

be  niad(?  one  of  the  stock    arguments 

reply   to  us  in    this   <lel>jite.      It  is  ir 


work  which  is  being  circulatt'd  just  at  i  that  Tiinity  College  is  open,  and  li 
the  ijrebent  niument,  i)ointing  out  ihe  been  open  for  a  very  long  time,  to  sii 
tiemendous  advantages  of  this  institution  ,  Catholics  as  those  who,  evading,  I  m 
to  the  class  in  whose  hands  it  is.  I  think  '  take  the  liberty  of  saying,  their  religic 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland  have  no  gricv-  responsibilities,  wish  to  enjoy  the  aov: 
ance,  or  should  have  no  legitimate  tages  of  the  higher  education  in  tl 
grievance,  against  Catholics  who  seek  college.  It  is  no  answer  to  us  to  s 
equality  of  university  education.  The  that  such  distinguished  and  able  Cathd 
writer  says —  as  the  present  Xord  Chief  B^ron,  Lc 

-A  very  superficial  glance  at  hUtory  U  Morris,  and  other  distinguished  juri 
ououj^h  to  show  that  the  educational  system  of  ;  and  public  men  m  Ireland,  have  tak 
Trinity    College    is    an   unbroken    record   of  j  advantage   of  Trinity  College,       It  is 

Mr,  J.  P.  Fnrrrll 
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0  us  to  say  that  they  have  come,  ,  our  arguments   than  that   short   extract 
A    the   bishops   of    our   church  '  from   the   speech   of   the   hon.    Memlier. 
cathed  through  the  college  so  far  i  But  it  may  be  said  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
religious   lu'liof    is    concerned,  i  man  in  speaking  thus  did  not  represent 

10  answer  to  us  as  regai-ds  those  ,  any  person  but  himself.  I  could  occupy 
iroughout  the  length  and  breadth    a  considerable  portion  of  the  time  of  this 

land  who,  having  somewhat  House  in  quoting  from  other  speeches  by 
feelings  from  the  religious  stand-    eminent    and   distinguished    Protestants 

11  not  disobey  the  standing  and  who  hold  exactly  the  same  view.  We 
^vn  olgections  of  the  pastors  of  know,  for  instance,  that  there  are  a  con- 
u'ch,  and  avail  themselves  of  the  ,  siderable  number  of  distinguished  gentle- 
ties  of  that    college.      We  have  ;  men  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 

ill  tins  (onti'oversy  on  the  (|iie.s-  of  England  who  are  in  sympathy  with  us 
the  cstublislnnent  of  a  Uonian  '  on  this  <niestion.  1  believe  myself  that 
Univeisity   most  valuable  assist-    those   gentlemen,   if    they   could    infuse 

1  I  gladly  and  freely  acknowledge  '  among  what  I  might  call  the  lower  strata 
tance  which  has  brought  him  into  |  of  Protestantism — I  assure  hon,  Gentle- 
isiderable  difficulties  in  his  own  i  men  that  I  do  not  use  the  expression  in 

any  sense  as  offensive,  or  say  one  word  to 
offend  any  person's  susceptibilities,  I 
merely  use  it  in  the  social  sense — among 
the  lower  strata  of  Protestantism  they 
would  bring,  I  am  sure,  such  a  volume  of 
opinion  to  bear  as  would  considerably 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
in  his  desire  to  do  justice  to  us  in  this 
matter.  Then  we  are  told  that  we  have 
the  Queen's  University,  and  that  we 
have  the  advantage  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges  in  Belfast,  Galway,  and  Cork, 
am  sure  he  will  not  depart  from  |  to  which  our  young  people  can,  with- 
House — as  a  Protestant  of  the  |  out  any  strain  on  their  religious  feel- 
iits.     Addressing  a  meeting  of  his  I  ings,    go     for     the     higher     education. 

Objectionable  as  the  Protestant  atmo- 
sphere of  Trinity  College  may  be,  in  my 
opinion  the  godless  atmosphere  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges  is  far  more  objectionable. 
In  Ireland  we  feel  very  deeply  on  the 
religious  question.     Religion,  perhaps,  in 

,  -     these  more  material  days,  has  not  such  a 

na  exainining  professorial  staffs  were  hold  upon  the  public  mind  as  it  had  in 
Kclusively  Protestant,  and  the  over-    ^.^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^  ^^  j^^^,^  ^^^^^.^  ^^^^ 

and  long  for  our  religion,  and  I  venture 
to  assure  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
the  Irish  people  of  the  class  from  whom  it 
may  be  expected  you  would  get  the 
groundwork  of  your  Catholic  University 
will  never  surrender  or  endanger  their 
religious  belief  for  any  such  system  of 
education  as  is  represented  by  either 
Trinity  College  or  the  Queen's  Univer- 
sity. The  gentleman  who  circulated  the 
statement  of  which  I  read  a  portion  in 
reference  to  Trinity  College,  says  of  the 
Queen's  Univei-sity — 


Micy — from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tyrone.  What  does  the  hon. 
an  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
it  Ti-inity  College  ]  He  has  had 
lin  his  views  on  the  subject  of 
^y  education  for  Catholics  at  great 
I  Ireland  since  he  made  his  pul)lic 
cement.  He  has  written  a 
of  interesting  and  jvble  letters, 
ijis  made  a  inimber  of  speeches  in 
of  the  position  which  I  am  glad 
lie  has  taken  up.  He  describes 
in    those    letters — a    description 


ents  on  the  27th  of  October,  1897,  i 
)unty  of  Tyrone,  the  hoil.  Gentle-  ^ 
sci-ibed  Trinity   College    in    this  j 

in  rniversity  was  founiled  by  Queen 

I ;  much  of  its  levenuas  were  derived 

confiscated  lands  of  Catholics  ;  its 

id  exaniir 

delusively  Protestant, 
i;  mass  of  it?  students  were  of  the 
gion." 

n.  gentleman  went  on  to  put 
)  of  our  opponents  in  Tyrone 
est  possible  manner,  and  a  manner, 
,  in  which  it  should  most  fairly 
;t  reasonably  strike  those  gentle- 
le  siiid- 


•o«e  the  conditions  were  rever8e<l — if 
)8phere  were  as  distinctly  Catholic 
lis  now  Protestant — if  Jesuits  and 
ere  its  professors— if  mass  was  sunc 
3  walls  every  day — would  they  send 
s  to  it  as  freely  as  they  did  now  that 
iistinctively  Protestant  University  ?  ** 


;   we  could   say   could,   I   think, 
early  put  the  case  made  against 


**  In  like  manner  the  Presbyterian  students 
of  Ulster  are  sufficiently  numerous  to  justify 
the  General  Assembly  of  the  Presbytcurian 
Church  in  appropriating,  as  they  had  already 
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done,  the  (Queen's  (Jollege,  Helfast.  TIiIh 
college  is  ([uite  ciimhle  of  being  in  Belfast  all 
that  Trinity  in  in  Dublin.  I^elfast  is  a  rapidly 
increasing  centre.  It  is  »utlicicntly  ini)X)rtant 
to  lieconie  a  university  town.  Sincerely 
desirouH  that  all  our  fellow-countrymen  should 
share  in  the  ne(;essary  gift-s  which  higher 
education  can  ini|)art,  we  begrudj^e  nothing 
that  may  l)e  required  to  achieve  this  purpose, 
either  from  the  public  revenues  or  through 
Acts  of  Parliament.  But  we  do  justly  claim 
that  the  (.'atholic  population,  the  vast  majority 
of  the  people  in  Ireland,  should  not  1>e  kept  in 
a  position  inferior  lo  the  Hoiscopalian  and 
Presbyterian  minorities.  A  Govenmient  has 
the  ri^ht  to  claim  the  loyalty  of  its  subjects  as 
the  pnce  of  the  performance*  of  the  correlative 
<luty.  The  first  principle  of  British  (iovem- 
ment  is  to  give  eijual  rights  to  all  parts  of  the 
B^ti^sh  Isles.  Kngland  has  so  outgrown  Ire- 
land in  wealth  and  ]M)pulation  that  the  two 
nations  cannot  )te  oom|)}ired.  But  Irish 
Catholics  demand  from  the  (Government  which 
claims  their  loyalty  the  right  to  Ihj  treiited 
with,  at  least  co'mpanitivc  wiiiality  with  other 
religious  denomifintions  in  that  country.'' 

If  we  examiin?  this  univt.Msity  (Mluciitioii 
question  as  it  affects  othei-  ])()iti()ns  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  what  do  we  find  ?  Take 
Scotland,  for  instanct;.  Scothmd  has  four 
universities,  which  discharge  a  most 
important  duty  to  that  part  of  the  king- 
dom, and  which  enable  the  ix>orest  class 
to  take  iwlvantjigc  in  the  way  I  am  glad 
to  know  they  do  of  the  higher  education 
placed  within  their  reach.  Some  of  these 
foundations  were  originally  Roman 
Catholic.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that 
the  University  of  F]dinl»urgh  was  founded 
in  1582  by  James  VI.  :  the  University  of 
St.  Andrews  was  founded  in  1411  l>v  a 
Bull  of  Pope  Benedict  XII  I.  ;  the  Uni- 
versity of  Gla.sgow  was  founded  by  a  Bull 
of  Pope  Nichohis  V.  ;  and  the  University 
of  Aberdeen  was  founded  so  far  Imck  as 
1494,  before  the  Reformation.  I  (juite 
admit  that  the  national  religion  of  Scot- 
land has  changed,  and  I  ])resume  that  with 
the  change  these  universities  cun  now  be 
described  as  Presbyterian  Universities. 
At  all  events,  thei(^  are  ample  facilities 
giviMi  t<.)  people  professing  tho  national 
faith  of  Scotland  to  obtain,  without  any 
i-cligious  Imr,  that  univei-sity  education 
of  which  the  Irish  Catholics  aiv  so  wholly 
deprived.  Personally  1  feel  ^■erv strongly 
on  this  question.  Vou  have  in  Ireland 
set  up  a  denominational  system  of  primary 
education.  Vou  have  given  our  priests 
and  bishops  the  right  lo  sjifeguard  the 
interests  of  the  young  ebihlren  in  that 
matter.  Vou  have  also  instituted  a  system 
of  intermediate  educntion  to  which  no 
religious  bar  applies,  and  which  is  availed  , 

Mr.  J.  P.  Farrdl 


of  very  largely  indeed  I>y  thi?  b 
Catholic  colleges  to  compete,  a«3 
do  very  successfully,  with  their  PmM 
fellow-countrymen  for  prizes  andiion 
Why  do  you  stop  short  of  unira 
education  ?  Why  do  you,  in  point «( 
quantity  dealt  with,  strain  at  ifce; 
and  swallow  the  camel  ?  There  mi 
intermediate  students  every  yor 
Ireland,  fully  6,000  of  whom  come; 
the  Catholic  schools  and  colleges.  ' 
belong  principally  to  what  may  he  ( 
the  middle  classes  ;  they  beiong  • 
tially  to  the  class  for  which  you  bv 
vi<lc<i  such  splendid  university  edw 
throughout  the  length  and  bread 
Piiigland  and  Scotland,  witliout  im 
u|)on  those  who  Uike  advantage? 
obligjitiona  or  interposing  obstacleji 
their  religious  feelings  and  s^'ni 
cannot  overccmie.  Why,  in  thisi 
should  you  treat  Ireland  ditfei-entl 
otht'r  iKirts  of  the  Unitinl  Kin 
Perhaps  we  are  appealing  in  vaii 
settlement  of  this  question  t< 
Arguments,  strong,  cogent,  and 
seemed  to  me,  unanswemhle,  ha^ 
addressed  to  this  House  time  aftt 
but  so  little  practical  gooii  has  i 
that  one  might  almost  despair  of  t 
any  change  in  the  tone  and  tempe 
House  in  dealing  vi'ith  this  questio 
just  the  same  as  with  our  financial 
sion.  Yet  we  hope  that  things  y 
always  be  as  they  are  at  presenl 
House  of  Commons.  \\  e  fe< 
eventually,  whether  by  the  iiitei 
of  ParliannMit  or  some  othcM*  niej 
justice  of  our  case  will  luring  this  \ 
to  such  a  stage  that  goo<l  to  u 
come.  Three-fourths  of  the  pe 
Ireland  are  Roman  Catholics. 
fourths  of  the  taxation  which  vou 
of  Ireland  is  raised  from  the 
Catholics  of  the  country.  The 
class  contribute  to  your  taxatioi 
lX)orest  man  standing  at  the  street 
who,  perhaps,  could  not  tell  vi 
meaning  of  the  word  "  lun'versit 
contributing  factor,  in  his  owri 
insignificant  way,  to  the  maintenj 
this  great  Kmpire.  When  Irelancrs 
sentatives  in  this  House,  feeling  tl 
educational  interests  of  their  peop 
l»een  and  are  being  neglected,  com* 
here  and  make  an  appeal  iov  ju* 
sincerel}'  tnist  it  will  receive  fi-om  1 
Members  op|K)site  a  s^Tiipatheti 
careful  consideration.  We  may 
expecting  a  <Ictinite  settlement  to 


Ilninnu  Cafhvlir. 


'vve  are  throwing  our  )>rea(l  upon  the 

Kr«,  in  the  hope  that  it  niay  bring  us 

'felling  back  in  the  nature  of  the  relief 

^  grievance  of  which  we  complain.    I 

that  when  the   First    Lord  of  the 

■aury   stands    up  he  will  be  able  to 

^    such    a    pronouncement    as    will 

■^nce  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  that  there 

"^xicerity,  determination,  and  courage 

L-Js  own  pirt  and  on  the  part  of  those 

think  with   him  in  the    matter  of 

k.g  justice  to  us  on  this  subject.     I  beg 

Ciove  the  resolution   which  stands  in 

name. 

i^lR  T.  G.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.) : 
Eive  to  thank  my  hon.  friend  far  the 
nplimont  he  has  paid  me  in  asking  me 
follow  him  in  support  of  this  motion, 

I  I  think  I  may  very  fairly  con- 
itulate  him  on  the  admirable  way  in 
lich  he  has  treated  what  is  un(iuestion- 
ly  a  very  difficult  (piestion.  This 
itter  may  be  regarded  from  many 
ints  of  view.  There  is  one  aspect  of 
>  case  which  in  recent  years  has 
y  forcibly  appealed  to  me,  and  it  is, 
it  in  this  matter  of  university  educa- 
n  we  have  not  been  very  well  treated 

the  Conservative  party  in  England.     I 

II  not  go  back  very  many  years,  but  it 
11  be  in  the  recollection  of  most  hon. 
ambers  that  in  1S67  the  present  Chan- 
lor  of  the  Exchequer  told  us  that  this 
estion  was  being  taken  into  serious  con- 
leration.  He  actually  informed  us 
at  the  Government  were  prepired  to 
al  with  the  matter,  and  that  they  would 
Imiit  their  proposals  in  the  following  year, 
year  or  two  passed  away  and  again  we 
;re  told  that  the  Conservative  party 
;re  prepared  to  deal  with  the  question, 
jpes  were  inspired  in  Ireland  by  this 
omise,  and  the  Irish  people  looked 
nfidently  forward  to  an  early  settle- 
in  t  of  the  question.  Nothing,  however, 
s  been  heard  of  the  matter  since,  unless 
'xcept  the  public  statements  made  l)y 
e  Urst  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and 
other  membei-  of  the  Government, 
lose  speeches  have  been  quoted,  and 
lich  express  sympathetic  ^iews  upon 
is  question.  In  view  of  these  circum- 
mces,  the  general  impression  created 
'  the  treatment  of  this  question  by  the 
3veniment  is  that  it  is  made  to  suit  the 
nvenience  of  English  political  parties, 
d  that  they  treat  it  from  the  point  of 
3W  of  English  political  expediency  in- 
^  of  upon  its  merits  as  a  case  of  justice 
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to  Ireland.  The  question  has  now,  I  think, 
reached  a  stage  at  which  we  may  invite 
the  House  and  the  Government  to  con- 
sider this  question  upon  its  merits,  not  in 
the  interests  of  any  political  party,  but 
from  the  higher  Imperial  standpoint  of 
the  obligations  of  the  Government  of  the 
Empire.  As  far  as  we  are  concerned  the 
question  seems  to  us  to  be  far  too  large 
and  too  urgent  to  be  left  any  longer  in 
abeyance.  Before  I  go  any  further,  I  would 
like  to  impress  this  point  upon  the  House. 
There  are  hon.  Members  who  sympathise 
with  our  views  on  this  matter  and  are 
favourably  inclined  towards  this  question 
of  a  Catifiolic  University  for  Ireland, 
but  they  do  not  take  a  very  active 
interest  in  the  question,  liecause  they 
believe  we  are  not  very  anxious  about  it 
in  Ireland.  Many  hon.  Members  think 
that  we  do  not  regard  it  as  a  pressing 
(|uestion  of  general  or  widesprea<l  im- 
portanc(\  I  should  like,  if  possible,  to 
disabuse  the  minds  of  hon.  Members  of 
this  opinion,  and  I  wish  to  assure  them 
that  Catholic  Ireland  is  strongly  and 
deeply  in  earnest  in  this  matter,  and  we, 
as  the  representatives  of  the  Catholics  of 
Ireland,  are  only  giving  expression  to  the 
strong  and  universal  feelings  of  our 
constituencies  when  we  say  that  this  is 
a  matter  in  which  the  people  of  Ireland 
take  the  warmest  and  the  keenest  possible 
interest.  I  can  assure  the  House  that  in 
regard  to  this  question  of  a  Catholic  Uni- 
versity education  for  our  children,  the 
present  situation  carmot  be  allowed  in- 
definitely to  contiime,  and  if  this  House 
persists  in  refusing  to  provide  that 
education  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  un- 
questionably will  have  to  take  measures 
to  secure  that  education  elsewhere; 
and  if  it  is  not  possible  for  higher 
education  to  be  obtained  for  the 
Catholics  in  Ireland  a  very  considerable 
section,  at  all  events,  will  see  to  it 
that  higher  education  is  obtained  else- 
where. That  course  has  been  followed  by 
Irishmen  in  days  gone  by  ;  and  there  is 
no  reason  why,  if  justice  is  to  be  con- 
tinuously refused,  that  course  should 
not  be  adopted  again.  It  is  for  this 
House  to  consider  whether  the  rising 
generation  of  Irishmen,  if  they  have  to 
be  educated  in  Paris,  Germany,  Spain 
Rome,  or  elsewhere,  would  bring  into 
Irish  public  life  and  Irish  social  life 
generally,  an  element  which  would  be 
altogether  satisfactory  to  the  Government 
of  this  country  from  the  point  of  view 
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or  the  Goveinnieiit  iiMrli.  Tbr  r|u«-istioii 
U  a  ^«:rioIi?^  oil*'  a  I  111  wt  are  ven' 
f^frriisibl«:  of  the  im|Xiitaiic*;  of  it.  We  are 
al.-!^»  detfrniiidO'J  to  ileal  with  it  at  the 
earliest  opfXirt unity.  The  reos^juii  why 
we  feel  .so  strongly  uprm  this  que.stion  are 
veiy  .simple  an* I  plain.     It   is  recogniserl 


education.  I  do  not  propoee  to^] 
the  details  uf  this  publiGation,  Lcli 
draw  attention  to  the  facts  of  iheoi 
regard  to  one  important  and  tAm 
power.  I  will  take  the  case  of  Prxh 
Germany.  The  Cvovemment  is  Ri 
tant,  and  speaking  generally.  GctiM 


in  Ireland  generally,  that  this  4iU'.stion  of    a  Protestant  country.     A  most 


University  win  cat  if  in  i.s  not  merely  a  rich 
man's  question  or  one  which  merely  affects 
a  .small  section  of  the  popuktion.  but  it  is 
nlh^j  a  \sfjf}v  iiian'.-^  question,  a  question 
which  atr«;its  t:\*:iy  mmiIoii.  c>ery  «:la.ss. 
and  <:vciy  inii;nr-t.  Mighr-r  eilueatinn-  i.s 
the  \ery  lir.-t  neix-^sity  <*!  piijgress,  and 
almost  I  may  .say  of  existence  in  any 
civilised  country  in  modem  times.  If  it 
were  only  for  thp  purpo.se  of  taking 
advantage  of  the  limited  opportiuiities 
win'cli  an*  affonlc<l  us  now  under  thr* 
system  of  Iwal  govenimenl  in  Ireland, 
it  is  p<!rfectly  evident  that  university 
education  is  alisolutely  e.s.sential  to  meet 
the  necessities  of  the  country.     In  regard 


section  of  Germany  is  unqu 
a  Protestant  section,  and  yet  ^ 
find  that  in  the  Protestant 
of  Prussia  you  have  four 
Catholic  Univei-aitics,  and  in  the  wb 
Ge?-iiiaiiy,  «^ovenie<l  l»y  a  Pn»i 
Governnienty  theix*  are  no  less  thaue 
State  Catholic  Universities.  If 
tant  Germany  can  subsidise  Cii 
universities  without  any  great  injur  1 
its  Imperial  progress  or  advanc«Hl 
why  should  England  not  Uike  a  led  i 
of  Geimany's  Yx)ok  and  allow  at  Imai 
Catholic  University  to  be  establisbid 
Ireland  ?  If  you  examine  into  that 
of  your  own  Empire  you  will  find  l 


to  oin*  agriculture  and  all  our  economic    even  in  your  own  dependencies — in! 


and  inrlu.strial  questions,  it  is  manifest 
that  higliei*  i.Mlucation  is  a  fii-st  necessity 
unrler  the  conditions  of  modern  life.     It 


South  Wales  and  Canada,  for  insUn 
you  have  Catholic  universities  suhsid 
l»y  the  State,  and  their  existence  in  no 


has     come    to    he    regardtnl    that    this    interferes   with    the    progress    of  t 


grievance  under  which  Irishmen  lal>our  is 
a  universal  grievance,  and  the  feeling  is 
that  it  is  one  in  which  every  .section  of 
the  Irish  people  has  a  deep  and  vital 
interest.  In  the  course  of  this  deliate  we 
may  he  asked  questions  as  to  the  right 
of  the  Irish  people  to  demand  this 
university.  I  decline  to  argue  the  })oint, 
for  it  is  simply  ridiculous  at  this  time 
of  day  to  argue  agsiinst  the  right  of  a 
people  to  l)e  educated  in  their  own 
country  in  thcjir  own  way.  It  is 
recognised  by  every  enlightenerl  Govern- 
ment in  the  world  that  its  first  duty 
is    U)    provide   the  fullest    and   amplest 


colonies  or  with  your  Imperial  int€ 
in  either  of  those  two  great  di 
dencies.  On  this  question  of  secti 
universities  might  I  ask  the  Hous 
consider  how  many  universities  you 
in  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  ? 
any  hon.  Meml)er  inform  me  how  i 
of  those  universities  are  not  sectarij 
the  .same  sense  in  which  an  Irish  Cat 
university  could  be  held  to  be  sectan 
namely,  that  the  education  imparte 
them  is  in  sympathy  with  the  reli| 
convictions  of  the  students  ?  When 
come  to  discuss  the  question  of 
tiirianism  in  relation  to  your  own  un 


means  of  education  for  those  over  :  sities  you  must  admit  that  the  exii 
whom  it  rules,  and  the  right  of  the  i  universities  in  England,  Scotland, 
Irish  people  to  that  I  am  not  dis- '  Ireland  arc  quite  as  sectarian  in  i 
}K>sed  to  argue  just  now.  The  rulers  character  as  a  Catholic  Unive 
of  this  Empire  have  a  grciit  and  wide- 1  for  Ireland  is  supposed  to  be  likeh 
spread  responsibility,  and  it  ought  to  '  be.  How  then  can  there  be  any  1 
ap])eiil  t«)  theii-  Imperial  instincts  to  I  in  one  Catholic  University  for  Irek 
recognise  their  duties  in  this  most  im- 1  Protestant  theology  is  taught  in  Oxi 
imrtant  niattei'  as  far  as  the  education  of  I  in  Cambridge,  in  Edinburgh,  in  A 
Irishmen  is  concerned.  A  very  interesting  |  deen.  Why  should  Catholic  theo 
Parliamentary  })aper  was  circulated  yes-  j  not  be  taught  in  Dublin  or 
torday  in  this  House,  and  I  would  invitci  ,  Galway  1  Catholic  theology  is  tai 
hon.  M(?mber8  interested  in  this  (juestion  i  in  Protestant  Prussia.  Why  sh 
to  study  this  lleturn.  It  gives  a  recoi-d  of  it  not  be  taught  in  Catholic  Irek 
what  has  ])een  done;  by  foreign  countries 
in   connection   with  Catholic  University 

Sir  T.  a.  Emmde. 


Catholic  theology  is  taught  in  the  univei 
in  Canada  and  in  the  university  in  ] 


Roman  Caiholk 
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till  Wales,  and  I  have  y^et  to  learn 
i  any  injury  has  come  to  the  State 
cm.  allowing  this  teaching  to  be  carried 
"^1  either  of  these  univeraitiea.  How 
^1  force  is  there  after  all  in  this  argu- 
^^t  1  Let  me  remind  the  Hoiwe  what 
^'Jpened  immediately  after  the  conquest 
»^e  Soudan.  The  very  first  thing  you 
was  to  establish  a  Mussulman  college 
university.  The  interests  of  the 
^pire  are  not  imperilled  by  the  teaching 
Mussulman  theology  in  Omdurman, 
3  why  should  they  be  imperilled 
the  teaching  of  Catholic  theology 
Dublin  or  Cork?  It  has  been  con- 
cnded  that  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  could 
t»"ve  university  education  if  they  chose 
^that  they  could  go  to  Trinity  College 
*  any  of  the  Queen  s  Colleges  in  Ireland. 
7e  all  know  perfectly  well  that  there  is 
Dsolutely  no  force  in  that  argument. 
hese  colleges  are  closed  to  Irish  Catholics, 
atholic  Ireland  will  never  accept  a 
niversity  education  from  any  of  them, 
id  I  think  this  House  ought  to  be  the 
Bry  first  to  recognise  tne  strenuous 
isistence  upon  principle  which  Ireland 
lakes  in  this  matter.  Theie  is  no  use  in 
3lling  us  that  we  can  have  university 
ducation  in  colleges  to  which  our  people 
rill  never  go.  The  position  for  a  wise 
Jrovernment  to  take  up  would  be  to 
rovide  such  university  education  for  the 
people  as  would  satisfy  their  wants  and 
apirations.  We  shall  be  told  possibly 
hat  the  present  is  not  an  auspicious  time 
or  raising  this  question.  I  think,  how- 
ver,  it  is  an  extremely  auspicious  time. 
Ve  have  in  office  a  Government  which 
las  a  huge  majority.  Very  important 
lembers  of  that  Gevernment  are  in 
avour  of  the  establishment  of  a  Catholic 
Jniversity  in  Ireland,  and  I  believe  if  the 
ank  and  file  of  the  supporters  of  the 
government  were  canvassed  it  would  be 
ound  that  the  majority  are  in  favour  of 
uch  a  university.  The  Government 
possess  an  enormous,  an  overwhelming 
najority,  and  as  far  as  we  can  see  it  is 
ikely  that  the  Government  will  maintain 
hat  majority.  I  say,  therefdre,  that  there 
ould  not  be  a  l)etter  or  a  moFe  auspicious 
ime  for  dealing  with  this  cjuestion.  If 
hose  who  believe  in  doing  justice  to  Ire- 
ind  in  this  matter  only  have  the  courage 
if  their  convictions,  the  question  can  be 
ettled  now.  Surely  it  cannot  be  merely 
question  of  the  money  for  establishing  a 
catholic  University  in  Ireland.  There  is 
aore  money  'being  spent  in  one  week's 
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j  fighting  in  South  Africa  than  would  cover 
I  the  cost.  I  think  that  in  meeting  the 
strong  wishes  of  the  people  of  Ireland  the 
Government  would  be  acting  wisely  in 
an  Imperial  sense,  and  woula  be  making 
one  of  the  best  possible  political  invest- 
ments by  helping  to  encourage  higher 
education  in  Ireland.  I  beg.  Sir,  to  second 
the  motion. 

Amendment  proposed — 

]  "  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That,'  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  onler  to  add  the  words, 
*  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  provision 
for  Universitiefl  i»  totally  inadequate,  and 
none  can  be  regarded  as  equitable  which  does 
not  secure  for  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland, 
equally  with  other  members  of  the  community, 
facilities  for  University  Ekiucation  without 
violence  to  their  religious  feeling,'  instead 
thereof— (A/r.J'.  P.  Farrell.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

*Mr.  grant    LAWSON   (Yorkshire, 
j  N.R.,  Thirsk) :  The   House  has  listened 
!  with  pleasure  to  the  exceedingly  eloquent 
i  and  temperate  speeches  of  the  mover  and 
I  seconder  of   this  Amendment,  and  while 
I  endeavouring  to  answer  their  arguments 
'  I  will   also    endeavour    to   emulate    the 
moderation  with  which  they  put  forward 
their  views.      The  first   thing  that  sur- 
,  prised   me   in   the   speech   of    the    hon. 
j  Baronet  was  that  he  quoted  the  Return 
I  which  was  issued  the  day  before  yester- 
day in   support    of    his    statement  that 
'  every  important  country  in    the    world 
had  university  education  under  sectarian 
'  influences.     But  I  do  not  find  that  stated 
■  in  the  Return.     Looking  at  the  financial 
side  of  the  question,  the  financial  support 
I  given    in  any  European  country  to  any 
I  form  of  sectarian  university  education  is 
'  excessively  small.     I  shoula  have  wished 
if   one  or  other  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
;  while  condemning  the  present  university 
system  in  Ireland  had  given  some  little 
explanation  of  what  that  system  is.     It 
was  better  from  their  point  of  view  not  to 
have  entered  fully  into  the  facts  of  the 

I  present  system,  because  if  they  had  made 
j  such  a  statement  their  whole  complaint 

would  at  once  have  been  answered  by  it. 

I I  shallendeavour  presently  to  lay  before 
the  House  a  very  concise  statement  of  the 
position  of  university  education  at  this 
moment  in  Ireland,  and  I  think  it  will 
prove  that  the  supposed  ^evance  of  the 
Irish    Roman   Catholics  is  one  entirely 
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of  sentiment  and  i-oligious  intoler- 
ance, and  not  leased  on  any  prac- 
tical hardship  or  grievance.  We 
are  asked  to  redress  that  sentimental 
gi'ievance  hy  doing,  as  I  hope  I  shall  be 
a1)le  to  show,  a  social  and  educational 
gi-ievance  to  Ireland.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  siiy  that  Irish  lioman  Catholics 
caiHiot  go  to  the  present  universities  and 
colleges  in  Ireland.  What  they  mean  is 
that  some  lioman  Catholics  will  not  go  to 
these  universities  and  colleges.  They  are 
not  prevented  by  any  law  for  which  this 
House  is  responsible,  oi-  which  we  can  in 
any  way  alter.  They  are  prevented  by 
rules  laid  down  by  their  spiritual  pastors 
and  mastei^  over  which  this  House  has 
no  contn)!.  The  lioman  Catholic  priest- 
hood in  Ireland  do  their  very  l)est  to  pre- 
vent Roman  C'atholic  students  going  to 
these  univeraities  and  colleges,  and 
then  they  ask  their  representatives 
heix;  to  complain  that  so  few  go. 
From  the  tone  of  the  (lel>ates  on  this 
question  one  would  imagine  that  the 
position  of  affairs  was  that  the  English 
Government  had  at  some  time  or  another 
establisheil  out  of  St^ite  money,  and  had 
from  time  to  time  maintained  out  of  State 
money,  univeraity  institutions  for  Protes- 
tants in  Ireland,  but  had  all  along  refused, 
and  still  refused,  to  pi-ovide  similar  edu- 
cational facilities  for  Koman  Catholics. 
That  is  the  view  expressed  by  hon.  Grentle- 
men  opjxwite,  but  it  is  not  founded  on 
fact.  I  would  remind  the  House  that  the 
State  did  not  found  and  does  not  l>ear  the 
expense  of  Trinity  College.  It  did  not 
do  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (I^uth,  N.) :  Who 
gave  the  Trinity  College  ct>nfiscated  land? 

♦Mr.  grant  LAWSON  :  If  Trinity 
College  is  maintained  by  the  Suite  let  the 
hon.  and  learned  Meml>er  show  any  Vote 
of  this  House  that  will  pn)ve  it.  The 
hon.  Memlvi-s  who  prtijxised  and  seconded 
this  Amendment  sj)^>ke  of  the  splendid 
opiKirtunities  for  university  education 
given  to  the  people  of  England  and  Scot- 
land. But  they  ft>rg<)t  the  financial  side 
of  the  question.  They  forgot  that  these 
universities  were  ?u)t  pn)videii  by  the 
State,  but  weiv  endowtH.1  by  private 
persons.  The  State  did  not  supply  one 
pt»iuiy  for  these  eilucational  institutions. 
It  ;s  not  etiuality,  as  the  Amendment 
states,  with  other  meml>ers  of  the  com- 
munity that  is  askt^l  for.  Ireland  hv 
}fr.  Grant  ^mh-h^ik 


equality  in  all  matters  of  l^iditii 
in  all  matters  of  grants  of  mooer. 
inequality,    it   is    a   specially  pmi 
position     which     the     Boman  U 
I  m  Ireland  ask  for.     What  is  the  p 
I  state  of  things  in  Ireland  ?   Anydini 
I  will  show  that  there  are  three  uruTn 
I  in    Ireland  —  Dublin    Univenity,  i 
\  Trinity  College ;    the  Boyal  Unira 
with  the  three  affiliated  Queen's  Coli 
'  which  also  acts  as  an  examining  bo^ 
I  students    belonginj^     to    any  scU 
college   in    Ireland  of    every  cha  i 
denomination ;    and    the    Catholic  I 
versity  of  Ireland.    The  Dublin  Unnrs 
is  unsectarian  and  not  State  suppv 
the  Royal  University  is  State  sunii 
and  unsectarian,  and  the  Cathouc 
,  versity     is     provided     for     by  ]ii 
effort,  and  is  not  supported  by  the  S 
but  is  intensely  sectarian.     It  hu, 
ever,  received  large  grants  from  the 
as  far  as  regards  one  of  its  collega 
College  of  Maynooth.     Maynooth  C 
received  a   building   grant  of    X3i 
and  in  1869  the  contribution  town 
maintenance,  which  was  always  p 
this  House,  was  commuted  for  a  s 
over  £360,000. 

Mr.   T.   M.   HEALY:    It    was 
money.     It  was  out  of  the  Church 

♦Mr.  grant  LAWSON :  I  ag 
was  out  of  the  funds  of  the  Pre 
Church.  The  one  instance  of  a  sc 
State-aided  college  in  Ireland 
College  of  Maynooth  for  Roman  Ca 
and  it  is  the  section  of  the  com 
which  enjoys  the  advanta^  of  t 
eijuality  which  comes  to  this  H< 
complain  that  the  state  of  affairs 
equal.  There  is  Trinity  College, 
ever  since  1793  has  been  open  to 
Catholics.  I  shoidd  like  to  reac 
wonls  from  the  University  Tests  (J 
Act  of  1S73,  in  order  to  shoH-  what  r 
the  enactment  for  which  Parliame 
responsible  in  regard  to  Trinitv  C 
Dublin.  In  the  tii-st  place,  that  A< 
vides  that  stuilents,  gnuiuates.  te. 
or  holders  of  office  are  not  to 
quiretl — 

"To subscribe  to  any  article  or  fomiQ 
faith,  or  to  make  any 'declaration,  or  ta 
oath  respet'tinf  his  reli^noos  belief  or 
sinn.  or  to  conform  to  anv  form  of 
worship,  or  to  <lo  any  :u*t  in  i*ODoe<-tio 
liny  form  of  paMic  worship,  or  to  Fjelonj; 
^»l)ecified  charch,  jiect.  or  deDominatio 
5ball  any  person  be   compelled  lxl  ch* 


Roman  CatJcolic 


{23  March  1900}         University  {Ireland),         218 


^"^'^ity  or  college  to    attend    the  public 
f -^fclp  of  any  church,  sect,  or  denomination 
'^■^"T.ch  he  does  not  belong." 


v»  who  were  the  "  holders  of  office  "  to 

ill  this  most  tolerant  Act  applied  ?  By 

""aer  section   of  the  Act  they   were, 

the  exception  of  the  professorship  or 

reship  of  Divinity,  to  include  the — 

ffessomhip,  assistant    or    deputy   pro- 

V>«hip,    public  readership,    protectorship, 

Teship,  assistant  lectureship,  provostship, 

nrship,  studentship,  tutorship,  scholarship, 

hibition  " ; 

then  the  Act  adds — 

\ny  other  office  not  in  this  section 
ified  payable  out  of  the  revenues  of  the 
ersity  or  college." 

could  there  be  wider  words  than 

I  ]     Is  it  possible  to  throw  open  a 

^T  to   a   university   much  wider  than 

^i^  ?     Catholic  students  do  go  to  Trinity 

^We,  Dublin,  it  is  admitted,  without 

narm  to  their  spiritual  faith.     The 

Grentleman  who  proposed  the  Amend- 

^"^^nt  said  that  some  students  had  come 

^^^Jtainted  through  the  Protestant  atmo- 

^j^^ere     of     Dublin    University.     [Hon. 

^^'BMBERS:   No!]     Well,    can   any  hon. 

^Cember   point  to  any  Roman  Catholic 

""lio    has   gone   to   that  college  and  has 

^^r^me  out  tainted  ;  or  to  any  attempt  to 

■''^Proselytise    Roman    Catholic     students] 

^  is  said  that  there  is  a  Protestant  atmo- 

I  inhere  about  Trinity  College  ;  but  this  is 

*  l%ot  a  chemical  laboratory,  and  we  are  not 
'  trfiarged  here  with  the  care  of  the  atmo- 
i^  ;^here.  So  far  as  legislation  is  possible, 
^ij9we  have  thrown  open  the  doors  of 
ctaJtVinity  College  as  widely  as  possible.  I 
«c  &uni  now  to  the  Royal  University  of  Ire- 

BLand,  which  was  established  by  Royal 
aerC9iarter  in  1880  to  take  the  place  of  the 
^^{ueen's  University — the  change  being 
S:-  j^rpecifically  made  in  order  to  enable 
■e^Etoman  Catholic  students  to  compete  for 
I  B^^he  degree  of  the  Royal  University  with- 
ri^rout  residence  at  the  Queen's  Colleges. 
MS  Again,  a  wide  open  door  was  provided  for 
C*  Roman  Catholics ;  and  the  Royal  Univer- 
Lc  aity  was  endowed  with  JC20,000  from  the 
■r   Irish  Church  funds.     It  was  said  by  the 

*  hon.  Member  for  West  Cavan  that  all  the 

frofessors  in  the  Queen's  Colleges  were 
^rotestant. 

■         Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL :  No  ;  I  did  not 

*  say  that.  I  said  that  the  proportion  of 
^  Protestant  professors  was  greater  in  the 
M  Queen's  Colleges  than  in  the  Royal 
=3  University  of  freland. 


i  ♦Mr.  grant  LAWSON  :  The  present 
I  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  asked  a 
■  question  on  this  subject  on  March  15th, 
j  1898,  and,  in  reply,  he  said  that — 

" Of  the  Fellows,  19  are  Roman  Catholics  in 

:  receipt  of  emolument^  amounting  to  £6,168  ; 

16  are  Protestants  of  the  different  denv/mina- 

!  tions,  with  emoluments  amounting  to  £2,606." 

;  Now,  it  should  be  noted  that  most  of 
these  Roman  Catholic  Fellows  are  pro- 
fessors in  Roman  Catholic  seminaries,  and 
that  they,  receive  £400  a  year  as  pro- 
fessors in  the  Royal  University,  so  that 
j  to  that  extent  these  Roman  Catholic 
seminaries  receive  assistance  indirectly 
from  the  State.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
Protestant  Fellows  are  all  Queen's  College 
professors,  and,  therefore,  teachers  in 
undenominational  colleges.  A  word  or 
two  as  to  the  State  Endowed  Queen's 
Colleges— Belfa-st,  Cork,  and  Galway— 
which  were  founded  by  Royal  Charter 
in  1845,  by  Sir  Robert  Peel's  Conserva- 
tive Government,  "to  afford  all  classes 
and  denominations,  without  any  dis- 
tinction of  religious  creed  whatever,  an 
opportunity  of  pursuing  a  regular  and 
liberal  course  of  education."  Any  reli- 
gious community  might  build  halls  of 
residence,  appoint  dcians  of  residence,  and 
found  theological  professorships  in  connec- 
tion with  these  Queen's  Colleges.  The 
Chief  Secretary  said  on  March  15th, 
1898,  that  the  Presidents  of  Queen's 
Colleges  at  Cork  and  Galway  were  both 
Roman  Catholics.  So  much  for  the 
professorships  being  monopolised  by 
Protestants.  He  also  said  that  of  the  181 
students  at  Cork,  98  were  Roman  Catho- 
lics ;  and  of  the  90  students  at  Galway, 
36  were  Roman  Catholics.  Looking  at 
the  returns  for  Galway,  I  find  that  the 
number  of  students  from  1849-50  was 
2,489,  of  which  1,048  were  Roman 
Catholics,  711  members  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  618  Presbyterians,  and  112 
Wesleyans. 

Mr.  j.  p.  FARRELL':  Is  that  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  Catholics  ? 

♦Mr.  grant  LAWSON  :  I  do  not  say 

it  is  a  sufficient  number;  but  the  fact 
that  the  number  is  not  greater  is  not  to 
be  laid  to  the  charge  of  this  House  but  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood.  I  come  to 
the  Catholic  University  of  Ireland,  estab- 
lished in  1854,  which  consists  of  six 
colleges,  including  Maynooth.  Now,  that 
university   has    no   power    of    granting 
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degrees,  as  it  has  no  charter,  but  it  sends  !  and  I  doubt  very  much  whetlier  b 
up  its  students  to  the  Royal  University  i  ment  would  see   its   way  to  eria 
to  receive  their  degrees.      If  this  was  a  j  Roman  Catholics  out  of  the  boDdflj 
proposal  that  that   Catholic  University  i  the    conditions    were    not   falfiU 
should  receive  a  charter  and  become  a  \  would    here     suggest     that    the  i 
degree-granting  university,  I  should  not  |  Members  should  themselves  brinj  i 
oppose  it.      But  this  proposal  is  not  a  i  Bill  showing  what  it  is  they  wiok, 
request  for  a  charter  ;  it  is  a  holding  up  I  what  conditions  they  are  willing  ton 
of  the  hands  for  cash.  [An  Hon.  Member  |  I  know  that  such  a  Bill  would  he  m 
on  the  Irish  benches  :  Our  own  cash.]     I '  order,  because  it  would  create  a  |i 
am  quite  aware  that  a  21st  or  a  35th,  or  !  charge ;  but,  at  any  rate,  it  would  <M 
some  such  infinitesimal  fraction  will  l)e  !  a  First  Reading,  and  be  printed  il 
Irish  cash,  but  the  vast  bulk  of  the  money  |  public  expense,  and  we  should  Me  i 
will  be  found  by  Englishmen,  Scotchmen,  i  the  conditions  really  are  which  they] 
and  Welshmen.  I  l>eTieve  if  a  charter  were  I  pose.     These  conditions  are  suppon 
granted  to    that  university  out  of  that  j  re-assure  Protestant  parents  ;  but  Id 
nucleus,  and  from  the  donations  of  pious  !  very  much  whether  Protestant  para 
Roman  Catholic  founders,  a  Roman  Catholic  ;  Ireland  would  have  much  faith  in 
University  could  be   raised  up   to  which  i  paper      assurances.       Roman     Ci 
no  person  could  offer  rational  objection,  j  parents  have  the  assurance  of  the  e 
There  are  two  ideas  of  university  educa-  \  ence  of  many  years  that  no  endesvo 
tion  in  the  United  Kingdom.     There  is  '  been  made  to  proselytise   their  8 
the  idea  of  our  older  universities  in  Eng-    Trinity  College  and    other   univei 
land  and  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  of  a  ;  [An   Irish  Member  :  They   do  r 
highly   classical    and   mathematical   and  '  there.]     But  some  go,  and   no  chai 
expensive  education,  and  there  is  also  the  |  been    made     that     those     who 
Scotch  idea  of  university  education,  which  |  were   proselytised,    or   attempted 
is  of  a  very  much  lower  type  than  ours.  '  proselytised.      It   would    be   man 
[Hon.  Members  :  "  No,  no,"  and  "  With- !  years  before  Protestant    parents 
draw."]  I  am  afraid  I  shall  rouse  the /Jf'r/ijr- 1  have  a  similar  assurance,  by  exp 
vid  inffenium  of  my  Scotch  friends,  but  at  |  that  if  they  sent  their  sons  to  tl 
any  rate  the  Scotch  universities  provide  an  '  posed   University  no  attempt  w( 
education  of  a  somewhat  lower  class  than  '  made  to  proselytise  them.       The 
the  universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge.  ;  are  you   going    to  start   this   ne 
If    the    university   education  is   narrow,    versity  ?     My  hon.  friend   speaks 
then    I   do   not   think    there   will    be    a    leaven   of  a  certain  amount  in 
great    many    Roman    Catholic    students    College ;  but  where  are  you  goino 
to  go  to  it.      It  is  misleading  to  count  ■  the  leaven  in  the  case  of   the    n 
heads  without   considering  what  sort  of  !  versity — the     corresponding     Pn 
heads    they   are.      I    doubt  very    much    leaven  to  the  Roman  Catholic  lei 
whether     th(i     proportion      of     Roman  ,  Trinity  College  ?     If  the   propos 
Catholics  likely  to  make  use  of  the  class  .  university  is  to  be   unseetarian, 
of  education  given  in  Oxford  and  Cam-  ,  tain  that  it  is  unnecessary,  becaus 
bridge  would  be  very  large.     But  if  you    are  unseetarian  colleges  in  Irelam 
are  thinking  of  a  university  education  of    present  moment  which  are  not  n 
a  Scotch  type  a  different  state  of  affairs  .  full  use  of  as  they  might  be  ;  andi 
would  come  into  play.  Of  that  type  there  is    be  sectarian,  then  I  say  that  is  a  i 
now  a  university  with  an  atmosphere  not :  parture  ;  it  is  a  thing  never  done 
only  undenominational  in  theor}^  but  in    — a  new  departure  which  would 
actual  practice.     We  are  told  by  my  right    into  foolish   extravagance.      For 
hon.  friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury    State   can  find  a  university  for 
that  this  new  university  would  be  set  up    Catholics,  why  not  for  all  the   ot 
**  under  conditions."    But  what  guarantee    nominations  which  exist  in   the 
have  we   that   these   conditions   will   l>e  ■  Kingdom  1     All   of   them    would 
carried  out  and  adhered  to  ]     No  doubt    from  the  State  a  similar  privilege 
Parliament  could  keep  their  hands  on  the  ;  Protestant  State  it  would  be  tolen 
purse  strings  :  but  we  could  not  recover  i  the  State  to  endow  a  Pro  testantUni 
the  building  grants  :    for  it  is  proposed  •  but   what   is  not   tolerable  is   thi 
that  we  should  build  and   keep  up  the  \  Protestant  State  the  Grovernment 
university  buildings  out  of  public  funds,    endow  a  university   of  which  th 
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r«  d'etre  would  be  hatred  of  the  State  ,  governing  body  is  to  be  so  constituted  and 

S^on.     Having  dealt  with  the  religious    maintainSi  that  the  Roman  Catholics  upon 

^«it    I  will  now    say    a  word    or  two    it  will  predominate.     They  are  so  to  pre- 

■fc^e  social  and  educational  side  of  the    dominate  that  no  money  is  to  be  given 

^fc'liion.     Do  hon.  Members  really  think    for  ecclesiastical  or  philosophical  teaching 

^     the  establishment  of  this  new  univer-    or  for  teaching  in  modern  history,  because 

would  promote  the  interests  of  educa-    these   subjects   would   l>e   taught   under 

^     in  Ireland  ]     Would  it  not  be  merely  i  the    limitations    which    are    considered 

^     3t  up  another  weak  university,  whose    necessary  by  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 

rees  would  have  no  social  or  commer-    Now,  my  first  inclination  was  adverse  to 

^  value  in  any  part  of  the  world  ]    It  is    that  scheme,  because  there  was  an  air  of 

^better,  in  the  interest  of  the  youth  of    unreality  about  it.     If  it  were  to  answer 

"**  ^^^md,  that  they  should  continue  to  study  .  its  purpose   it   must   be   substantially   a 

^^K^ther.     The  one  thing  that  ought  to    Roman     Catholic     University.       Casual 

^^ncouraged  in  Ireland  is  that  free  inter- .  Protestants    might    l)e    attracted   to    it 

"t^^^irse    l)etween   the  young   of   different ;  by   prospects   of  pleasant   society,   good 

^^ilgions,   so   that   friendship    might   be  I  teaching,  or  endowment,  but  they  would 

■^"^aiented.     Are  we  to  despair  of  doing  \  be   few.      Then  why  not  have  a  strictly 

'^"^-^t  ?     This  is  a  form  of  priestcraft,  this  '  denominational  university  ?    Why  require 

■^^^ittirig  up  of  the  young  in  watertight  \  this  freedom  from  tests,  and  why  throw 

Ss^mpartments  to  prevent  contamination,    open  the  endowments  1    The   answer,    I 

::fc  is  a  doctrine  created  especially  for  Irish    confess,   is   not  easy  to  find.      But   this 

::^C>n8umption,  and  does  not  extend  to  this    may    be     said  —  the     scheme    of     the 

r  5.cle  of  the  Channel.     Roman  Catholics  in    First     Lord     of     the     Treasury     holds 

».Slngland  go  to  Oxford  or  Cambridge,  and    the    field  ;     it    is    acceptable    to    many 

tr^e  Pope  allows  them  to.-    Ireland  is  a  free    who    would    not    assent     to    a    strictly 

c^i^ountry,  and  the  Government  ought  not   denominational    university  ;     and,    more 

*wO      consent     to      the     doctrines     laid    important,  it  is  acceptable  to  the  Romai:  . 

^::lown  by  the  Irish  priests.     Suppose  that ,  Catholics    of    Ireland,    and    particularly 

A^he    priesthood    laid    it   down   that    no  |  to    the    Bishops.       Lastly,    the    scheme 

JHoman  Catholic  should  work  for  a  Pro- 1  represents  the  sort  of  university    which 

/t^estant   employer,  would  the  State  have  i  an   Irish  Legislature   would,    under    the 

-  Xo  find    Roman   Catholic  employers  ?     I  I  Home  Rule  Bill,  have  been  able  to  create. 

','   have  endeavoured  to  argue  this   matter  |  There  are  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 

^    from  a  political,  social,  and  religious  point    who  were  supporters  of  the  Home  Rule 

of  view.     I   l)egan  hy  saying  this  is   a  !  Bill,  and  yet  strenuous  opponents  of  the 

sentimental  grievance,   and  if  this  is  an  j  scheme  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 

attempt   to   satisfy   a    sentimental  grie-    I  would    suggest  to    them  that,  if  they 

^     vance,  is  there  no  sentiment  on  the  other  i  would   not  rob  the  orchard   themselves, 

side  worthy  of  consideration  ?      The  con-    they    would   be   willing  to   provide    the 

sciences  of  many  people  in  this  country  |  ladder  and  prop  it  against  the  wall.     But 

would  be  grievously  hurt  by  such  a  pro- '  there  is  a  more  real  objection  raise.l  to 

posal,  and  those  who  with  difficulty  are  up-    the  scheme.     It   i%  asked,   Why   should 

Holding   the   Protestant    banner    in   the  ,  not   the   Roman    Catholics     of     Ireland 

south  of  Ireland  would  feel  that  they  had  ,  go   to  Trinity  College  and  to  the  other 

been  delivered  over  to  their  enemies.  colleges  which  are  open  to  them  without 

'  risk  to  their  religious  opinions  ]  Irish 
♦SiK  WILLIAM  ANSON  (Oxford  Uni-  ,  Members  must  forgive  those  familiar 
versity) :  As  I  propose  to  vote  for  this  I  with  our  English  Universities  if  we 
resolution,  I  do  not  wish  to  give  a '  have  some  difficulty  in  understand  iutj 
silent  vote,  but  to  advance  some  of  the  the  Irish  position.  In  Oxford  iJni- 
reasons  which  permit  me  the  unusual  in-  ,  versity  toleration  may  be  said  to  be 
dulgence  of  voting  in  the  same  lobby  with  absolute.  There  are  there  two  private 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The  scheme  of  '.  halls,  one  set  up  by  the  Jesuits — a  large 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  grant  j  and  growing  institution— and  a  smaller 
such   a    university   as   will    satisfy    the  I  one  set   up  by  the  Benedictines ;   while 


Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  is  practically 
the  subject  of  discussion,  tfnder  that 
scheme  the  University  is  to  have  no  test ; 
all  the  endowments  are  to  be  free  ;  and  the 


Roman  Catholics  are  scattered  about  the 
University  in  almost  every  college  as 
Fellows,  scholars,  and  commoners.  It 
is  no  wonder,  therefore,  at  the  first  blush 
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that  we  should  be  surprised  that  there 
should  be  this  desire  for  a  separate 
University.  I  myself  have  taught  Roman 
Catholics,  and  have  examined  them  with- 
out finding  either  my  faith  or  theirs  in- 
juriously affected.  I  wish  with  all  my 
heart  that  Irishmen  would  go  to  the  uni- 
versities, where  men  of  different  creeds 


when  the  great   nuiSB  of  tlie  [ 
are  excluded  from  any  praqpecti 
pointments  for  want  of   the  i  ' 
advantages    enjoyed    by  the 
minority  1     There   is  another 
tangible,  but  none  the  less  real  I  i 
seen  it  dwelt  upon  by  the  First  I 
the  Treasury.      Although  con 
few  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  ( 


might   learn  to    understand  each  other.  _ 

But  we  must  take  them  as  we  find  them,  |  are  able  to  enjoy   the   benefits 
and,  as  I  understand,  there  is  so  rooted  an  |  versity   education,  yet  the  inflnaal 
antagonism  between  the  lioman  Catholic  |  liniversity  education  upon  those 
religion  in  Ireland  and  the  Protestantism  ;  a  penetrating  and  stimulating 
of  tne  Irish  Church,  as  to  make  the  Irish  |  which   is  felt  by  all  classes  witk 
Roman  Catholic  think  it  impossible  that  |  they  came  in  contact,  and  if  the 
he  could  safely  send  his  son  to  Trinity  ;  and  most  liberal  form  of  educatioD 


n 


College.  What,  then,  is  to  be  said  to  this 
people  who  at  the  present  moment,  owing 
to  their  religious  convictions,  are  destitute 
of  university  education,  and  who  can  only 
get  it  by  the  foundation  of  such  a  uni- 
versity as  I  hav(5  described  ?  Are  we  to 
say  to  a  hungiy  man,  in  whom  we  are  ' 
lx)und  to  take  an  interest,  "  Either  you  > 
shall    dine    at    my    table    or  you    shall  i 


off  from  the  bulk  of  the  commum^l 
intellectual  life  of  that  commnnitil 
thereby  impoverished  and 
may  say  that  in  voting  for  this  i 
I  am  going  back  from  the  beliefs  andti 
tions  which  I  have  maintained  even' 
entered  university  life.  I  have 
maintained  in  the  strongest  way  ^ 
universities  ought  to  bo  open  andi 
endowments  free,    that    the    advance  ^ 


starve "  ?      It    is    said    that   there   is  a 

great  and  sacred  principle  which  prevents  1  learning  should  not  be   fettered  and 

the    endowment     of     a     denominational  i  peded  by  any  anxieties  as  to  the  inii 

university,    the    principle    State    money  ]  or  temporary  effect  of  the  new  knovl 

should   not  be  spent  for  denominational 

purposes.     This  principle  may  furnish  a 

good   working    rule,    but    I    should    re- 

((uire  something  of  much  higher  authority 

to  prevent  me  from  according  to  the  Irish 


brought  I 


or  should  seem  to  conflict  with  the  i 
tniths  in  which  I  have  been 
But  this  is  a  case  in  which  it  se^nutoi 
that   I   must  be    prepared    to    put 
traditions  and   convictions    on  one  eit\ 


Roman  Catholics  the  opportunities  which  I  If    the   Irish   Roman    Catholics  are  * 


universitv  education 


.  I  notice  1 


a  university  eaucation  gives.  .  ^  nwviv^  j 
that  we  never  enforce  our  principles  with  i 
a  more  Spartan  severity  than  when  we  i 
enforce  them  at  the  expense  of  other  j 
people  ;  and  never  in  a  more  unamiable  1 
character  than  in  the  effort  to  exclude  , 
others  from  the  cnjoyjnent  of  advantages  ■ 
which  we  ourselves  possess.  What  was  | 
the  result  of  the  present  state  of  things  1 
The  right  hon.   Member  for  Dublin  Uni- 


willing  to  have  any  university  edudba 
but  an  education  which  must  be  given  h 
a  practically  denominational  universitr, 
would  say  to  them,  "  Take  the  risks  as 
the  responsibilities ;  we  put  the  matter i 
your  hands ;  it  is  for  3^011  to  give  to 
children  the  best  education  which  jfl 
religious  convictions  allow  "  ;  and  I  won 
grant  their  denominational  universitv 
frankly  and  heartily  as  I    shall  votei 


versity  siiid  in  debate,  in   1898,  that  out !  the  resolution  to-night. 

of  3,250,000  Roman  Catholics  in  Ireland  \ 

there    were  only    300    Roman    Catholic  I 

students  in  the  colleges.    That  shows  that  i 

the  Roman  Catholics  in  Ireland  are  stan'ed  ' 

as  to   univeisitv  education.      The    right  1 


♦Mr.  WILLIAM  JONES  (Camam 
shire,  Arf  on):  I  am  very  sorry  that  a  spetl 
who  preceded  me  used  terms  of  reproi 
in  dealing  with  this  grievance  fro^i  wh 
Ireland  has  l)een  suffering.  He  led 
that  Ireland  was  the  m 
endowed     of     all     counti 


hon.  Member  for    the  Montrose   Burghs  I 

said  in  the  same  debate  that  he,  and  other  .  to  believe 

Irish   Secretaries,    had    been    frequently  '  splendidly 

obliged  to  pass  over  Roman  Catholics  for  |  in     Europe     with     regard      to      edi 

appointments  because  they  did  not  enjoy  ;  tion,  and  he  asked.  Why  do  Catholics 

the  same  educational  advantages  as  Protes- ;  go  to  Trinity  College,  which  is  open 

tants.     If  we  wish  the  administration  of  |  them  ?  You  might  as  well  ask,    Why 

Ireland  to  l)e  conducted  sympathetically    Catholics     not    go     to     the     Protest 

and  cordially,  how  can  we  get  what  we  want  j  Church,  which  is    open  to   them? 

Sir  Jniluim  Anson, 
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■^fr^'ked  that  Catholics  in  England  found 
■■•^fifficulty  in  entering  Protestant  uni- 
'  '3ritie8.  Well,  there  is  this  difference. 
c^HiXi^land  the  Catholics  are  a  sect;  in 

*^^ia    Catholics     are     practically    the 
-^s^^Ti.  But  let  us  look  at  these  questions 
as  they  are.     I  am  a  Protestant  of 
^  Dtestants,  believing  as  firmly  as  any 

■^-  in  the  principles  of  Protestantism, 
>^  I  yield  to  no  man  in  this  House  in 
■^     ^^  adherence   to   those  principles.      In 

^^S.tion  to  being  a  Protestant  1  am 
;^r"^onconformist  Free  Churchman ;  but  I 
ip'^fc-'eve  also  in  the  intellectual  and  critical 
-"■"^^alts  of  the  Protestant  Reformation,  as 
2.*^Ll  as  the  religious  and  ethical  advan- 
1  it  has  given  to  us,  and  my  reason 
standing  up  to  speak  on  this  occasion 
a  Free  Churchman  is  to  see  if  we 
"i-^nnot  possibly  remove,  to  some  slight 
:^^^ee,  the  nan  possumus  and  the  inflexible 
^^^tude  taken  by  some  ultra-Protestants 
;  witl  this  question.  I  have  always  believed 
^:^  a  free,  nonsectarian,  and  undenomi- 
p^^JBtional  university.  I  still  believe  in 
^  fcip  but  can  you  force  such  an  ideally 
^'3ree  institution  on  Catholic  Ireland  ?  Let 
jj^iie  first  of  all  ask,  have  you  such  an 
^^xieal  institution  in  the  most  Protestant 
^Sountry  in  Europe  ?  Have  you  that  free 
.Jiiistitution  in  England  or  in  Scotland  ? 
^iVe  have  in  Wales.     In  Wales  we  have 

sMJX  approach  to  the  most  perfect  system 
4af  a  nree,  democratic,  unsectaiian  univer- 
jdty,  and  we  are  proud  of  it.     But  what 

*  jabout    England?       It    is   true   that    in 

*  Oxford  and  Cambridge  you  have  no  tests, 
"^  -  iut  it  is  not  true  that  you  have  no  chapels 
^  4^f  the  Episcopalian  established  denomina- 
~  tion  there.  In  every  college  you  have  a 
^  chapel  which  belongs  to  one  section 
I  of  the  Protestant  community.  More 
'  than  that,  you  have  professorships  of 
^     divinity  and  theology  endowed,  and  the 

professors  who  fill  these  chairs,  and  fill ' 
them  in  the  most  distinguished  way,  | 
belong  exclusively  to  one  church.  No  i 
Nonconformist  can  hold  theolo^cal 
chairs  in  either  Oxford  or  Cambndge 
universities.  They  are  filled  by 
members  of  the  Church  of  England 
and  by  members  of  that  Church 
itlone.  The  same  thing  applies  to  Fellows 
-of  Divinity.  No  Nonconformist,  no  Jew, 
no  Roman  Catholic  need  apply  for  a 
Divinity  Fellowship.  Take  Scotland 
^gain,  and  surely  we  are  proud  of  the 
Scottish  universities.  In  Wales  we  are 
proud  of  them,  for  it  was  to  them  we  sent 
^Nonconformist  students  when  Oxford  and 


Cambridge  had  not  abolished  tests.     But 
even  in  Scotland,  where  you  have  practi- 
cally the  best  trained  intellect  in  Europe, 
the    universities  are  not  free  from   this 
sectarian      taint.        All     the     Divinity 
Faculties  in  all  the  four  universities  of  Scot- 
land are  entirely  in  the  hands  of  one  church 
— the  Presbyterian  Established  Church — 
and  that  to  the  exclusion,  I  venture  to  say, 
of    the    most    distinguished    theological 
scholars    in    Scotland.       Just    think    of 
scholars    like    Dr.     Davidson,   the     late 
Dr.  Bruce,  Dr.    Marcus  Dods,  and  Pro- 
fessor George  Adam  Smith,  shut  out  from 
teaching  in  the  Scottish  universities.     So 
in  Protestant  Scotland  after  enjoying  the 
full  effect  of  humanism  and  the  Reforma- 
tion, the   universities  are  not  quite  the 
ideal  institutions  we  would  wish  them  to  be. 
Is  it  fair  then  to  apply  the  ideal  principle 
to  Ireland— Catholic  Ireland  ]  Is  it  fair  to 
make    Catholic   Ireland  a  virgin  soil  to 
plant  your  ideal  and  reformed  university  1 
Again  let  us  look  at  the  primary  educa- 
tion of   England.     You   have  Church  of 
England  and  Wesleyan  schools,  and  you 
have  for  the  training  of  primary  school 
teachers    colleges     which     are     for    the 
most  part  denominational.     In  Scotland, 
again,    all     the     training    colleges     are 
denominational.         But       what      about 
Wales  1        In      Wales      we      have      a 
wholly      free,      democratic      university. 
Therefore,  that  will  not  lend  itself  very 
much   to    my    argument.      We   had    at 
Lampeter,    before    the   establishment   of 
the    University    of    Wales,    a    teaching 
institution  for  higher  education.     It  was 
controlled   by  the   Church    of    England. 
Tests  were  abolished,  and  it  opened  its 
doors   to  laymen   as   well    as    to    those 
seeking  holy  orders.     Did  Nonconformists 
send     their    sons    there  1    Not    at    all, 
except  a  Nonconformist  parent  here  and 
there  who  desired  his   son '  to  become  a 
priest  of  the  Anglican  Church.     There- 
fore   the    Welsh    nation,    the    Noncon- 
formists,  were  panting   for    equality   of 
opportunity.     They    got   it   first   of   all 
by   the    establishment    of    Aberystwyth 
College.  When  that  college  was  founded, 
who  became    the   head   of  it  1    Do    you 
think    for    a    moment  that  the   Welsh 
Nonconformists,   through  their  delegates 
and      scholars — those     who     had     their 
fingers  on  the  pulse  of  the  national  life 
— elected  a  Churchman  to  be  head  of  the 
university  1    They  elected  the  most  dis- 
tinguished   theological    scholar    modem 
Wales  has  producea— the  late  Dr.  Thomas 
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Charles  Edwards.  He  it  was  who  endeared  I  I     think:     Catholic      Ireland    im 
the  college  to  the  hearts  of  the  Welsh    better    treatment     at     the     haodi 
Nonconformist   nation.      By    appointing  i  Protestants    than    that.     I    bcBen 
such  a  man  at  the  head  of   the  college  |  authorities  of  Trinity  College  atci 
they  gave  it  a  complexion    and   flavour  i  much     to*     blame      for     the    exi 
which  was  congenial  to  the  Welsh  people.  ,  grievances  and  wrongs  in  connectiofli 
To  the  success  of  Aberystwyth  College  ;  Catholic  education.       If  they  had  ■ 
waa  due  the  foundation  of  the  two  other  |  preted  Protestantism  from  the  hi^ 
similar  institutions  at  Bangor  and  Cardiff,  ;  point  of  view  they  would  have  done « 
and    ultimately     the    obtaining    of    the  |  with   some  of  the  exclusivenev  of 
Charter  of  our  Welsh  University.     These  ;  institution,  and  would  have  invited 
three  colleges — the    constituents   of  the  j  Catholic  fellow   Christians    to 
univei-sity  —  educate     the      sons      and  }  and  union  with  them  in  that 
daughters   of  all   classes,  rich   and  poor  i  They   have   not  done   that.    [An  I 
alike.     Take   the    statistics   of  Aberyst-  !  Member  :     Yes,    they    have.]     Al 
wyth  College.     You  will   find   one-third  |  period    Irish    scholars    were    the  1_ 
of  the  students,  males  and  females,  are  |  in     Europe.       Justice      has    not  bJ 
from   the   labourino;    and    artisan    class.  ;  done  their     labours     and     influeoa  i 
More       than       half     belong      to      the  ,  British    writers    and    historians,     w 
homes      of     the     peasantry.       So     we  |  have  weighty  German,  French,  and  Iti 
have  here  a  university  which  practically  I  writers,  who  understand  what  the  In 
takes      hold      of      the     whole     people,  '  monks  did  from  the  fifth  century  ot 
and     contributes    intellectually     to     the  j  the  eleventh,  not  merely  in  Ireland,  S 
Empire.       We    are    beginning   even   to  \  land,  and  England,  but  on  the  Contis 
send  teachers    from  Wales  to   Scotland.  ;  where  they  were  pioneers  of  learning 
Now   let   us    turn    to   Catholic    Ireland,    sowed  the  seed  of  that  civilisation 
What  have  we  there  among  people  who  :  ripe  culture   enjoyed    by    Germany 
believe   in   the   Church   as  the  religious  |  Switzerland  in  our  time.     How  is  it 
authority,  a  different  thing  altogether  to  '  Catholic  Ireland  fails  to  come  into  p 
what  Welsh  Nonconformists  believe  1  The  !  union  with  the  Protestants  of  Ulst* 
question  of  university  and  higher  educa-    >vith   the   English  Gk)vernment  th.i 
tion      must,     as     regards     Ireland,     be  I  been   behind  that   Protestant    pro^ 
approached  from  a  different  point  of  view.  !  I  think  you  will  learn  a  lesson  fro 
The  Catholic  Bishops  of  Ireland  say  that    history  of  Wales.     In  Wales   we  ai 
they    claim    nothing     but     equality    of  '  only  believers  in  our  nationality,  bi 
treatment,  and  here   I  agree  with  them.  ;  in  the  Empire  which,  through  the  T 
I   know   that   the   defenders   of   Trinity    we  helped  to  build,  for  the  Tudoi 
College  will   say    "  Trinity   College  is  a  '  Welsh  blood   in   them.     The    Tud 
gi'cat  historical  institution.      It  has  pro-  ;  their  turn  sympathised  with  the 
ducedthe  most  distinguished  Irish  scholars,  ,  people.     Under  their  auspices  juste; 
and  it  has  most  distingiiishcd  professors."  '  flourished,  the  Bible  was  translates 
All  the  professors  arc  Protestants  ;  all  the    Welsh.      The     Reformation     sprea 
fellows,  I  believe,  are  likewise  Protestants;  i  means   of   Welsh    scholars.     Then 
the   vast   majority   of   the   students  are  ^  no  attempt   to    suppi-ess    the     Ian 
Protestants,  six  or  seven  per  cent,  only  |  and  the  literature  loved  hy  the  t 
are  Catholics.    Its  Provost  is  certainly  one  |  Anyone     who    knows     anything 
of  the  most  cultured  scholars,  but  he  is  ;  Celtic     literature     knows      that 
also  a  famous  Protestant  controversialist,  !  the      Protestant      Refoimation 
who   has  contrived   by   his   writings   to  i  and   Ireland    thought  very    much 
irritate  the  minds  of  his  Catholic  fellow  |  lived     very     much     alike,      worsh 
Christians.      He  has  called  them  by  the  '  very   much   alike.     The   Tudor    dy 
offensive  name  of  "  Romanists,"  and  has  '  changed  all  that.     We  have  become  F 
termed     their     religion     and     doctrines  >  tants  and  loyal  to  the  Empire.      Ii 
"Romish."      Surely  you   cannot   expect  >  remains  Catholic,  and  has  often  be 
Roman  Catholic  parents   to   send    their  ;  rebellion.     Why  ?      Because    the  T 
sons   with   impunity   to  such  a   college,  j  and  other  rulers  forced  upon   the  i 
But  apart  from  that,  the  college  chapel,  :  measures    which    alienated    their 
where  there  is  a  daily  ser>'ice,  is  Protes-  j  pathies.     Their  motive   may  have 
tant  and  Episcopalian.      The  whole  insti- 1  right,  but  their  methrxl   was   hope 
tution   is    Protestant  in   its  atmosphere.  |  wrong.     They  employed  Englishm* 
Mr.  Jf^illuun  Jones. 
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^  "Very thing,  and  Englishmen  did  not  ! 
^^     understand     the     Celtic     mind. 
I.  Jshmen  are  above  all  practical.    They  j 
generous    in    act    and    deed    when 
have    seen    how     to     act.       The 
Ifc       are     generous     in     thought.      Is 
-«    way  to  plant  religious  educational 
ing  ?     The   Kcformation  was  forced 
^'^^^      them  by  an  adventitious   growth. 
^^^^-        <»nnot  cultivate   the  religious  and 
^■^  I  actual  life  of  a  nation  by  artificial  and 
^^^^n  methods.  That  must  have  its  source 
^-«fc.^  mind  and  heart  of  the  people  them- 
*^"^«.     It  is  said  that  Ireland  is  still  a 
"^^^t^-ridden    nation.     If  it  be  so,    what 
^  3^  our    remedy  ]      Is  it   to   deny   her 
"Vren    the    advantages    and   blessings 
a     university     education,     and     to 
^^ier      them     impatient      under      the 
^^^•ivation     of     their     natural     rights? 
love  of  Irishmen  for  education  can- 
"^'^  l>e  denied.     Under  the  most  detestable 
"^^^Xal  laws  hedge-schools  were  kept  when 
^^^     open  regular  schools   was   forbidden. 
f^^ciatt  fine  and  good  man,  Cardinal  New- 
"^^St^W^n,   did  his  utmost   for  Catholic  educa- 
"^^on,  but  was  cnppled  in  his  endeavour. 
-*^^r.  Gladstone  failed  to  surmount  the  ob- 
"  ::rtacle.     They  do  not  demand  or  desire  a 
•■f  "^man  Catholic  University,  but  a  Uni- 
i^t:^  ^ersity  where  Catholic  youth  may  enter 
t     ^ithout  any  conscientious  scruple.     There 
3fc^  Would   be    no   tests,    therefore  it  would 
itt-.be    open    to   Protestants.     There  might 
tr-be      a     gieat     deal      of     obscurantism 
tL, about    the    training.       I   wish  I    could 
■^^say    there   was    no   obscurantism   about 
y.our  Protestantism.     The  Catholic  youth 
^*in  such   a   university   would  be   taught, 
^^  according  to   the    scheme    of  the   right 
^  hon.   Gentleman    the  First  Lord   of  the 
j^  Treasury,  no  theolog}'.     There  would  not 
^^  be     the    endowment     of     any     Catholic 
^^  chair.      They    would    be    taught  Latin, 
■  Greek,     literature,     modern     languages, 
"    science,  mathematics,  medicine,  and  law. 
.    I  ask,  in  all  seriousness,  would  the  House 
pr     believe  for  a  moment  that  if  you  have  a 
.     generation  of  Irish   youth  taught  these 
subjects  they  could  not  penetrate  with  a 
Hash  of  their  imagination  the  obscurantism 
of  the  hierarchy  of  any  religious  body  1 
We  believe  now  that  the  time  has  come  to 
plant   a  university    for  Catholics  in  Ire- 
land alongside    Trinity   College.      What 
would   be   one   practical    result  1       You 
would     have     a     healthy     rivalry    and 
strong  competition    between   the   Catho- 
lic    educated    youths    and     Protestants 
for    the    Civil    Service.      I   have    often 


heard  the  Irish  Secretary  say  that  Catholic 
youths  failed  to  pass  the  Civil  Service 
examinations  because  they  were  not  a* 
efficiently  trained  in  knowledge  and 
higher  education  as  Protestants.  Remove 
the  grievance  and  bring  the  l)est  of 
the  Catholic  youth  of  Ireland  to 
compete  with  the  best  of  the  Pro- 
testants. That  is  one  way  to  make 
Ireland  loyal  and  happy.  Wo  have 
recently  rejoiced  a  great  deal  in  Irish 
valour.  We  have  seen  the  wearing  of 
the  shamrock,  and  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen  is  about  to  visit  Ireland.  Are 
these  insignificant  signs  1  I  believe  these 
signs  can  touch  the  nation  into  finer 
issues.  I  hope  the  British  nation, 
through  Parliament,  will  in  this  matter  of 
higher  and  university  education  take 
measures  to  help  Irishmen  to  get 
out  of  their  exclusiveness  and  their 
national  l)arrier,  and  enable  them  to 
compete  with  the  rest  in  promoting  the 
harmony  and  solidarity  of  the  Empire. 

♦Mr.  LECKY  (Dublin  University) :  The 
House  will  not  be  surprised  that  I  should 
make  a  few  remarks  on  the  very  severe 
criticisms  which  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  spoken  has  made  with  regard  to 
Trinity  College — criticisms  for  which  I 
contend  there  is  no  historical  justification. 
As  far  back  as  1793 — long  before  the 
universities  in  England — Trinity  College 
threw  open  her  degrees  to  Roman 
Catholics.  One  of  the  strongest  and 
most  able  men  who  ever  advocated 
Catholic  emancipation  was  Lord  Plunket, 
who  was  her  representative.  In  1854 
the  University  founded  a  number  of 
non-foundation  scholarships,  free  from  all 
religious  disabilities.  In  1867,  at  the 
expresss  request  of  the  LTniversity  of 
Dublin,  a  number  of  important  professor- 
ships were  thrown  open  to  Roman  Catho- 
lics. Then,  in  1873,  came  the  great 
Emancipation  Act,  connected  with  the 
name  of  Mr.  Fawcett,  by  which  every 
post  of  emolument,  honour,  and  power  in 
Trinity  College,  from  the  highest  to  the 
lowest,  with  the  single  exception  of  the 
divinity  professorships,  was  thrown  open 
to  the  Roman  Catholics  without  restric- 
tion. I  contend  that  against  a  university 
which  can  show  such  a  record  as  that, 
the  charge  of  bigotry  is  one  which 
cannot  be  sustained.  It  is  said 
that  Roman  Catholics  cannot  go  to 
that  university.  My  answer  to  that 
is      that,      with       the      exception      of 
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O'Connell,  there  is  hanlly  a  single  illus- 
trious Roman  Catholic  Irish  layman  who 
has  not  been  an  alumnus  of  it.    Neariy  all 
the  Roman  Catholic  Judges  on  the  Irish 
Bench  have  been  educated  in  Trinity  Col- 
lege. The  same  may  be  said  of  Loiti  Morris 
in  the  Court  of  Appeal.  The  present  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  England  has  been  through 
it,  and  I  might,  I  l>elieve,  add  to  the  list 
the  eloquent  and  brilliant  orator  who  now 
leads  the  united  Irish  party  opposite.     It 
has  been  said,  too,  that   our  university 
has  not  been  in  touch  with  Irish  life  and 
literature.      Here,   again,   surely   it  is  a 
sufficient  answer  to  say  that  we  have  a  | 
professor  of  Irish  ;  that  we  have  another  I 
professor  who  is  the  first  living  authority  ! 
about  the  Brehon  law,  and  that  by  far  the  i 
larger  proportion  of  those  distinguished  | 
in   Celtic   literature   have   been  through  ; 
the    University    of    Dublin.      There   is  , 
Bishop    Reeves,     one    of    the    greatest  | 
Celtic  scholars  who  has  ever  lived  ;  there  , 
is  Professor  Stokes,  who  has  wTitten  one  \ 
of  the  l)est  books  on  Celtic  ecclesiastical  , 
history ;    there    are   Dr.   Todd,    Bishop  \ 
Graves,  and  many  others.      If   Catholics  ; 
are    prepared   to  accept  the   system   of  ; 
mixed  luidenominational  education  with-  > 
out  any    teaching  of  their  own  religion  ; 
our  education    is  absolutely  pure.      No  , 
one  can   possibly  discover    anything  in  ; 
the  course  at  Trinity  College  which  is  in 
any    single    way    contradictory    to    the 
Roman  Catholic    faith.     As    far  as   the  ' 
mixed  education  is  concerned,  it  is  per- 
fectly  open  to   Roman    Catholics  of  the 
present  day.     I  will  go  further.     We  have 
appointed    a   Presbyterian    professor    to 
"teach  the  Presbyterian  students  their  own 
religion,  and  it  is  an  open  secret — indeed 
it  is  not  secret  at  all — that  the  University 
hjis  long  b(;en  perfectly  ready  to  appoint 
a   Catholic    professor   to   teach   Catholic 
students  their  own  divinity  if  they  would 
only  accept   it  ;    while   if   there   were   a 
sufficient  numl)er,  I  do  not  believe  that 
there   would   be   the  slightest   difficulty 
in      obtaining     a      chapel     for     them. 
My  own  belief  about  this  question  is  that 
there  is  in  Ireland  no  w^ant  of  provision 
for  a  mixed  education  for  the  benefit  of 
Roman  Catholics.     If  mixed  education  is 
accepted  at  all  by  them,  Trinity  College 
will  give  it  in  the  best  and  fullest  form, 
and  without  the  smallest  interference  with 
their   faith.      If    they   do   not   wish   to 
go  to   Trinity    College,    there    are    the 
Queen's  Colleges,  two  of  which  are  in  the 
very  heart  of  Catholic  Ireland,  both  of 
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which  a  very  short  time  ago  bad  uoh  4 

at  their  h«ad,  and  which  hire  1  kl  \ 

proportion  of  Catholic  students  iiP 

as    the    atmosphere   goes,  it  d 

depends  greatly  on  the  students.  Wei 

unfortunately,  not  many  Boman  U 

in  Trinity  College,  though  we  hvn 

than  has  been  stated  by  hon.  ^ 

opposite.    The  number,  on  the  tvi 

about    from    8     per    cent,   to  10 

cent,  of  the  students.     But  this  is 

because   every    effort  possible  had 

made  by  the  bishops  for  years  pasti  ^ 

vent  Roman  Catholics  from  going  ii^l 

I  cannot  say  I  like  the  scheme  vuA 

right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Loidai 

Treasury  brought  forward.     I  cannot 

like  it,  because  I  do   not  think  it 

gether  a  genuine  one.     It  is  mesrt 

provide      a      mixed       undenoi 

education,   with     the     whole    gpveni 

body  Catholic.     I  believe  this  must  n 

into  a  purely  sectarian  educatioa  1 

hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Oxford  I 

versity  said  it  would  be  practically  sectir 

for  my  own  part  I  should  prefer  it  bi 

openly  and  avowedly  so.   I  believe  then 

a  certain  number  of  persons  in  Ireland 

absolutely  refuse  to  go  into  any  co 

which  is  not  completely  under  the  a 

dency  of  their  bishops.      If  they  are  1 

gratified  at  all,  I  should  like  it  to  be 

hy    an    institution    purely    and  in 

sectarian.     Speaking  for  myself,  I 

not     the     least    hesitation      in     a 

that  I  wish  such   an   institution  t 

liberally  endowed.     The  type  of  op 

represented  by  this  Roman  Catholic 

is  one  which  is  exceedingly  well  knoi 

over  the  Continent.      All   over  the 

tinent  the  bishops  of  that  church  have 

demanding  the  ascendency  over  univi 

education,  though  they  have  not  succ 

in  obtaining  it.     And  in   this  conn< 

the  Parliamentary  Return  just  publ 

and  entitled  "  Reports  from  Her  Maj 

'  representatives  abroad  of    the  pro' 

,  made   in  foreign  countries   for   the 

i  versity  education  of  Roman  Catholii 

;  one  of  the  most  instructive  and   int 

;  ing  Returns  on  this  subject   I    have 

read,  and  I  hope  every  Member  c 

'  House  vnW  carefully  examine  and  ( 

!  it.     As  far  as  I  can  see,  there   ai-e 

i  different     types    of     university      1 

1  have     l)een     set    up    in    the     prii 

I  Roman   Catholic   countries.      In  a 

numljer    of    these    countries    univt 

education  is  completely    and    absol 

secularised.     The  Returns  say  that 
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'.  hich  still  remain  at 
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Urn  idiml  which  ha^ 
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hi^'oring  oi  thij  na^  of 
I  d  jquhmittiog  to  IV hat 
ii»  vitablp-     fnistc^afi  of 
►  hbutntions    in    such    a 
[limit'lf  would    like    to 
rt*oofO mends    Liberal 
t^'     jit*t      up     seetariaii 
-n\  in    wnich  all  the 
u  Juj  Hits   l>f*ca   ftgijtili^ 
3     im    ropniduced     and 
^l»l»  mrvy  to  part  t^nii 
n*i    fricmd,  but  \  tntnnd 
t-uf   wbieh    he  thinks 
lU^t^ci,  and  1  hopo  to 
'iMMntt^d    with    those 
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■  \^^\%  of  tho  mover  and 
I       mfjtion  gave  u*,  1 
ujliua  of  in  regani 
i-iir  toua     The  com- 
<*i  them  ia  that  which 
I  i '  ^^?<ioI^  namf ly ,  t  hat 
ikro  it  f(jr  grarjted 
idi*  to  thi!«  f pupation  ; 
Acrioiw    objeet.iofi!<» 
It*  hiiH  U^  be  done  in 
n    frdfdmcnt  of   their 
iijt"  the  timidity  of 
IrvHaury,  und,  pos- 
Hu^llih    Norjeon* 
th**  wtatemerftrt  of 
nh^r  of  the  mntion 
■'   Iralnud  Imve  no 
ivhittovcr*     Thej*^ 
"■■  L^re,  Queen's  Col-^ 
■  r!i*ity,  and  they  | 
-rtevanee    from 
;   sdd   that  tht! 
ri*?ihyti»rian*     I 
ii^ny    that    thu 
I   liairo   l>een  de 
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Koman  Catholics  in  the  learned  pro- 
fessions. We  must  also  remem])er  the 
divinity  students.  Roman  Catholic  di- 
N  inity  students  were  already  amply  pi-o- 
vided  for  at  Maynooth.  Maynooth  had 
an  endowment  of  £26,000  a  yeiu*  up  to 
the  time  of  the  disendowment  of  the 
Kstablished  Church,  and  it  then  received 
a  large  grant  of  not  very  far  short  of 
£400,000,  on  the  interest  of  which  a 
college  is  supported.  In  fact,  Koman 
Catholic  divinity  students  are  practically 
educated  at  the  expense  of  the  English 
(xovernment.  This  very  considerably 
diminishes  the  number  for  whom  univer- 
sity education  is  demanded.  A  great  deal 
has  been  said  about  our  divinity  school  in 
Trinity  College.  It  is  a  school  which  does 
not  in  the  leiist  affect  anybody  who  is 
not  going  into  the  Church  of  Ireland.  It 
corresponds  with  the  very  nnich  more 
largely  endowed  divinity  school  which 
e.vists  at  Maynooth.  The  divinity  pro- 
fessors at  Trinity  College  have  no  part 
whatever  in  the  government  of  the  univer- 
sity. It  is  quite  true  that  our  present  Pro- 
vost, who  is  one  of  the  most  versatile  and 
brilliant  men  I  have  ever  met,  was  at  one 
time  a  divinity  professor ;  but  it  was  not 
because  he  was  a  divinity  professor  that 
he  was  made  Provost,  but  because  he  is 
one  of  the  most  eminent  mathematical 
scholars  in  Europe.  Our  divinity  students 
simply  consist  of  those  who  are  going  into 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  the  college 
lends  them  its  lecture-room.  We  wish 
the  coiniection  between  the  divinity 
school  and  the  university  to  last, 
partly,  no  doubt,  for*  financial  reasons, 
because  the  divinity  fees  are  rather 
moie  than  is  re(piired  for  the  payment  of 
the  divinity  professors,  but  also  for 
another  reason.  One  of  the  first  prin- 
ciples of  the  Koman  Catholic  Church, 
which  has  been  again  and  again  brought 
forward  in  the  debates  al)out  May- 
nooth, is  that  their  priests  ought  to 
be  educated  (Mitirely  apart  from  laymen. 
There  is  a  great  speech  of  Mr.  Shiel's 
which  I  dare  say  many  hon.  Members 
have  read,  on  the  subject  of  the  (?ndow- 
nuMit  of  Maynooth,  in  whiih  he  put 
this  nix-essity  in  the  strongest  possible 
way.  In  our  Church  we  take  exactly 
the  opi)Osite  view.  In  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land it  is  felt  in  the  strongest  way  that  it 
is  desirable  that  our  miiusters  shall  have 
the  best  puHily  secular  education  which 
the  countiy  can  afford,  and  we  think  it 
exceeedingly  desirable  that  in  their  youth 
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:  the}'  should  mix  with  memheR 
:  for  other  professions  and  of  otherda 
'  nations.  \\  e  think  that  this  is  not  oohj 

for  the  ministers  themselves,  bui  ir 
;  university  also.  Those  who  aregoii^ 
;  the  sacred  profession,  presumedlvRpH 
;  a  higher  average  level  of  mm[  dai 
;  than  others,  and  we  believe  that  it  i 
;  exceedingly  good  thing  both  for  ■ 
;  selves  and  their  fellow  students  tk^ 
!  shoidd,  during  the  whole  of  their  redi 
:  in  Trinity  College,  be  in  constant  a 
i  with  men  who  are  going  into  othv 
■  fessions  and  w*ith  men  of  other  op 
;  and  denominations.  With  regard  « 
I  divinity  school,  some  Koman  Citl 
I  have  been  talking  of  it  as  if  it  dot 
;  the  undenominational  character  of  (m 
i  versity,  and  was  a  danger  to  their 
I  My  answer  is  that  no  member  q 
!  faith  ever  goes  into  the  divinity  « 
'  is  ever  expected  to  go  thei'e,  an 
I  therefore  no  such  danger  exists. 
I  perfectly  true  that  meml)ers  ol 
I  denominations  may  be  taught 
•  matics  and  classics  at  another  hou 
I  day  in  the  same  hall  in  which  < 
!  students  have  been  taught  befor 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  earlier 
i  leaves  any  dangerous  microbes  be 
I  I  refer  to  this  subject  also  because 
I  it  is  a  favourite  idea  with  a  certain 
!  of  Nonconformists,  who  are  ver 
I  opposed  to  a  Catholic  Univerl 
!  secularise,  as  they  call  it.  Trinity 
I  by  driving  the  divinity  school  oi 
1  What  1  want  to  impress  on  thf 

hold  this  idea  is  that  by  doing 
;  may  undoubtedly  do  some  harm 
I  Church  of  Ireland,  and  considerab 

to  Trinity  College  itself,  whic 
I  possibly  l)e  gi'atifying  to  some  tht 
!  minds,  but  they  will  not  take  i 
1  step  towanls  settling  this  Iris) 
'  tion  or  reconciling  Roman  G 
;  As  far  jis  mixed  education  goes,  3 
I  not  improve  very  much  upon  the 
'  state  of  things,  unless  you  gel 
,  Trinity  College,  and,  1  believe, 
I  Colleges  also,  would  be  perfectly 
,  U)  give — namely,  some  teachers  t 
;  Koman  Catholics  their  own  1 
!  A  great  many  Koman  Catholics 
!  this  position.  It  is  not  me: 
1  the  past  that  eminent  Koman  C 
!  have  gone  to  Trinity  College  ai 
'  Queen's  Colleges.  There  are 
'  Catholics  at  Trinity  College  no 
i  there  are  many  more  at  the 
1  Colleges,    while    there    are     also 
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go     to     Oxford    and     Cambridge, 
^^~i  are  quite  as  undenominational  and 
.^^ctarian  as  our  university,  and  who, 
,  5^*J^  ^^^'  ^"®^^  ^^®  Member  for  Oxford 
i^^ersity  has  said,  get  on  there  perfectly 
-  ^p*  and  without  the  slightest  danger  of 
^-*lg  their  faith  or  of  doing  harm  either 
their     neighbours     or     themselves. 
^,3^      I    believe    there   is  a  discontented 
'!*'^<iiium.     There  are  a  certain  number 
^[persons  in  Ireland  who,   not  I  think 
^^ntaneously,      but      in      consequence 
^lie  dictation  of  their  priests,  ask  for 
■  ^^laething  more,  who  want  to  have  some 
^^^d  of  college  which  is  more  completely 
^^"^  entirely  in  its  secular  teaching  domi- 
l^^ted  by  their  own  ecclesiastics.  Catholics 
i^^ve      this     at     Louvain,     but      they 
*'^\ild     not     get     any     State     endow- 
ment   for     it.     We    are    more    liberal. 


Te  do  give  indirectly  a  certain  endow- 
^^^5^ent,     and    by    doing     that    I     think 

J^e  have  very  mucn  conceded  the 
*^^rinciple.  I  hope  the  time  may  come 
^^ijrhen  the  Nonconformist  conscience  will 
*^=ir3ome  to  the  conclusion  that  a  little 
^imore  money  so  spent  would  be  ex- 
ibremely  good  economy,  and  would  go  far 
:^!to  settle  the  question.  I  am  quite  aware 
^that  I  have  got  very  much  into  the  bad 
T^  books  of  some  of  my  most  distinguished 
»^  Roman  Catholic  friends  by  advocatmg  any 
^  1  sectarian  Roman  Catholic  University  or 
52*  college,  and  everybody  who  knows  what  is 
^  the  real  opinion  of  a  large  number  of  the 
^',  Roman  Catholic  gentry  knows  that  they 

j  look  with  horror  upon  such  a  system.  I 
-^  believe,  however,  that  a  good  many 
^  Irishmen  desire  it.  And  for  my  own 
^  part  I  think  that  a  small  expenditure — 
Q  I  do  not  think  a  large  expenditure  would 
3    be  required,  for  1  do  not  believe  that  the 

.  students  would  be  very  numerous — on 
^  a  purely  sectarian  establishment  would 
^  be  extremely  good  economy,  and,  on  the 
-     whole,  beneficial. 

^Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notting- 
liamshire,  Mansfield) :  I  listened  to  tne 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Arfon 
Division  of  Carnarvonshire  with  sur- 
prise, in  the  first  place  because  of  its 
45xtreme  pessimism,  and,  secondly,  be- 
cause of  its  inconsistency.  My  hon. 
friend  is  one  of  a  band  of  young  Welsh- 
men who  have  been  engaged  in  the 
educational  struggle  of  the  last  few  years 
which  has  had  the  splendid  result  he 
has  described  to-night.  He  has  told  us 
that    Wales    has    its    undenominational 


university,  and  that  the  educationalists 
of  Wales  are  now  placed  in  a  position 
far  superior  to  that  of  the  educationalists 
of  England  and  Scotland.  Then  what 
does  he  do  1  Does  he  say  to  the 
Liberals  'of  England  and  Scotland,  "  Go 
thou  and  do  likewise  "  ?  No !  He  points 
to  the  inequalities  which  still  remain  at 
Oxford  and  Cambridge,  and  instead  of 
keeping  before  him  the  ideal  which  has 
been  guiding  some  of  us  for  many  years, 
he  advocates  the  lowering  of  the  flag  of 
religious  equality,  and  submitting  to  what 
he  regards  as  the  inevitable.  Instead  of 
putting  those  institutions  in  such  a 
position  as  he  himself  would  like  to 
have  them,  he  recommends  Liberal 
educationalists  to  set  up  sectarian 
institutions  elsewhere,  in  which  all  the 
evils  against  which  he  has  been  fighting 
in  Wales  will  be  reproduced  and 
perpetuated.  I  am  sorry  to  part  com 
pany  with  my  hon.  friend,  but  I  intend 
to  adhere  to  the  ideal  which  he  thinks 
cannot  possibly  be  realised,  and  I  hope  to 
continue  to  be  associated  with  those 
who,  encouraged  by  the  victories 
of  the  past,  will  persist  in  the 
fight  until  all  these  sectarian  barriers 
in  national  institutions  are  broken  down 
and  perfect  religious  equality  everywhere 
prevails.  The  speeches  of  the  mover  and 
the  seconder  of  this  motion  gave  us,  I 
think,  nothing  to  complain  of  in  regard 
to  their  temper  or  their  tone.     The  com- 

Flaint  which  I  make  of  them  is  that  which 
ventured  to  make  last  session,  namely,  that 
they  appear  to  have  taken  it  for  granted 
that  there  is  only  one  side  to  this  question  ; 
that  there  are  no  serious  objections, 
and  that  nothing  more  has  to  be  done  in 
order  to  secure  the  fulfilment  of  their 
designs  than  to  overcome  the  timidity  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and,  pos- 
sibly, the  bigotry  of  English  Noncon- 
formists. According  to  the  statements  of 
the  mover  and  the  seconder  of  the  motion 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  have  no 
educational  advantages  whatever.  They 
objected  to  Trinity  College,  Queen's  Col- 
leges, and  the  Royal  University,  and  they 
even  extended  their  grievance  from 
Ireland  to  Scotland,  and  said  that  the 
universities  there  were  Presbyterian.  I 
am  one  of  those  who  deny  that  the 
great  inequalities  which  have  been  de- 
scribed in  such  general  terms  actually 
exist.  The  mover  of  the  Resolution  will 
not  deny  the  fact  that  there  is  an  open 
door  to  all  these  institution-".     Neither 
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would  he  deny  that  a  considerable  numlier 
of  members  of  the  party  to  which  he 
}»elongs  have  availed  themselves  of  the 
advantages  offered  by  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges, Trinity  College,  and  the  Royal 
University.  But  what  does  ho  say  in 
reply  to  that  fact  'i  He  says  that 
those  who  have  availed  themselves 
of  these  advantages  have  been  evad- 
ing their  religious  responsibilities. 
Those  who  are  so  censured  will  have 
something  to  say  in  their  defence, 
for  they  may  ask,  how  is  it  that 
a  generation  ago  Roman  Catholics  did 
avail  themselves  of  these  institutions,  and 
how  is  it  that  the  objections  which  are 
now  urged  were  not  then  urged  when  the 
Roman  Catholics  in  considerable  numbers 
entered  these  institutions  ?  The  objection 
to  Catholics  being  educated  in  these  insti- 
tutions is  ([uite  a  modern  idea,  aud  it 
fully  explains  this  demand  for  a  lioman 
Catholic  University.  The  time  was  when 
the  heads  of  the  iioman  Catholic  Church 
were  not  so  adverse  to  the  policy 
of  mixed  education.  The  policy  of 
the  present  generation  of  Catholic 
bishops  differs  from  that  of  their  prede- 
cessors, for  they  have  put  a  Imn  upon 
these  institutions,  and  large  numbera  of 
Roman  Catholics  have  ceased  to  attend 
them.  There  is  one  point  to  which  1 
wish  to  call  special  attention,  and  that 
is  that  those  who  are  demanding  this 
university  in  Ireland  are  asking  for 
something  which  does  not  exist 
anywhere  else,  either  in  this  or  any 
other  country.  To  illustrate  this  fact 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  a  document  to 
which  the  hon.  Jiaronet  made  a  very 
slight  allusion.  I  am  referring  to  the 
piiper  placed  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  within  this  last  week. 
So  far  back  as  1897  the  Foreign  Secretfiry 
i-equested  our  representatives  in  foreign 
countries  to  send  a  Report  upon  university 
education.  I  am  sorry  that  the  Report 
has  been  so  long  in  coming,  for  it  would 
have  been  very  convenient  if  it  had  been 
in  our  hands  many  months  earlier.  This 
Report  contains  descriptions  from  our  own 
representiitives  of  the  state  of  things 
which  exists  in  reganl  to  the  university 
education  of  Roman  Catholics  in  twenty - 
two  foreign  countries,  and  the  result  is 
a  most  remarkable  one  ;  for  it  appears 
from  the  statements  made  by  our  ropre- 
sentiitives  that  Roman  Catholic  Universi- 
ties credited  and  endowed  by  the  State 
and    controlled     by      ecclesiastics     exist 
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j  nowhere.     I    vas  surpriaed  to 
I  hon.  Baronet  speak    of  six  Sti 
i  tions    in  Germany  which  he  aid  i 
I  Catholic  institutions.     In  the  Bqotl 
university    education    in    foreign 
tries  I   find  the  following  pasnge.! 
tained  under  the  head  of  ''  Pnusii''- 

"No  Mpecial  arrangement^  exijaiiF 
for  the  auivernity  education  of  Ro  au 
lies  as  such,  except  in   regard  to  the  i 
Roman  Catholic  tneolovy.     The  imtiti 
the  Friisai  tn  State  in  which  academical  t 
ing  iH  given  admit  all  8tndent«  who  tret 
wise  duly   qualiiied    withoat    duitiiMtkii 
creed.'' 

The  writer  goes  on  to  say  that 
provision   is  made  for   the   teaching 
Catholic  theology  in  certain  univ 
which   he   names,   and   I   am  boand,i| 
candour,    to    add    that    in    thow 
versities  special  pro\'ision  is  made  for 
benefit  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Chunli 
far  as   the   faculty   of    theology  is 
cerned.      The  authorities  of  the  *" 
Church  have  something   in   the  nature 
a  veto  upon  the  appointment  of  th< 
cal   professors,   and     they    have 
powers   of  supervision.       But   all   tbotl 
foreign  universities  are»    apparently,  in 
from  ecclesiastical  control,  and  areopa 
to  the  holders  of  various  religious  creA 
and  there  is  no  evidence  that  the  Bonm 
Catholic  laity  aie  forbidden    to  atteoi 
these    institutions.     The   Catholic  atB»- 
sphere  which  we  are   asked  to  create  ia 
Ireland   does   not   exist    so    far  as  the« 
mixed  institutions  are  concerned.  Having 
in   view   these  facts,  I    am    justified  in 
saying  that    those  who   are    demanding 
the  creiition  of  a  State-eudowed  unirer 
sity   for   the    special   benefit    of    Romn 
Catholics     are    asking     for     something 
which   does  not   exist   elsewhere,  either 
in    this    or    any   other    land.       On  tk 
general  (question   I  wish    to    say  that  1 
oppose  this  motion,  not  because  I  am  i 
Protestant  or  a  Protestant  Nonconf  ormiit ; 
for  my  objection  would  ]>e  just  as  strong 
if  a   pi-oposal  were  to  be  made  for  the 
creation  of  a  university  on   behalf  of  the 
body  to  which  I  happen  to  belong,  or  on 
behalf  of  any  other  Nonconformist  body. 
1  am  opposed  in  principle  to  a  sectarian 
university,  no  matter   in   what    interest 
it  may  be  asked  for.      It  seems   to  wit 
that  sectarianism  is  opposed  to  the  venr 
ide^i  of  a  university,  for  the  two  terms  are 
incompjitible,  and  just  in  proportion  as 
you  introduce  the  sectanan  element  into 
these    institutions    you     diminish    their 
university  character.     In  the  next  place, 
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from  the  other  side  of  the  Channel.  There 
is  one  other  point  to  which  I  wish  to 
make  reference.  In  my  opinion  this  is  a 
retrograde  proposal  which  is  now  before 
the  House.  Both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
in  passing  a  measure  for  the  abolition  of 
sectarian  tests  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
may  not  have  thoroughly  carried  out  the 
principle  they  affirmed,  but  in  passing 
those  measures  they  did  affirm  the  prin- 
ciple that  national  institutions  should  be 
national  in  spirit  and  in  aim.  I  quite 
admit  it  was  an  imperfect  measure,  and 
admit  the  force  of  the  statements 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Arfon  Division  of 
Carnarvonshire  ;  but  our  policy,  as  far  as 
education  is  concerned,  should  be  to  con- 
tinue along  the  road  we  have  been  march- 
ing for  years  past ;  instead  of  taking  a 
step  back  and  calling  into  being  an  insti- 
tution which  may  advance  the  interests  of 
a  particular  church  ;  whereas  the  object  of 
a  university  should  be  to  further  the 
;  interests  of  learning  and  promote  the 
social  well-being  of  the  country. 

♦Mr.  MALCOLM  (Suffi>lk,StowmarketV. 
I  have  listened  with  pleasure  to  the  able 
and  weighty  speeches  which   have  been 
delivered  on  this  subject.      The  question 
I  before  the  House  is  one  of  the  greatest 
importance,  and  it  has  been  argued  year 
,  after   year    with    great   success  in    this 
House.     The  principle  is  one  which  has 
been  supported  by  all   classes    of    Irish 
society   and    Irish    opinion,  and   it  is   a 
principle  which  is  backed  by  the  whole 
body  of  the  Irish  people  and  the  Irish 
priesthood.     The  clearness  and  the  tem- 
I  perateness  of  the  arguments  which  have 
been  advanced  have  every  year  been  gain- 
!  ing  ground  and  gathering  support  on  this 
side.     We  have  heard  this  Catholic  Uni- 
versity   called    by    many    hard    names. 
We    have     heard     it     called     a     bribe 
to    Ireland,   a    dole     to    the    Catholics, 
;  and   a   sop  to    the   Nationalists ;    but   I 
do    not    think    we      need     care     very 
'  much    about    these    names.      They    are 
,  phrases  which  have  been  ransacked  from 
1  the  library  of  ancient  prejudice.     I  know 
j  that  this  claim  is  supported  by  the  bulk 
of  the  Irish  people  through  the  voice  of 
their  elected  representatives,  and  I  know 
that    they  passionately  long  for  oppor- 
tunities for  this  higher  education,  so  long 
as  these  can  be  obtained  without  in  jury- 
to  the  faith  of  their  fathers.     It  is  there- 
fore  the  duty  of    the   Government  to» 


■^^■aa  among  those  who  continue  to   be 
^  sinuously  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
^*=3^xate   as    distinguished    from    mixed 
^  :.€:sation.     I  need  not  express  opinions  of 
^       -^wn  upon  this  point,  because  there  is 
^     JBbundance  of  authorities   in  support 
^-   ^hat    view.     The   right   hon.  Gentle- 
-   »^  the  member  for  Dublin  University  , 
5-^3e      a     remarkable     speech     in     the 
'^^^   1897   upon  this  question.     He  has 
*^c:^self   descril)ed    it    as   a   half-hearted 
'^^^ach  in  favour  of  the  proposal  before 
-^^    House.     In  my  opinion,  three-fourths 
the    speech    was    dead   against   the 
ition  of  a   Catholic  University,   and 
iy    one-fourth    in   favour   of   the   pro- 
\\.     In  the  course  of  that  speech,  the 
cil^ht  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  there  could 
:  "^  no  greater  misfortune  for  Ireland  than 
^^^lAt  tne  members  of  the  Protestant  and 
-^  -^man  Catholic  religions,  in  their  early 
►vit^ys,  should   be  entirely  separated.      In 
r  ^ying    that   the   right   hon.   Gentleman 
t^'Xuy  repeated  what  had  been  said  upon 
t  .ormer  occasions.     Mr.  Isaac  Butt  issued 
^^,   pamphlet    some    years   ago  in  which 
jj^'  le     strenuously     objected    to    separate 
^kiucation,  and  in  that  pamphlet  there  is 
^"i    passage   which  I  will  quote,  from  an 
^^iuthority,    which    I   am   sure   will   have 
^^eight   with   hon.  Gentlemen   from   the 
*^ter   isle.      Mr.    Butt,  in  his  pamphlet 
^Jupon  "  The  Problem  of  Irish  Education," 
■■"published  in  1875,  quotes  from  a  pamphlet 
**  ^issued  by  Dr.  Woodlock,  the  rector  of  the 
'*'*  Catholic  University,  in  which  the  doctor 
*^  then  wrote — 

^g  **  In  a  mixed  community,8ach  as  exists  in  these 
^  countries,  it  is  of  the  greatest  moment  that 
.  '  the  university  stamp  should  not  be  one  which 
^  '  would  almost  estrange  the  liearer  and  cut  him 
m  off  from  his  fellow  countrymen,  either  by  his 
^.  own  act  or  by  their  unwillingness  to  admit  the 
^-,  value  of  this  coinage ;  the  literary  and  scientific 

coin   should    be  such    as   would  run  current 

'   throughout  the  realm,  because  \t^  value  would 

I     be  known  to  all.     In  other  words,  it  i^  most 

3f  important  for  the  social  interests  of  Catholics 

that   the  university    degree  borne  by  them 

should  lie  a  Ixma  fide  mark  of  distinction  won 
*  in  open  competition  with  their  fellow  country- 
V  men  of  all  denominations,  and  not  the  result 
;  of  a  hole-and-corner  examination,  and  the  fruit 
^     of   work  done  under  the  inspection  of  a  few 

Catholic  teachers  app  oved  and  awarded  by 
■  them,  and  of  the  value  of  which  others  would 
t      know  little  or  nothing.      It  is  also    of    the 

greatest  importance  that  the  true  intellectual 
f      value  of  Catholic  education  should  be  publicly 

approved  and  recognised  by  all." 

I  can  add  nothing  to  that  weighty  declara- 

r      tion,    which   I   think    must    have    some 

weight  with  the  hon.  Members  who  come 
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encourage  aspiratioiisf  such  as  these,  and  '. 
it     is     the    duty    of     all     of     us    who 
Vidue  the  higher  education  of  the  people 
to  share  with  our  neighlwurs  that  which 
wo  have  got  for  ourselves.     The   retort  ; 
has  been  made  hy  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  that  such  educational 
iid vantages  are  alread}"  within  the  reach 
of    Catholics,      That     is   literally    true, 
though  pi-actically  it  is  false.     If  I  want 
to  rescue  something  from  a  fire  I  have  to 
pass  through   the  flames,  but  if  I  find  the 
flames  are  so  intense  that  I  caiuiot  reach 
my  treasure,   it   might  jast   as   well  be 
hundreds  of  miles  away.     So  it  is  with 
Roman  Catholic  education  at  the  present : 
time   in   Ireland.      What   has   Ijeen   the 
position  for  the  last  fifty  years  %    It  has 
been    one    of     admirable    toleration    on 
the    part    of    Trinity    College,    Dublin, 
and  Queen's  College.     They  have  thrown 
their  doors  open  to  all  and  sundry,  and  as 
a  result  brilliant  Irish  scholars  have  issued 
eonstantly  from  those  colleges.     Although 
that  is  so,  yet  the  vital  and  underlying 
principle  is  left  untouched.     The  priest- 
hood is  profoundly  opposed  to  the  Protes- 
tant atmosphere  which  exists  there,  and 
as  a  consequence  the  people  obedient  to 
their   religion    are  still  left   craving  for 
higher    education.       But     having     said 
that,  I  do  not  think  this  confession  solves 
the  difficulty  at  all.     It  is  our  duty  here, 
and    it   is   the   duty   of    Irish    Members 
opposite,   to  look  fifty  velars  forwanl  and 
not  fifty  years  backward.     Are  we  con- 
tent to  see  the  brains  of  young  Ireland 
wither   and    perish    for   want   of   proper 
nourishment,  or  shall   we  east  aside  the 
i-emnants  of  our  ancient   prejudice   and 
give  them  the  facilities  for  which   they 
jisk  ?     I  should  not  fear  the  eonse(|uences 
of  such  action,   for  although  our  fathers 
may  blame  us   now  for  supporting  this 
motion,  that  will  be  nothing  to  the  blame 
of    our    sons    for    resisting    this    claim. 
Surely  we,  as  Unionists,   liave  a  special 
duty  in  the   matter.     We   have   refused 
Home  Rule   to  Ireland  and  we  have  said 
that  we  are  able  to  deal  with  Ireland  and 
with    Irish  necessities.     Here  is  a  want, 
and  here  is  a  necessity,  and  how  are  we 
dealing    with    it?      Year  after  year    we 
have    met   it    with    an    annual  shrug  of 
the  shoulders,  and  a  few  somewhat  anti- 
-^luated  observations  upon  the   power   of 
the    Pope  :    yet   all  this    time    we    are 
y>oasting  of   tlie  self-government  we  are 
giving  to  Ireland.    That  local  self-govern- 
ment has  not  a  ghost  of  a  chance  so  long 
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as  we  are    stifling  the  education  ( 

Catholics.      We  wish  to  fill  Irish  t 

with  educated  Irishmen  ;  these  i 

be  Roman  Catholics,   of  coune ; 

your  demand,  where  is  jour  supply !  ] 

may  I  say  one  word  which  1 1 

often  }>een  said  before  upon  the  tvoij 

objections  %    It  \\b  said  that  ~ 

gain  something  which  is  notj 

England,  and  will  be  subje 

exceptional  treatment.     It  is  witliiil 

recollection  of  the  House  that  Ii 

been  subjected   to  exceptional 

which  has  been  justified  by  circun 

but  if  ever  circumstances  demandedj 

ceptional  treatment  those 

are  before  us  now  in  this  debate. 

land,  Scotland,  and  Wales   deskedi 

denominational  education,  and 

it;     Ireland     demands     deno 

education  and  I  think  that  the( 

stances  justify  the  demand,  and  Ink 

ought  to  have  it.     Of  course  there  ii  i 

usual     outcry     against     Roman  Cfi 

licism.     We  are  told  that  Koman  C« 

licism  is  going  to  he  fostered   by  n 

funds  and  that  a  great  and  serious  (L 

may  be  expected  therefrom.     I  think 

an   outcry  comes  from  gentiemen  o 

ceedingly    nenous     temperaments, 

they  appear  to  forget  that  three-foun 

Irish  elementary  schools,    the  indu 

schools,  to  say  nothing  of  Majmoot 

denominational.     I  cannot  imagine 

serious    danger    such     nervous     p( 

contemplate  in   granting  a  charter 

Roman  Catholic  University.      I  can 

say,  that  in  my  mind  there  is  far  g 

danger  in    the   cruelty     of    depriv 

,  student  in   his   early  manhood   of 

religious  atmosphere  which   has  be< 

guide  and  stay  from  childhood.     A 

afraid    of  proselytising   if  we    est 

a     university     under    Koman     Ca 

auspices  ?     \Vhy,  we  know  that  T 

College      and      Queen's     Colleges 

i  thrown  their  doors  open  to  all,  anc 

■  they  are  open  to  capture  now.     H 

does   not   record  that   any   attemi 

been   made     to     capture    them     b 

Catholics  of  Ireland.  The  represent 

of  Irish  Universities  are  in  favour  c 

motion :  but  I  do  not  think  it    re 

fdvy  much  imagination  to  picture  tl 

when  the  power  of  Irish  intellect  w 

in  its   strength,  and   ask   for   shel; 

some  university,  and,  finding  none. 

lay   sie^e     to    Dubhn     University 

effect     Its    capture.       Let     it     no 

supposed   that  this    question    whic 
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»iovv  (legating  is  of  exclusive  interest 

this  Country  and  Ireland.  The 
Ljsh     Empire     holds     many     creeds, 

it  boasts  that  it  gives  freedom  to 
cs  all.  Many  thousands — possibly 
S.ons — of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  are 
knolics ;   and  you    may    be   sure   that 

debate  is  beinii;  closely  watched  by 
^  whom  this  Parliament  is  synonymous 

freedom  of  thought  and   education. 
Smcmbci-  very   well  last  year,  when  I 
^  a  visit  to  my  native  city  of  Quebec, 
"^ng  long  and  interesting  conversations 
Ki  the  French  and  English  statesmen 
CD  so  grandly  uphold  our  rule  in  that 
^ninion.      Constantly   we  talked  upon 
^  question  of  Roman  Catholic  educa- 
te  and   upon   the    reluctance    of    the 
Otestant  Parliament  to  grant  it ;  and 
m  may  as  well  know  it,  have  felt  the 
ir  and  had  the  rooted  idea  that  we  coh- 
lered  Roman  Catholics  less  loyal  than 
jTselves.      They   pointed   me   to  Laval 
tiiversity ;     I    saw     their     priesthood 
ithin  the  precincts  of  Laval ;  among  the 
idians  in  the  backwoods,  on  the  rivers 
nong   the    voffiujeurs.     Everywhere    the 
ircst   religion,   the   widest    instruction, 
e  most  earnest  devotion  to  the  Queen 
\i\    the   Flag.     1   point  you   to-day   to 
ival,    to   the   French    Canadians,    from 
r    Wilfrid    Laurier    to    the    humblest 
ibitunf ;  to  the  love  of  Empire  that  those 
Oman  Catholics  have  shown,  and  I  ask 
lat  their  idea  of  slur  may  be  uprooted 
Y  the  favourable  action  of  this  Parlia- 
lent.     In  the  West  Indies,  in  Australia, 
I   all  your  colonies,  your  action  in  this 
lAttcr  is  being  and  has  ))een  watched  for 
Oiirs.      We     tolerate     eccentricities    of 
laracter  in   our   various   dependencies  ; 
e  adapt  our  constitution  to  tne  needs  of 
Lir  colonies  ;  we  strive  to  give  equality 
[  oppoitunity  to  all  and  sundry.     Here 
i   a   chance  at   our   door   to   aidvantage 
verybody,   and  to   remove   (with   other 
iclnded  disabilities  which   still   remain) 
le  last  trace  of  oppression  for  the  faith. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  We  have 
stened  to-night  with  unusual  interest  to 
[le  debate  which  has  arisen  on  this 
lotion.  Besides  the  speeches — the  very 
istructive  and  luminous  speeches — of  the 
on.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  we  have  had  from 
\y  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the 
Lrfon  Division  of  Carnarvonshire  a 
3eech  of  significant  eloquence.  We 
avc   also   had   to-night    in   this    debate 
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a    singular    absence    of     that     kind    of 
religious  bigotry  which  at  one  time  used 
to  intrude  itself    in   discussions   of   this 
kind.     In  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  we  recognise  a 
large    and    liberal    spirit,    based     upon 
colonial  experience,  which  will  commend 
itself  to   us  all.     I   cannot  help  feeling 
that,  at  any  rate,  a  wider  recognition  is 
lieing  given  to  tlio  claims  of   Ireland  in 
this   matter,   and   that   is   the    sph-it   in 
which  we  desire  it  to  \\q  regarded.     No 
doubt  it  may  appear  to  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  this  is  partly  due  to  the  idea  of 
killing   Home  Rule   with   kindness,   but 
still  we  must  not  forget  that  the  terms 
of   the   resolution   enaoody   a   truism   to 
which  assent  cannot  be  refused.     We  are 
obliged  to  ask  ourselves  what  the  giving 
of   a   vote   in   favour  of   this  resolution 
would  mean,    and    what    interpretation 
would   be  put   upon  it;     I  do  not  find, 
either  in  the  terms  of  the  resolution  or 
in  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Members  who 
moved  and  seconded  that  resolution,  any 
definite  explanation  of  the  kind  of  scheme 
that  would  satisfy  Ireland.     They  were 
very  fair  and  moderate  in  their  remarks, 
but  there  was  nothing  about  them  which 
indicated  the  kind  of  scheme  that  would 
give  satisfaction  to  Ireland;  and,  there- 
fore,     by     assenting     and     voting     for 
this     resolution     I     might     appear     to 
})e     pledging     myself    to    what     is     in 
the  minds  of  the  Irish  Members,  without 
really  knowing  what  it  is,  and  without 
retaimng  that  freedom  of  action  which  I 
always  desire  to  retain  whenever  a  pro- 
posal  of   this   kind   is    put    before    the 
House.     That   is   the   difficulty  which  I 
feel   in    accepting    this    resolution,    but 
having  regard   to   its  terms   I  could  not 
possibly  vote  against  it.     We  have  had 
from    the    right     hon.    Gentleman    the 
Leader   of   the    House   at  various  times 
within  the  last  four  or  five  years  a  strong 
expression   of   his  own   views  upon  this 
question.     They  were  embodied  in  a  re- 
markable  letter    which   the    right  hon. 
Gentleman   wrote    to    one    of    his    con- 
stituents  in    1899,  and   we   have  every 
reason  to  think  that  that  letter  could  not 
have  been  written  without  the  assent  of 
his  colleagues. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  It  was. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  am  surprised  to  hear 
that,  because  when  a  letter  of  that  kind 
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Oxford  hMs  in    late    vesn  hen 
!vv»rrs.e4  and    CatboJics  hare  m 
halU  ^4  residence    nnder   tro  d 
r^lifdoa*     ••Hers    expradr  to 
rt!i:^'-':i*      in-^mccion      nnder 
in?l»ierK-its.     'Ax   Hox.    Mexbeb 
^^i^^-«»ied    eccle?ia.«tical  Taw.]     Be   that   u 
I  ']■■  i'.-.ptr,    the  H«.»ly  See  encourages  Cathcfis 
:••  OxiVinl  liy  making  this  pronn 
:h.:-m   there.     But  there  is  a  idD 
!em;irka>ile  ease — ^the  case  of  the 
ni=-?jt  *»X   Knn-ipe.     I  will  ccnne 
a^iii.  a.s  it  is  set   forth  in  the 
interestinii  Hetum  which  has 
seiite^i  to  the  Houde,  but  1  refer 

only  for  the  purpose  of  calling 

to  the  fact,  that  Catholics  in  sadi 
Catholic  countries  as  Germany,  Fi 
and    Belirium    are    permitted*  by 
ec-elesiastieal     superiors     to     reJoit 
the  iiiiiven?itie.s  of  their  countiy 
are     aWjlutely    unseotarian    and 
iKiDiiiiational.     It  cannot  be  said, 
fore,    that    this    is     really    such 
serious    grievance,    when  *  the    G 
of   Europe  are  content    to  submit  Hi 
Still  I  do  not  deny  for  a  moment  thii 
is  a  grievance,  even  if    it  is  laigdr 
which  the  people  have  created  for  i 
selves.     But  if  they  l)elieve  it  toWi 
ine«|uality,  and  if  it'  is  associated  in 
minds  with  injustice  to  their  countir 
a  violation  of  their  national  feeling 
must  recognise  it  as  a  practical  fact  " 
is  the  sentiment  which  has  been  e: 
on  both   sides  of    the     House 
Therefore,  looking  on  it  as  a 
and  belie\nng  it  to  be  felt  as  a 
Xot  in    by  Irish  Catholics,  we  ought  to 

best    to    remove    it.       How    then 
we     proceed     to     remove      it  T 
me    say    in    passing     that     I    enM 
agree  with  Fhat  has  been  so  weU  saidk 
my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the  Arfol 
1  Hvision  of  Canian'onshire,  that  we  mtf 
not  consider  that  this  is  a  grievance  afe 
ing  only  the  upper  classes.     It  is  not  i 
grievance  affecting  only  the  upper  cluM 
Everyone  who  knows  the  Irish  peasuffiT 
I  knows  that  there  is  no  peasantry  mac 
flocks  shall  iK)t  enter  Tn'nity  College,  and  i  desirous  of  knowledge   or    possessed  d 
Iwiving  made  a  gricvaiux',  they  turn  round  |  brighter  minds  than  they  are.     There  tit 

three  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  wliii 
have  among  the  hum])lest  population  i 
strong  desire  for  knowledge,  combiMd 
with  a  most  susceptible  intellect.  Tlitf 
is  true  of  the  West  of  Scotland  •  it  ■ 
true  of  Wales  in  an  eminent  degree^  tf 
has  been  said  by  my  hon.  frien((andl 
Catholics      going     to '  believe   it   is  also  tnio  of   Ireland,    tt 


'.I'-Tf.fi:.  iif\f\T':'. 

-lom*:      l:/r.t 
th;!fr  }.*:  '/•]\]   • 
ho  A    iai    Ki- 
Jfr:    h;,-    Ka/J 

tence  toimpre^ 

and  ^rrid':;ivoijr  to  l.rihif  aVjut  a  settle- 
ment of  vrhii*  we.  ii(\m\X  'hould  Ik-  sr-ttled. 
ft  i-  a  v^-ry  old  ^oifvarK*-.  I  think  it  i- 
older  than  an/  .\ferii)»^-r  iir  the  House  now 
can  reeollir^t.  Ft  ••xi-t«'«]  a.«  inv  l»Jii;k  :ts 
IH.'i4,  and  in  l'*7.»  it  wa»  the  subject  of  a 
nrmarkable  Hill  brou;rht  fonvani  by  the 
LiU'ral  Government  of  that  day,  which 
was  only  defeated!  by  a  majority  of  three. 
F  think  very  few  Meml^ers  now  present 
wen;   in  the  ffonse  at  the  time  of  that 

♦Mk.  WILIJAM  JOHNSTON  (Belfast, 
S.^  :  I  was  one  of  the  thre<:. 

Mij.  BKYCK:  Well  I  ho[je  that  all 
the  years  that  have  j>asaed  since  then 
have  taught  the  hon.  Gentleman  wiser 
anrl  more  tolorant  views  than  he  then 
expressed. 

*Mk.  WILLIA.M  JOHNSTON 
the  least. 

Mli.  BKV'CK:  It  is  r|uite  true,  jis  has 
been  said  by  several  hon.  Gentlemen, 
and  in  [larticular  by  the  light  hon. 
(Jentlenian  the  Member  for  the  K  niversity 
of  iMiblin,  that  this  grievance  is  not  quite 
HO  s(;rious  as  it  might  appear,  because  it  is 
a  ^ri(;vanee  which  is  largely  made  by  the 
Catholic  Hish()[)S  of  Ireland  themselves.  It 
is  thev  who  insist  that  members  of  their 
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and  (!oni plain  of  it.  I  say  they  make  it 
for  this  HJasoii  that  it  is  not  a  grievance 
in  other  Uoman  Catholic  countries.  It 
is  not  a  grievance  even  in  England, 
because,  as  wiis  iK)inte<l  out  by  the 
lion.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
I 'niversity  of  Oxford,  the  old  policy 
of      preventiiij 
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^^^fore,  we  can  do  anything  to  make 

^^  1:^  educiition  more  mleqiiate  and  more 

^'  ^y  acceptable  to  the  peasantry  of  Ire- 

""^-i,  wo  shall  have  rendered  a  very  great 

*^dce    to    that    country — a  service   in 

S.4ch  we  ought   to  be  proud  to  bear  a 

^-*;  in    rendering.      Premising  that,    I 

"  C3^e  to  ask  what  we  can  do.      There  is 

-     ^lan. 

-^O^R.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  There  is 
"^^  plan  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
urv. 


^R.     HUYCE:    Yes,   the    right    hon. 

ftiitleman  indicated  a  plan  in  his  letter 

1899.      It  was  a  plan  which  in  many 

iBpects  was  a  considerable  advance  on 

previously  submitted,  and  it  was  a 

"■  ^-«n  which  did  less  violence  to  the  feel- 

^--^^  of  English  friends  than  any  previous 

-ic:  ftan.     At  the  same  time  I  will  not  go 

—  ^  far  ii8  to  say  that  it  was  a  plan  that 

a^  English  people  would  have  accepted, 

'■:::%«d[    it    would    probably    require    some 

^lodification.      There   was  one  point  on 

r:*.^hich     it    was    very    vague,    and    that 

^irA«      with      regard      to      the      consti- 

^^^ution  of  the  governing  Ixxly.     Wo  have 

-^--.lO    certainty    that    that    plan    will    be 

^^^Liccepted  in  Ireland.     We  were  told  at  the 

^    ^ime  that  it  probal)ly  would  be  accepted 

^    Jjy  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy,  but  I 

^^have  heard  since  that  it  would  not.     I 

have  no  private  access  to  the  opinions  of 

^^the    Roman     Catholic     hierarchy.      We 

know  those  opinions  have  been  frequently 

changed,  but  it   was  stated,  with  some 

_^  '.appearance      of      authority,     that      the 

^    .hierarchy      thought     that     plan     went 

further    than    they     were    prepared    to 

go,  and  that  they  could  not  give  it  their 

'  assent.     Are  we  to  understand  that  they 

!  have  altered  their  views  since  ?    At  any 

^  rate,  at  present  we  are  without  a  plan, 

and  all  one  is  able  to  do  is  to  lay  down 

-,   some  of  the  general  principles  to  which  a 

J^.  useful  and  po«sil)le  plan  ought,  if  possi})le, 

*"  '  to  conform.     That  is  as  far  as  we  can  go, 

;—   having  no  plan  before  us.     What  light  is 

^    thrown  on  the  possibility  of  a  practical 

^,    plan  by  the  Return  which  has  Iwen  pre- 

g    seated  to  the  House  1    The  right  hon. 

^     (.xentleman  in  a  previous  del>ate  suggested 

^     that  we  might  get  light  from  abroad.     It 

was  a  happy  thought,  and  he  carried  it 

out  by  directing  that  incjuiries  should  be 

made  by  our  foreign  representiitives.    Wo 

have  some  very  interesting  statements  in 

this  Paper,  but  I  am  bound  to  say  some 


of  them  are  not  at  all  sufficient.     I  think 
that  the   statements   with    reference    to 
Austria  and  Switzerland  might  l>e  much 
clearer,    but   there   is    a  great    deal    of 
interesting   and   curious    matter  in  the 
Paper  dealing    with    other  subjects    as 
well   as    this    subject.      What    does    it 
l)roadly  show  1     It  throws  no  practical 
light  in  the  direction  of  the  constitution 
of  a  university  which   would  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  Irish  Nationalist  Members, 
and    be    at  the    same  time    undenomi- 
national.     That    is  the  very    point    it 
omits,  and   the  light  it  gives  us  is  nega- 
tive light.  It  shows  us  that  not  anywhere 
in   Europe  is  there    a  university  which 
conforms  to  the  demands  made  on  behalf 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops  in  Ireland. 
We    may    put    out    of    sight  countries 
entirely  Catholic  like  Spain,  because  we 
cannot  expect  much  light  from  them.     I 
am  afraid  my  reason  is  not  the  one  put 
forward    l)y  the   hon.   Member.      These 
countries  l>eing  entirely  Catholic,  the  con- 
ditions are  not  the  same  as  those  we  have 
to  consiiler.     The  same  Applies  to  exclu- 
sively Protestant  countries  like  Sweden. 
Sweden  being  almost  entirely  Protestant 
does  not  care  to  make  special  provision 
for    its  Roman   Catholic  subjects.     We, 
have,  however,  a  very  instructive  illustra- 
tion  with  the  countries  side  by  side  in 
which  the  minority  in  one  is  the  majority 
in  the   other.     I  refer  to   Holland  and 
Belgium.     In  Belgium  there  is  a   large 
and  powerful  Catholic  majority,  and  an 
important      Protestant      minority ;      in 
Hdland  there  is  a  Protestant  majority 
and    a    large    and     influential    Catholic 
minority.     These     are     the     two     very 
countries  Jn    which    it    might     be    ex- 
pected     that      some     special     provision 
would  have  been   made   for   the  univer- 
1  sity  education  of  the  minority,  and  that 
a  desire    such  as   that    now    before    us 
would  have  l)ecn  satisfied.     But  there  is 
no     special      provision     in     either     of 
these      Gauntries.      In      Holland     there 
is     a     large     and     influential     Catholic 
minority    in    Bralmnt    and    other     pi*o- 
1  vinces,    which    often    affects    the    trend 
■  of  Dutch  politics,  and  which  is  very  keen 
!  with  regard  to  universitv  education  ;  and 
yet  the  universities  of  llolland,  according 
to  the  Paper,  are  absolutely  unsectarian, 
and  no  provision  at  all  is  made  for  the 
special  case  of  Catholics.     Bel^um  is  a 
country    where    religious    feehng    runs 
very     high,    and     it    has    three    unsec- 
tarian    universities    and    one    Catholic 
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University,  the   University  of   Loiivain.  j  special    claim    made    on   behalf 
That   is    an    ancient    university,    vener- !  Catholics    of    Ireland.      Nev 
able  by  its  traditions,  with  the  power  of    desire  as  far  as  we  possibly  can 
granting  degiees,  but  it  doiM  not  receive  I  the  Irish  demand  ;  but  all  I  cui 
any  State  subvention,  even  in  a  country  j  to  contrilmte  to    the    discussioo 
as  Catholic  as  Belgiiun.      But    there   is    subject  is  to  suggest    certain 
another  curious   fact  connected  with   it.    on  which  that  demand  may  he 
The  Catholic  University  at  Louvain  has 
1,600  students,  whereas  the  other  universi- 
ties -     iinsectarian      urnvei-siiies  —  have 
3,200    students.       In    fare   of    the    fact 
that  Belgium  is  a  predominantly  Catholic  |  any 
country,    twice  as  many  students  go  to 
the   unsectarian    univei*sities    as   to    the 
Catholic  University.     That   shows,  there- 
fore,   that    even  while  the  amplest  pro-  

vision  is  made  by  the  University  of  [  forward  a  plan  which  would  be 
Louvain,  with  all  its  ancient  traditions,  merely  as  an  instalment  and  be 
the  bulk  of  the  Catholic  students  prefer  to    '  " 


need  hardly  say  that  I  am 
myself  only,  but  I  have  no  reason  t 
thai  a  certain   number  of  hon.  Ma 


hold 


sinn'lar  views, 
scheme    put 


firai 


III   the 
forward 

must     l>e      such    as      will     receire  1 
acceptance  of  the   Irish    Catholic  1 
It  must  be  one  to  which  they 
their  assent.      There  is  no  use  in  i 


go  to  the  undenominational  universities. 
That  appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  material 
fact.  Take  France  and  Germany.  In 
France  no  university  makes  special  pro- 
vision for  Catholic  students,  and  in 
(rermany  provision  is  made  by  having 
Catholic  facultieJ  of  theolog}'  side  by  side 
with  Protestant  faculties.  That  exists  in 
the  famous  Universities  of  Bonn  and 
Tubingen,  and  there  are  one  or  tw^o  other 
universities  also  wheie  Catholic  and 
Protestant  facidties  of  theology  exist  side 
by  side.  There  can  be  no  objection  to 
that  in  Ireland.  I  suppose  no  one  would 
object  to  faculties  of  Catholic  theology  in 
Trinity  College.  That  is  a  small  matter, 
however,  over  which  I  do  not  think  anyone 
would  quarrel.  In  the  United  States 
there  is  no  case  in  point  at  all,  because 
there  any  rich  body  of  persons  who  can 
bring  together  a  certain  sum  of  money 
can  incorporate  themselves  and  call  them- 
selves a  university,  and  proceed  to  grant 
degrees.  In  fact,  in  the  United  States 
Catholics  are  better  oft'  than  any  other 
community,  because  they  can  creato  a 
university  by  what  is  admitted  to  Ije  an 
absolutely     authoritative     and     efficient 


for  further  a^tation.  We 
what  happened  m  1873  when  Mr. 
stone  brought  forn'ai'd  a  plan 
had  every  reason  to  Relieve  wouU 
Silt isf action,  but  which  ultimately 
rejected  by  the  Irish  bishopa. 
ought  not  to  occur  again.  When 
is  brought  forwanl,  wo  ought  to  1 
assurance,  which  no  doubt  the 
will  give,  that  it  will  l>e  accepted  h 
second  place  it  ought  to  be  a  ' 
which  cannot  lie  drawn  into  a 
dangerous  to  uin'versity  educatioD 
England  and  Scotland.  There  have 
some  signs  of  late  of  a 
of  denominationalism  in  this 
and  many  of  us  feel  the  sti 
possible  objection  to  an\'  form  of 
nationalism  in  every  branch  of  educiiiiLl 
from  the  elementary  school  to  the  nvm 
sity,  and  although  wo  are  obliged  ll 
submit  to  the  denominationalism  tU 
prevails  in  the  elementary  schools,  mm 
determined  to  resist  any  attempt  to » 
tJirianise  university  education.  We  tab 
our  stand  upon  the  fact  that  as  far  U 
as  1845  we  adopted  the  principle  of  » 
denominational  education  in  Ir^bund,  vi 
that  system  was  adopted   in    England  i 


method  of  making  a  university,  namely,  i  1871  by  the  University  Tests  Act,  wW 
by  Papal  Bull.  The  Universities  of  |  threw  open  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  k 
Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  were  created  |  would  be  a  very  serious  set  back  if  weii 
in  that  way,  and  no  one  has  i  anything  to  check  that  principle,  and  I 
ever  disputed  that  the  Pope  has  '  therefore  think  that  we  must  lay  don 
a  right  to  create  a  university,  |  the  condition  that  nothing  must  be  d« 
and  these  American  universities  for  \  in  Ireland  which  would  he  likely  to  Ik 
Catholics  hav(;  availed  themselves  of  the  used  as  a  precedent  for  going  wrong  is 
Papal  [)ower.  1  may  })ut  it  this  way,  this  matter  in  England.  But  I  am  tot 
therefore  -that  so  far  as  foreign  ex|)eri- '  far  from  saving  that  a  scheme  cannot  k 
ence  goes,  and  so  far  as  we  can  expect  ■  devised  which  would  meet  the  condition 
light  from  foreign  countries,  that  light  i  I  think  we  ought  to  have  a  scheme  wfcid 
does  not  go  to  support  in   any  way  the  |  will   meet  the    Irish    demand    and   ih* 
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lish  a  bad  precedent  for  England.  I 
^  come  to  what  seems  to  me  the  most 
K^rtant  condition,  and  that  is  that  any 
"i  for  a  new  university  system  in 
.and  should  give  us  the  prospect  of 
icving  the  ultimate  object  in  view, 
c^ely,  t<^  give  Irish  Catholics  a  cheaper, 
fcer  and  more  efficient  university  educa- 
"^  thai!  they  at  present  receive.  To 
lip  a  weak  university,  or  a  university 
Glider  cleiical  control  iis  not  to  be  per- 
ied  with  th(^  true  university  spirit, 
^Xild  not  be  giving  the  Irish  people 
i.at  we  ought  to  give  them.  There- 
*e  the  first  of  our  conditions  is 
Rt  the  luiiversity  shall  be  a  true 
diversity  in  the  highest  and  best  sense 
the  term.  That  is  a  point  which  is  in 
me  danger  of  being  overlooked,  because 
ose  who  have  followed  the  history  of 
ish  education  know  that,  as  a  rule,  the 
Langes  made  in  it  have  not  been 
BLde  from  educational  motives.  They 
kve  been  made  as  bargains  between 
e  bishops  on  the  one  hand  and  the 
ibinet  on  the  other,  the  result  being  to 
cure  the  silence  of  the  bishops  and  the 
jace  of  the  Cabinet.  That  is  the  reason 
hy  the  intermediate  education  scheme 
is  not  borne  the  fruit  which  the  money 
ight  to  have  l)orne  ;  that  is  the  reason 
hy  the  creation  of  the  Royal  University 
ets  not  the  result  it  ought  to  have.  As 
tie  of  those  who  have  always  opposed 
le  extinction  of  the  Queen  s  Colleges, 
have  always  felt  that  the  ideiis 
iarted  hy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
le  Member  for  Tnanet,  when  he  was 
le  Irish  Secretary,  and  which  were  con- 
nued  by  Mr.  Forster,  were  political,  not 
lucational  ideas,  and  if  they  had  been 
I i mated  by  a  genuine  educational  policy, 
ley  mii^ht  have  achieved  far  more  than 
icy  did.  Supposing  then  that  we  agree 
-and  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ill  agree  -  that  it  is  education  that  ought 
)  be  in  our  minds,  what  are  the  educa- 
onal  conditions  we  ought  to  lay  down  in 
ixler  to  make  Irish  university  education 
roper  ?  The  imiversity  must  not  be 
nder  clerical  control.  It  is  not  sufficient 
)  say  that  there  shall  not  be  a  clericiil 
lajority  on  its  goA'cniing  body ;  wo  may 
ave  a  body  virtually  clerical,  although 
ishops  and  priests  do  not  constitute  its 
lajority.  In  the  second  place,  it  ought 
3  have  first-rat©  .  teaching — teaching  .on 
[le  same  level  as  that  of  Trinity 
JoUege.  Everyone  admits  the  merits  of 
'rinity  College,  and  I  do  not  think  that 


any  university  would  be  a  proper  gift 
from  us  to  the  Irish  Catholics  if  it  were 
not  as  good  in  point  of  teaching  as  Trinity 
College. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  It  ought  to  be 
much  better. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  By  all  means.  My  idea 
of  an  Irish  Catholic  University  is,  that  it 
should  be  one  possessing  professors  of 
such  eminence  and  learning  that  Protes- 
tant students  would  gladly  attend  it, 
because  I  should  be  very  sony  to  see  a 
univeraity  entirely  resorted  to  by  Catholic 
students.  I  would  desire  to  see  Protes- 
tant and  Catholic  students  sitting  side  by 
side,  and  I  would  wish  to  see  Protestant 
professors  amongst  the  Catholic  professors, 
just  as  I  desire  to  see  Catholic  professors 
in  Trinity  College.  I  would  add  this 
further  consideration  that  ought  to 
influence  us,  namely  that  the  supply  of 
first-rate  teachers  is  not  unlimited,  and 
that  it  is  not  very  easy  to  stock  two  or 
three  colleges  in  a  country  like  Ireland 
with  teachers  of  the  first  rank.  That 
suggests  the  remark,  that  if  we  could  so 
liberalise  Trinity  College  a«  to  give  it 
no  longer  the  Protestant  atmosphere 
which  is  complained  of,  we  would  make  it 
more  useful  to  the  Catholics  than  if  we 
set  up  another  university  which  might 
not  be  al)le  to  attract  the  best  teachers. 
Then,  a  proper  university  ought  to  have  a 
high  examination  standard  ;  it  ought  to 
have  a  governing  body  which  would  be 
fully  alive  to  the  importance  of  making 
its  degrees  hold  their  own  against  the 
degrees  of  English  and  Scotch  universities, 
as  well  as  Trinity  College.  For  the  uni- 
versity to  begin  with  a  low  standanl 
would  be  suicidal.  That  of  course  implies 
that  thegoverning  l)ody  which  would  choose 
the  examiners,  and  direct  the  courses  of 
instruction,  should  be  an  enlightened 
governing  body,  fully  alive  to  the  educa- 
tional necessities  of  the  world.  The  last 
point  is,  I  think,  that  the  university  ought 
to  be  pervaded  by  a  genuine  intellectual 
atmosphere.  It  ought  to  have  an 
atmosphere  where  there  is  a  geniune  feel- 
ing for  learning  science  and  free  inquiry. 
If  it  has  not  that  genuine  feeling  it  is  not 
a  university.  The  life-blood  of  a  uni- 
versity is  the  feeling  that  it  exists  for  the 
promotion  of  truth,  that  its  professors  are 
not  limited  in  the  course  of  their  re- 
searches, or  are  not  prevented  from  teach- 
ing what  they  believe  to  be  the  tnith.     It 
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is  also  essential  to  the  tnie  spirit  of  a 
university  that   there  shall  be    such  an 
admixture     of     students     of      difterent 
religions      and      different      classes      in 
society    as    will    produce    that    working 
of  one  mind  on  another  which  is  one  of 
the  best  parts  of  univeraity  life.     I  need 
not  dwell  on  that,  as  it  was  admirably 
emphasised  by  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin. 
Everyone  who  remembers  his  university 
life   will  remember    that   he  learned    at 
least  as  much  from  those  among  whom  he 
lived  as  from  his  teachei-s,  and  that  he 
learned   from   them    becaust^   they   came 
under  conditions  different  from  his  own, 
and   probably    belonged    to    a    different 
religion.     I  believe  that  Roman  Catholics  j 
are  not  at  all  as  likely  to  become  Prot(\s- 
ta,nts    by    contact    with    rrotestiuits,    as  j 
Protestants  are  to  become  Ivoman  C'atlio-  ■ 
lies  by  contact  with  Roman  Catholics.     I  , 
n<'\  (M-  heard  that  a  single  Roman  Catholiit  | 
had    become   a  Protestiint  at   my  nniver- 1 
sity,  but  1  have  known  agi'eat  many  Pix)- 1 
lestants  who  liaN clwiMMnc  R4)inauC-atholics. 
\\\    iuLellectual    atmosphere  is    cjuite   as 
essential  to  a  university  as  that   Catholic 
atmosphere  which    hon.    Gentlemen   Jisk 
for.     If  they  try  for  a    Catholic    atmo- 
sphere at  the  sacrifice  of   an  intellectual 
atmosphere,  they  will  find  that  the}'  have  i 
got  what  is  of  no  value.     J  feel  further, 
that  if  there  is  any  country  in  which  it  is 
desirable     that     the    different    religious 
bo<lies  should  be  brought  together  during 
the  yoars  ^^{  uni\'ersity   life,  that  country 
is  lrelan<l.     Many  of  the   most  ennnent 
Nationalist    letwleis,    from     Wolfe   Tone  | 
down,   have  been   Protestants,  ami   have  \ 
had    the    most    power    in    stirring    the  ' 
feelings   of    the    people.      If    \    wen*    a  I 
Nationalist      I    sliould    nut    wish   to    sec  i 
Nationalist  Catholics   in   one    univei*sity  I 
and  all  otheis  in  another.     1  should  }»e  i 
glfid  to  have  them  mixed  as  nmch  as  pos-  j 
sible,  and  to  have  them  leann'ng  to  cherish  ' 
the   interests   of   their   conmion  eountry,  j 
while  ]nu'suing  thos<'  studies  which  would  i 
foster  and   .itimulate   their    intellevts.     1 
believe  it  would  be  a  \'ery  bad  thing  for  ' 
•Irish    Nationalists  if  the  Irish   Catholic 
population   were   to   be   educated    apart ' 
from  the  Protestant  population,  but  1  do 
not   see  any  reason  why  we  should  not ' 
devise   a  plan   under   which    the    joint  ' 
education  of  Catholics  and    Protestants 
would  not  bo  possible.     That  brings  me 
to  the  conclusion  which  \  can  offer  to  the  ' 
House.     1    desire  veiv   <'arnestlv    to   see  ' 
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some  scheme  proposed  which  would  i 
this  grievance,  and  I  believe  a  8r]« 
possible  on  the  conditions  which  1 
tried  to  indicate.  I  am  sure  that 
of  us  on  this  side  of  the  House  ippi 
this  question  with  open  mind.  I  di 
l>elieve  that  there  is  any  one  of  u 
does  not  ^ish  to  give  the  Irish  So 
Catholics  the  best  education  they  ca 
()ut  it  is  for  them  to  make  practital 
posals.  I  can  assure  the  Irish 
that  if  they  will  make  a  practid 
posal  which  appears  to  us  to  hart 
elements  of  real  educational  effidrtP 
it  we  will  give  it  our  hearty 
without  attempting^  to  make  any  ^ 
capitiil  out  of  it.  This  question  hu^ 
far  too  long  befoi'o  us  to  Ixi  any  ku 
the  sport  of  Parliament.  We  mi« 
ende^ivour  to  do  the  best  for  Ireland, 
no  greater  service  ctm  be  rendered  mi 
than  to  increase  the  educational  faciti 
of  her  pi'ople,  and  to  stimulate,  if  ponwSi 
in  them  that  love  of  knowlet^  J 
h'^uin'ng  which  in  iXnyi^  far  remote  sh* 
forth  in  brilliant  f1amf\  and  whii-hla 
persniuled  still  glows  in  their  hearts < 
much  as  ever. 

Sill  MARK  STKVVART  (Kirto 
brightshire) :  In  the  few  remarks  I  vi 
to  make  on  this  occasion  I  hope  I  sk 
follow  the  line  which  up  to  this  time  I 
been  t^iken,  and  not  impart  any  acrinwi 
into  the  pciiceful  tone  which  has  chw 
terised  this  discussion.  1  think  the  H« 
may  cf)ngratulate  all  the  si^eakers 
the  fact  that  they  have  endeavoiinfd 
put  forwai-d  their  views  temperately  .'■ 
discivetly.  I  was  nuu^li  struck  hv  i 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  ( roiitleman  if 
site,  and  T  think  the  advice  he  gar**  i 
g«MKl,  and  such  a  scheme  as  was  .sketd 
out  would,  T  think,  be  acceptable  now 
a  great  luunlx'r  of  the  Irish  ]>oop]e ;  k 
doubt  whether  it  would  be  to  the  Kom 
C'hurcli,  and  that  gives  no  help  on  t 
occasion.  Kvery  (Tovcrnniont  is  in 
helpless  |x»sition  with  rejLranl  to  I 
matter.  The  (ii>vernment  are  willin-' 
propose  and  do  propose  certain  measiu 
but  they  have  had  no  support  in  canri 
them  out.  The  whole  House  is  anxii 
for  the  matter  to  be  settled  once  and 
all;  we  are  all  anxious  to  thrash  i 
matter  out,  and  are  agreed  that  ) 
examining  stafi'  of  a  university  should 
of  the  most  thorough  description,  i 
that  the  general  Mtmosphere  should  be 
highly  intellectual  as  it  is  possible  to 
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frankly  admit  that  my  experience  is 
it  you  get  greater  liberality  of 
iw  iiiid(;r  one  university  seat  of 
rning  than  under  clerical  guidance, 
J  1  am  most  anxious  lest  we 
i  into  a  narrow  gi'oove.  It  is  true  that 
have  given  the  Irish  a  large  measure 

denominational  education,  and  also 
eded  to  their  wish  for  intermediate 
ication,  but  when  it  comes  to  university 
ication  it  is  another  matter;  then  the  boy 
omes  a  man  and  wants  to  rub  shoulders 
h  his  colleagues,  and  what  he  becomes 
n  he  will  remain  in  after  life.  It  has 
n  admitted  that  there  are  sufficient 
versities  in  Ireland  to  educate  all  the 
ih  in  Ireland,  and  if  you  found  a 
vei-sity  for  the  education  of  Roman 
iholics  alone  you  will  do  more  hann 
n  good,  because  you  will  reduce  educa- 
1  to  the  narrowest  possible  limits,  and 
s  because  I  believe  this  that  I  depre- ! 
e  the  extension  of  Roman  Catholic 
versities  in  Ireland.  Although  I  live 
,1-  the  north  of  Ireland  I  have  many 
K)rtunities  of  hearing  the  opinions  of 
itlemen  who  live  in  the  south,  and  I 

there  are  many  in  the  south  of  Ireland 

0  are  not  satisfied  and  who  deprecate 
5  agitation.  We  want  to  satisfy  this 
timent,  for  every  sentiment  is  danger- 
I ;  if  it  is  allowed  to  grow  it  becomes 
langerous  weapon  in  the  hands  of  a 
igerous  part  of  the  community.  I  am 
J  of  those  who  are  most  anxious  to  see 

question  settled,  and  I  would  go  to 
at  lena;ths  to  try  and  get  it  settled, 

1  if  I  had  thought  that  the  hienirchy 
relaihl  was  siitisfied  with  the  proposition 
I    was  made   I  should  have  voted  foi 

resolution ;  but  when  I  am  uAd  it  has 
ei-  l)een  taken  notice  of  in  an  official 
►^  I  am  again  thrown  back  into  despair 
knowing  what  to  do  in  the  matter 
«  is  one  of  the  most  important  mattei> 
Ireland.  AVe  in  Scotland  havt 
Lated  and  got  great  universities  which 

going  extremely  well,  and  if  the  sam 
teni  Avas  adopteil   in  Ireland  it  would! 
a  far  more  brilliant  success,  and  if  it 
.dd  solve   this  diffijrence  I  would  be; 
y  too  glad  to  vote  money  to  univcrsi-\ 
i  in  Ireland,  and  would  gladly  do  so  to  | 
e  Ireland  what  Scotland  already  pos- 
hes.    I  should  now  just  like  to  make 
1  or  two  remarks  on  a  Paper  put  into 

hands  last  night  which  contained  the 
lies  to  an  inquiry  sent  out  with  regard 
this  matter.  I  find  from  the  Paper 
t    while   in   certain   cases   in    Roman 


Catholic  colleges  special  provision  is  made 
for  Protestants,  the  universities  them- 
selves are  absolutely  free  and  open  to 
Protestant  and  Roman  Catholics  alike, 
and  there  is  a  consensus  of  opinion  among 
all  religious  critics  that  universities  should 
be  free  from  State  interference.  Those 
universities  are  qiute  willing  to  receive 
Protestants,  whilst  Protestant  universi- 
ties are  equally  willing  to  receive  Roman 
Catholics.  Your  sons  do  not  become  Pro- 
testants because  they  are  placed  beside  Pro- 
testants in  the  universities.  With  regard 
to  the  university  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  seconded  the  motion,  that 
is  largely  supported  by  the  State,  and  in 
that  case  there  is  provision  made  for 
Roman  Catholics ;  but  it  does  not  work 
well,  because  there  is  constant  friction 
between  the  Minister  of  Education  and 
the  Government.  The  figures  recently 
issued  show  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
sectarian  system  is  fallacious,  and  that  it 
has  been  found  necessary  on  the  Con- 
tinent to  encourage  unsectarian  uni- 
versities. If  that  has  been  found  a  good 
thing  so  far  as  Europe,  as  well  as  England 
and  Scotland,  are  concerned,  why  should 
it  not  be  equally  good  for  Ireland  ?  Let 
not  the  Irish  people  be  so  rigorous  or 
exacting  in  their  demands,  and  then  this 
House  will  do  all  it  can  to  help  them. 

*Mr.  SAMUEL  YOUNG  (Cavan,  E.) : 
I  wish  not  to  enter  into  the  regions  of 
3ontroTersy  on  this  question,  but  rather 
to  express  the  views  I  entertain 
with  regard  to  a  question  which  T  con- 
'?i<ler  recpiires  great  consideration,  and 
the  difficulties  of  which  I  also  know. 
Many  of  our  sciits  of  learning  arc  in- 
sufficiently provided  for.  Take  Queen's 
College,  Belfast,  which  is  doing  a 
magnificent  educational  work.  That  col- 
lege is  simply  starved,  especially  the 
laboratories  and  the  scientific  depart- 
ments. I  can  see  that  this  will  con- 
tiiuie,  for  no  stiitesman  dare  venture 
to  give  further  encouragement  Lo  institu- 
tions which  can  be  used  only  by  the 
Protestant  minority,  while  the  claims  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land are  refused.  I  think  this  is  one 
reason  why  this  question  should  be  very 
soon  settled  indeed.  On  the  merits  it  is 
admitted  that  the  Catholics  of  Ireland 
have  a  grievance.  They  require  that 
secular  knowledge  shall  be  founded  on 
religious  faith,  that  literature,  science 
and  philosophy  shall  be  taught  so    as  to 
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harmonise    with    the    doctrines    of    the 
Church,   and   free   fmni   the    danger  of 
undermining     the     Christian      migion. 
Queen's  College,  in  Belfast,  and  others  aiv 
not  established  on  these  lines.     I  do  not 
call  themgodlesscoUeges,  but  certainly  they 
are  not  established  on  these  lines.     There- 
fore they  are  reject e<l  by  the  hiei-archy  of 
the  Church,  and  who  would  darr  to  inter- 
fen*  with,  or   object  to.   these   cf>nscien- 
tious  views  .'     That  the*  Catholics  have  a 
lOnevance  is  adniitte<l,  not  only  l>y  the 
leading  statesmen  of  this  country,  but  by 
the  think(*rs  in  the   Pjiglish   Church  and 
the  l»est  etlucatcfl  Protestant  laity  of  Ire- 
land, including  the  profes8r)rs  and  Pi-esi- 
dents  of  the  Magee  College,  Londonderry, 
the  Queens  Colhiges  of  H(?lfast,  Cork,  and 
r^alway,    and    Tnnity    College,     Dublin. 
Many  suppose  that  the  demand  which   is 
made  is  for  a  Catholic  univei-sity.     Cor- 
rectly   speaking,    it    is    not    a   Catholic 
University  that  is  wanted,  but  a  univer- : 
sity    in    which    Catholics     will     receive 
education      in      harmony      with       their 
conscientious      views,       open      to       all 
denominations,     similar     tf)     the     Mel- 
Ixninie  College,  to   which    many   of  the 
Protestants    there    send    their    children 
to      finish      their     education.       I     can  | 
see    no    just    reason     for    refusing    the 
Catholic  claim  in  the  interest  of  educja- 
tion.     It  seems  that  the  first  duty  of  the 
State  is  to  educate  the  {xjople,  and  that ' 
in  whatever  way  the  people  desire  them- ' 
selves.     If  three-quarters   of  the  people 
were  Jews  in  place  of  Roman  Catholics, 
and  if  they  demanded  a  Hebrew  college 
to  be  set  up  in  Ireland,  I  should  willingly  ' 
giant  it.     The  business  of  the  State  is 
not  to  dictate  or  prescribe  a  religion,  but 
to  supply  the  means  of  instruction  so  that 
the  f>eoj)le  shall  be  educated.    The  money 
reciuired  is  very  small  indeed  compired 
with  the  outlay  of  the  nation.  You  spend 
vast  sums  of  money  on  the  binlfling  of 
ships,  on  the  Army  and   Navy  you  pour 
it  out  like   water,    but   yon  grudge    the 
small    sum    wanted  for  tlu^  education  of 
three-fourths  of  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland, 
who,  till    about    fifty    years    ago,  were 
totally  neglected  by  the  State,  and  even 
now  are  handiciii)})ed  in  the  race  of  life 
when  brought  into  competition  with  the 
Protestant  youth  of  the  country  as  candi- 
dates for  the  Civil  Service  and  positions 
of  emolument   and  trust,  simply  because 
they  have  been  denied  the  same  means  of 
education  as  the  Protestants  have  enjoyed 
for  over  a  century.     Theie  is  room  foi 
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another  univeraitj  in  Irdand.   TM 

four  universities  in  Scotland,  vUAij 

much  smaller  countiy.     There  iiti 

versities  in  England,  ^m  Durinaiil 

north  to  Oxford  and   Gamlnidgeii! 

south.     Ireland  has  but  one  teachiitgi 

versit}',  and    that    practicallr  for  i 

about  650,000  Protestant  inhaMuok 

country    which     supplies    soldim 

sailors  of  the  highest  order  to  the  fti 

Empire,  and  pays  its  taxes  to  the  u 

should    be    provi<led     with    the  ■ 

of     eilucation     in    a     lilieral    spin 

know     it     ha.s      lioeii     said    tlut 

sj'steni  in  Ireland  is    united  i>eciihi 

separate   reli^«>us   eilucation.     Thi 

no    such     thnig    in  Ireland    as  an 

secular  education  a.s  a  principle,    r 

tants    wh«>    hold    the    theory  of  \ 

education  do  not  act  upon  it.  They 

not  send  a  child  to  an   elementan* 

where  there    was   a  Catholic  ukc 

they  possibly  could  avoid  it.     Ever 

testant  church  that  is  erected  has  a 

close  by,  with  a  master  who  mus 

the  same    religious  views  as  the 

man  of  the  clHirch,  who  is  the  pai 

the  school.     United  education  in 

is  a  delusion.     It  may  l>e  put  fon 

I  prevent  the  Roman   Cathouc  peop 

receiving    adequate     eonsideratio 

united    education    is    not    even 

among     Protestants     themselves. 

sects  will  not  unite.     The  PresV 

will  not  send  his  children  to  a  Ch 

Ireland    school,    or    vice    venki. 

people  of  Ireland  will   not    have 

education,  by  all    means    let  thei 

secular  education.     The  oppositioi 

part  of  a  fniction  of  the   people 

north  of  Ireland  on  the   score   ol 

educaticm  is  a  fraud.     May  I    sai 

have  no  doubt   but    the  clanioui 

against  ritualism  in  England  by  tl 

conformists  of  this  House   has'pn 

many,  and  has  luul  s<mie  effect   in 

ing  the  progress  and  settlement 

question.    It  should  not,  for  it  is  a 

(liferent  question.  The  Minister  w 

with  the  university  problem  in  Iiel 

brings  it  to  a  speedy  settlement 

considered  one  of  the  most  popula 

men  of  his  generation,  for  it  is   a  1 

question  and  ripe  for  settlement. 

elusion,  will  you  allow  me  to  say 

;  think  I  (fan  ))erceive  a  tendency 

I  part  of  the  Government  to   treat 

I  in    a    more    considei-ate    mannei 

foiTOerly  it  did,  and  as  an  evidence 

I  I  quote  the  passing  of  the  Local  ( 
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\ti  Bill  for  Ireland,  the  Agricultural 
^  Technical  Education  Bill,  with  a 
3.t  of  £165,000  a  year,  and,  may  I  add, 
visit  of  Her  Gracious  Majesty  to 
UBUid.  In  regard  to  these  sentimental 
i^'t^rs  I  think  there  is  some  importance 
Ibe  attached  to  them.  In  promoting 
"■aibly  the  display  of  the  national 
blems,  I  hope  the  Government  will 
%her  cratify  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
^t  the  reasonal^le  expectations  by 
noiincing  that  next  session  a  Bill  shall 
introduced  to  settle  the  vexed  question 
niniversity  cduciition  in  Ireland. 

Mk.  ARNOLD -FOKSTER  (Belfast, 
~.) :  We  have  had  a  debate  which  has 
-en  illuminating  beyond  the  majority  of 

e  debates  in  this  House,  and  while  I 
juiot  hope  to  rise  to  the  high  level  of 
•eakers  who  have  preceded  me,  I  trust 
lat  I  shall  say  nothing  that  will  mar  the 
armony  of  the  discussion.  It  is  per- 
dssible  and  almost  essential  that  some- 
ling  should  be  said  from  the  point  of 
Lew  I  hold.  I  represent  a  large  body  of 
pinion  in  Ireland,  which  hitherto  has 
>und  no  spokesman  in  this  House  this 
vening.  It  is  in  their  interest  that  I 
rish  to  present  a  view  of  the  case  that 
las  not  yet  received  consideration  at  all. 

do  not  desire  to  cast  doubt  on  the 
incerity  of  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
ide  of  the  House,  pr  upon  others  who 
liffer  from  the  view  I  take.     This  is  not 

question  that  is  being  delxated  for  the 
rst  time  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
^his  is  a  question  that  has  divided  not 
nly  the  Irish  people,  but  every  civilised 
eople  for  many  generations  and  for 
lany  centuries,  and  although  there  may 
e  a  definite  nght  and  wrong,  I  do  not 
now  that  any  of  us  can  siiy  with 
bsolute  cei-tainty  that  he  possesses  the 
ight  or  the  wrong.  I  think  there  is 
s  much  sincerity  and  as  much  ground 
or  that  sincerity  on  the  one  side  as  the 
•ther.  It  has  been  represented  that  the 
^'hole  of  Ireland  has  acquiesced  in  the 
n-oposals  made  to-day.  I  venture  to 
liter  a  caveat  against  that  statement, 
,nd  I  say  that  a  large  portion  of 
h(;  |X)pulation  of  Ireland  is  opjxjsod  to 
ho  general  proposals  which  are  made 
iMiight.  I  use  the  words  "general 
)roiX)sals,  "  for  the  proix)saIs  which 
lave  beeir  made  are  very,  general 
ndeed,  and  I  should  like  to  apply  to 
hem  a  test  which  I  think  is  of  some 
alue.     I  would  like  to  put  to  hon.  Mem- 


bers on  lx)th  sides  of  the  House  the  test  of 
an  examination.  I  should  like  to  ask  them 
to  write  a  paper  embodying  their  views 
as  to  what  they  think  we  are  voting  upon 
to-night.  I  venture  to  say  that  there  are 
not  two  who  would  put  down  anything 
like  approximately  the  same.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  an  extravagant  demand  that 
before  we  are  asked  to  deal  with  an 
immense  principle  of  this  kind,  we  should 
be  told  by  somel)ody,  whether  by  Members 
opposite,  or  by  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
what  it  is  we  are  committing  oui-selves 
to.  I  heanl  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Aberdeen 
this  evening,  and  it  was  a  very  interesting 
speech  no  doubt,  but  for  the  life  of  me  I 
could  not  form  the  faintest  idea  of  what  this 
ideal  state  was  he  was  striving  for.  He 
pictured  what  might  be  a  sort  of  college 
of  angels  where  everyone  agreed  to  ao 
everything  they  had  hitherto  differed  about. 
We  are  not  going  to  have  exactly  that  solu- 
tion of  this  vexed  question  in  Ireland.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North  Louth 
feels  strongly  on  the  matter.  Ho  has  not 
told  us — and  he  is  entitled  to  speak 
for  a  large  l)ody  of  Irish  opinion — whether 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  is  one  that  would 
be  accepted  as  a  final  and  just  solution  of 
the  problem  as  it  presents  itself  to  the 
mass  of  those  who  agree  with  him 
now.  My  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  the  Stowmarket  Division  of  Suffolk 
said  many  things  which  were  very  nice, 
and  which  we  all  agree  about.  He  said 
if  we  were  virtuous  we  would  be  happy, 
but  he  did  not  tell  us  what  we  are  really 
asked  to  do.  I  don't  suppose  I  can  get 
an  answer  fi-om  the  Fii-st  Loi-d  of  the 
Treasury.  He  is  not  present,  but  perhaps 
someone  will  tell  us  later  on  what  we 
are  asked  to  do.  I  want  to  know  where 
we  stand.  Are  we  asked  to  endow  from 
the  funds  of  the  State  a  Roman  Catholic 
University  which  shall  be  in  any  sense 
exclusively  Roman  Catholic,  and,  if  so,  in 
what  sense  it  is  to  be  exclusively  Roman 
Catholic  ?  Is  it  to  be  controlled  partly  or 
entirely  by  the  Soman  Catholic  hierarchy, 
and  if  we  are  told  that  it  is  to  be  so  con- 
trolled what  pledge  or  assurance  have  we 
that  the  doctrines  of  the  Soman  Catholic 
Church  are  to  Ik;  waived  ?  It  is  the  secular 
claim  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  that 
in  the  matter  of  education  the  Church 
should  be  and  must  be  supreme.  The 
Bishops  have  in  no  particular  instance 
waived  the  claim,  and  I  do  not  Ijelieve 
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that  that  claim  is  yet  olimiiiated  fi*oni  the 
essential  doctrines  of  the  lionian  Catholic 
Church.  1  do  not  agree  with  the  proposal 
to  endow  any  university  of  this  kind,  and 
[  think  it  is  reasonable  and  fair  that  we 
sliould  be  told  what  we  are  asked  to 
ilp.  1  wish  to  see  this  put  in  some 
arithmetical  expression  which  I  can 
appreciate.      J    come    to   another  point, '  wish  to  reproduco  in  Ireland  ? 


profew  the  Catholie  relii»an  aod  | 
(iuties,  while  Article  XlV.  ra^iini  i 
attend  counieB  of  raliAioiu  leetnreL  1 
vurrtity  is  not  endowd  by  the  Scitei 
hold  no  property.  The  rereonv  mi 
controlled  by  the  Betgian  biibo|»M 
accounts  are  publiahefl  either  of  i 
ex[>enditare." 

Is  that  the  parallel  which  hon. ! 


at 
oUc 

DVU 

Iwinit 

[tTMt 

ftoPn 
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which  I  think  I  have  a  right  to  I  we  do  not. 
ask  shall  ha  met.  We  have  lx>en  told, 
we  have  beeji  taunt^  1  may  say — those  of 
us  who  take  the  view  I  take — with  doing  ! 
something  in  this  matter  which  is  retro- 
grade. \V'e  have  been  told  that  we  are 
withholding  a  just  demand  from  an  im- 
portant section  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  because  we  do  so  we  are  stamped  as 
ignorant,  retrograde,  and  illibeiul.  But 
after  all  there  is  something  to  be  said  for  i 
the  verdict  given  l)y  what  I  may  call  the  j 
collective  experience  of  a  very  large  i 
section  of  mankind.  I  do  not  think 
enough  hjis  been  nnwle  during  this  discus- 
sion of  the  information  put  into  our 
liands  on  this  ijuestion  of  endowing 
JiOman  Catliolic  educjition.  There  is  no 
foundation  whatever  for  the  allegation 
that  what  is  demanded  as  a  matter  of 
right  and  justice  to  Ireland  has  been 
conceded  in  any  other  country  in  the 
civilised  world,  and  in  confirmation  of  my 
view  we  ai-e  presenttul  with  this  very 
valuable  Ketimi.  From  ]>eginningtoend 
of  this  return  we  have  but  one  story  told. 
The  right  hon.  (iontleman  the  Menibor  for 

South  Aberdeen  Siiys  that  a  rn'gati>e  light  i  Roman  Catholic    religion    is    the 
is  thrown  l»y  this  lieturn  on  the  proj^osi- 1  religion,  and   where    there    is   a 
tion    we  are  i-onsiderinii.      I    venture    to  j  Catholic  |M»pulation  of  30,000,000, (lu 
contest    that    position.      1  MMitiuv   to  say  I  find  any  jKirallel  to  what  wc  are  asked 
that  the  light  thrown   npon   it  is  a   \erv 
brilliant   and     positive     light.      We    are 
challenged   on  this   niatt<'r,    and  we  are 
told  that  we  are  retrograde  and  illil>eral 
because  we  do  not  do  this  thing.     Co  to 
Roman  Catholic  and  Protestant  countries! 
and  you  will  find  one  uniform  conclumon.  | 
Vou  will  not  find  one  single  country  in  I 

which  this  projMisition  is  adrnitte*!  that  ]  Konian  Cath«»lic  clergy  tu  |jorjjoiis  of'tki 
\\  hat  we  are  doing  uo^^  i>  an  "njiistice.  i  faith  attending  these  uuivei-aitie&  t 
In  Bavaria  the  universities  are  open  lo  i  Portugal  the  Episcopate  does  claim  rigbl* 
dtudents  of  all  creeds,  and  the  Church  {  over  the  education  of  the  countTy,  bat  tb 
exercises  no  control  whatever.  I  come  to  '  btate  votes  nothing  towards  it,  sftvc  ii 
Belgium —  .  scientific  establishments.     In  Prussia  tt 

"  The  Univeraitv  of  [.ouvain  was  founded  by  i  special  arrangements  exist  for  the  univtr- 
the  Roman  (Catholic  Episcopate  uf  Belgium  as  \  sity  education   of   Roman    Catholics,  tf 


*Mr.  AKNOLD-FORSTER:  Dn 
hon.  Meml^er  really  contend  tbttil 
has  a  grievance  about  the 
Dublin  Univei*sity,  that  alters  the\i 
of  my  argument  i  I.iOok  atFnnn. 
there  is  an  enormous  lloman 
population,  and  which  enjoys,  or  n 
|M>sed  to  enjoy,  the  advantages  ni 
"  Concoixlat."  All  the  uiiiveTatki 
entirely  unsectarian,  aiid  Koman 
students  ai-e  f  i*ee  to  improve  their 
knowledge  in  any  manner  they 
like  the  other  sects.  In  Athen 
most  ancient  seat  of  university 
ing,  the  unixersity  opens  its  doohtoi 
students  without  distinction  of 
Cvoming  to  Italy,  a  country  which  is 
tioned  in  this  return  as   one  in  whick 


crcatt; '(  The  universities  are  Stat«  iiutt 
tions  umler  the  direction  of  the  Minisitff' 
Public  Fklucation.  Theology  does  notfiol 
one  of  tht>  subjects  Uiught  in  the  univtf' 
sitics.  In  Holhmd,  the  universities  t' 
Lf'vrlcn,  Utrecht,  Croningen,  and  AmAtf 
dam  are  open  to  students  of  all  d'eedbtti 
persuiisions.     No  objection  is  madebvAr 


a  university  where  the  arts  and  sciences  should 
lie  taught  by  professors  who  hold  the  orthodox 
faith,  and  tliinkritrhtlyof  the  Roman  Catholic 
relijjjion.  Article  XIII.  of  the  general  regula- 
lioiis  expressly  dcchii-ed  tliatall  students  must 

.1//.  Ai'nnld-For^ki . 


such,  except  in  regard  to  the  study  oi 
Koman  Catholic  theology.  I  learn  v> 
night  from  my  light  hon  fi-iend  tlh 
Member  for  the    University    of    DuUii 
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there  is  a  disposition  at  Trinity 
ge  to  give  theological  teaching  to 
nember  of  the  lioman  Catholic  com- 
by.  I  would  make  this  further  ex- 
from  the  evidence  given  in  regard 
ussia — 

cie  Prussian  universities  are  institutions 
aed  and  maintain^  by  the  State. 
Beous  co-operation  anil  interference, 
is  was  formerly  exercised  by  the  Papacy, 
nger  exists.  The  right  of  conferring 
es  issues  directly  from  the  State  authori- 
which  also  determine  the  constitution 
tatus  of  each  university.  The  connection 
le  universities  with  the  church  was 
lally  so  close,  that  in  the  Middle  Ages, 
5ven  in  the  sixteenth  and  seventeenth 
ries,  they  could  with  justice  have  been 
.bed  as  ecclesiastical  institutions.  Since 
tifhteenth  century  this  connection  has 
Ally  become  less  intimate,  and  in  the 
It  day  the  universities  have  entirely  laid 
their  eccl&siastical  character." 

we    come     to     Spain — a    Roman 
3lic  country  if  ever  there  was  one — 

liere  exists  in  Spain  no  sj»ecial  provision 
le  education  of  Roman  (.'atholics,  or  of 
3li«^ious  denomuiation.  The  ( loverninent 
rsities  arc  not  in  any  way  connected  with 
Kpiscopjite,  no  inquiry  is  nuide  with 
I  to  the  religion  professed  by  those 
ji;;  them,  nor  even  respecting  that  of  the 
(Sol's  themselves.  Those  intended  for  the 
hood  are  educated  at  seminaries." 

iid,  we  are  told,  is  a  Roman  Catholic 
try.  Is  that  the  programme  we  are 
1  to  siinction  in  Ireland  1  If  so,  that 
vs  a  great  deal  of  light  on  the 
iem  we  are  asked  to  solve.  I  cannot 
10  the  Spanish  Government  of  gross 
ralit y  because  they  adopt  this  course 
ding  their  university  institutions.  I 
d  like  to  say  a  word  about  Switzer- 
\Ve  have  hiul  an  elo(|uent  and 
esling  sixjcch  from  the  hon. 
brrfortho  Arfon  Division.  S>vitzer- 
is  a  country  not  altogether  different 

Wales.  It  has  a  long  history,  and 
ow  prosperous  and  free.  There 
ive  universities  in  Switzerland,  four 
?^hich.  Bale,  Zurich,  Geneva,  and 
anne,  arc  constituted  on  a  basis 
ly    iiie(MU|)iitible    with    the     re<|urst 

t«»  \is  to-nighl.  There  remains  the 
ersity  of  Freiburg,  a  modern  institu- 
founded  by  two  very  able  and  dis- 
ished  Roman  .Catholics,  who  are 
liiiU  in  and  members  for  the  Canton 
eiburg.  AVTiat  is  the  history  of  that 
Tsity  ?  In  the  first  place,  it  has 
*  received  the  sanction  of  the  Federal 
the  statutes  of  the  university  have 
•been  confirmed;  its  financial  con- 
1  is  most  unsound ;  and  its  degrees 


are  not  recognised  by  the  German 
universities,  and  have  very  scant  recog- 
nition in  Switzerland  itself.  If  we  are  to 
take  Freiburg  as  an  example,  I  ask  hon. 
Members  to  look  at  what  it  means.  In 
Freiburg  there  was  an  attempt  made  to 
create  tnat  ideal  university  which  has 
been  sketched  out  by  my  right  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  South  Aberdeen, 
and  which  I  suppose  is  conceived  by  some 
other  hon.  Members  who  support  this 
proposal.  There  was  an  attempt  made  to 
introduce  there  the  best  secular  teaching 
under  ecclesiastical  government.  A 
number  of  professors  of  reputation  were 
brought  in  from  Germany,  and  some 
from  America.  After  a  year  or  two  had 
passed  some  Dominican  monks  came  from 
France.  They  acquired  the  direction  of 
this  university,  made  the  situation  of  the 
German  professors  so  intolerable  that 
eleven  or  twelve  left  the  university,  and 
ever  since  that  time  there  has  been 
a  most  eml)itteied  correspondence, 
conducted  in  both  languages,  between 
the  resigning  professors  and  the 
Dominican  f rial's  or  monks  by  whom 
they  have  been  practically  expelled 
from  the  University  of  Freiburg.  If  we 
are  to  go  to  Switzerland  for  an  example 
of  the  institution  we  wish  to  see  estab- 
lished in  Ireland,  it  is  not  to  the  Univer- 
sity of  Freiburg  we  shoidd  go,  but  to  the 
four  universities  of  European  reputation 
which  exist  in  that  Republic,  which  have 
j  provided  some  of  the  most  learned 
I  students  of  Europe,  and  which  are  on  a 
I  basis  inconsistent  with  that  which  we  are 
I  asked  to  yield  to-in'gbt.  There  is  only 
i  one  other  refeience  I  wish  to  make  to  t his 
I  report,  and  1  make  it  because  it  is  a  very 
I  important  one,  and  one  we  cannot  possibly 
omit.  I  have  been  talking  about  Con- 
I  tinental  countries.  It  may  fairly  be  said 
;  that  we  are  an  enlightened  people  and 
are  not  bound  in  any  way  by  the  prece- 
dents of  European  countries ;  that  we, 
!  1)0 th  in  England  and  Ireland,  are  in 
advance  of  those  countries,  and  that  hy 
combining  our  moral  and  intellectual 
superiority  we  can  lay  down  a  sound  pre- 
cedent which  can  be  relied  on  and  be  in  no 
way  affected  by  the  errors  of  the  Continent. 
:  I  do  not  know  that  I  quite  accept  that 
i  view.  I  think  it  is  a  relevant  fact  that 
the  experience  of  many  many  years  has  pro- 
duced an  absolutely  unanimous,  oonviction 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  Continent. 
But  I  go  now  to  agreat  kindred  country,  and 
one  which  has,  I  think,  some  grounds  to 
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claim  the  allegiance  and  sympathy  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  as  well  as  the  respect 
of  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House :  I  go  to  the  United  States.  Wha't 
do  we  find  there  1 

*'  In  the  United  States  the  demand  for 
higher,  or  university  education,  among  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  Rome  has  been  met 
by  the  foundation  at  various  times  of 
numerous  univerHitics  and  colleges  in  all 
imrts  of  the  Republic.  These  institutions,  the 
j^reat  majority  of  which  are  conducted  by  reli- 
gious orders  and  congregations  of  the  regular 
clergy,  have  been  incorporateii  under  the  laws 
of  the  States  and  federal  district  or  territories 
in  which  they  wore  respectively  cstublished, 
so  as  to  >jecure  the  recognition  of  the  degrees 
conferre<l  hy  them  upon  their  student**.  Some 
of  theni  have  also  had  university  ]»rivilegcs 
granted  to  them  by  the  Holy  See." 

This  next  sentence  is  important  — 

''  But  Roman  Catholic  institutions,  like  those 
of  other  denominatitms,  are  debarred  from 
public  endowment  either  from  Feieral  or 
State  (lovernments,  or  from  the  municipal 
authorities  of  the  towns  in  which  they  are 
situated." 

*The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  T.  W. 
RUSSKLL,  Tyrone,  S.)  was  understood  to 
say  that  there  was  already  a  university  in 
Ireland  receiving  State  money. 

*Mr.  ARNOLD- FORSTKR  :  My  hon. 
friend  is  quite  right.  It  has  been  men- 
tioned already  this  evening  that  by  a  side 
wind  there  is  an  institution  in  Duldin  at 
St.  Stephen's  Green  which  at  present, 
under  the  nanie  of  the  Catholic  Univer- 
sity, is  receiving  something  between 
£7,000  and  £8,000  a  year  from  the  State. 
But  that  is  not  my  point. 


*Mii.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  I  was  init 
refcning  to  the  Catholic  University,  but 
to  the  Itoyal  University  and  the  (Queen's 
Colleges. 

♦Mr.  ARNOLD-FOliSTKR :  And  I 
referred  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Univer- 
sity, an<l  [  utterly  fail  to  sec  what  rele- 
vance that  remark  has  t<»  my  statement 
that  if  we  are  to  look  abroad  for  guidance 
either  to  the  Continent  or  to  the  United 
States  we  get  no  encouragement  or  sanc- 
tion for  the  proixjsal  of  which  I  under- 
stand my  hon.  friend  is  in  favour.  With 
regard  to  what  we  can  IciU'n  from  outside 
I  have  only  one  word  more  to  say.  My 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the  Stowbridge 
Division  spoke  of  the  lesson  wo  may  learn 
from  our  colonies.  There  are  many  Mem- 
bers here  who  iire  better  acquainted  with 

Mr.  .  Iriiuld-  /'Water, 


the  affiurs  of  our  colonies  than  la 
I  venture  to  say  that^  with  thee 
of  the    university  to  which  he  lA 
the  Laval  University   in  Quebec, 
is    absolutely    no     institutioii  dn 
out  the  British   Empire,  outside  tl 
islands,  which   would   come  withiB 
definition  he  seems  to  suggest.    Ih 
wi-ong,  but  I  do  not   know  of  mti 
governing  colony  which  has  deLTwi 
established     a      State-endowed    Ea 
Catholic    University.      If  such  exia 
shall  be  interested  to  learn  where  i 
[An     Hon.    Membek:     Laval.]    H 
regard     to     the     Laval     Univenhj. 
I  wUl     only     say     this  :      it     is    mt 
j  modern    one.       [An      Hon.  ^  Meb 
:  It   was  founded  in   1852.]     Yes,  h 
I  founded  in  1852,  but  it  is  recited  is 
I  charter  by   which    that   univeraiy 
established  that  it  was  founded  in 
tiimation  of  an   institution    whicb 
'  existed  in  Canada  for   over   200  ; 
'  The     Laval      University      is     a 
vival    of    a    time  which  has  long 
by,  and  I  do  not  share   the   roseate 
of  the  hon.   Member    for    Suffolk 
i  regard  to  the  influence  and  value  o 
'■  university.     I  have    before  me  a 
written  by  a  very  competent  adv 
which  occur  these  observations — 

*  Until     very    recently     no      sen 
'  tempt    was     made    to      provide    elei 

e<lucation  in  the  province  of  Quebec. 
'  regard  the  province  is  still  in  a  mot 
;  ward  condition.     There  are  many  pan 

province  in  which  the  great  bulk 
,  m habitants  cannot  read  or  write,  ai 
',  school  commissioners  and  memberB  of 

pal  councils  are  frequently  found  oi 
'  rciid  or  write.       The  general    result 

educational  development  in  this  pro 
.  most  unsatisfactory,  very  far  beliinii 
,  found  in  all  the  other  provinceH  in  Cai 

I  And  this  is  the  result  of  the  exist 
I  that  centre  of  national  iiitell^ 
,  which  the  First  Lord  speaks  and 
i  he  desires  to  reproduce  in 
I  Therefore,  if  we  are  to  rely  on  thii 
,  instance  of  the  survival  of  Newfou 
;  University  we  ought  to  have  mor 
>  mony  than  we  have  had  hithert 
;  its  value  and  as  to  the  intention 

Members   to    create  an3^hin^  re 

resembling  that  institution  either 
,  stitution  or  in  the  work  which  it  d 

do  not  think  I  have  said  anything 
I  can  fairly  be  said  to  detract  frc 
I  moderate  tone  in  which  this  deh 
I  been  conducted,  but  I  think  I  am  4 
I  tOi  point  out  that  by  the  passages 

rciul,  the  onus  of  proof  has  certain! 
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r«<l  to  those  hon.  Members  who  desire 

0  1>ack  upon  this  uniform  movement. 
«  are  to  take  our  ideal  from  the  uni- 
»1  practice  of  other  countries  in  the 
Id,  we  are  justified  in  the  course  ive 
'taking,  and  we  should  not  be  justified 
following  the  advice  given  by  hon. 
cnbeT*s  opposite  frf)m  Iieland.  I  repre- 
%  those  who  feel  that  the  course  which 

been  taken  by  this  country  is  not 
y  just  in  itself,  but  is  alisolutely 
ential  in   the  interests  of  all  freedom 

1  popular  liberty.     That,  1   know,  will ' 
disputed   from   the  other  side.     Hon.  j 

)ml)ers  opposite*  would  tiike  another 
iw.  They  would  say  that  human  | 
}piness,  and  possibly  human  liberty,  | 
uld  be  promoted  by  going  back  in  this  ' 
tter,  but  I  think  it  is  fair,  bearing  in  \ 
id  the  whole  history  of  this  question,  ' 
,t  I  should  ])e  allowed  to  speak,  and  not 
;h  l)ated  breath,  of  the  view  which  I 
st  distinctly  hold  that  it  is  by  the  con- 
nance  f)f  the  very  system  which  it  is 
N  desired  to  reproduce,  that  this  country 
1  other  countries  have  been  held  back 
m  the  freedom  we  now  enjoy.  I  do 
)  recognise  the  value  of  the  argument, 
hough  1  do  recognise  as  a  contribution 
the  debate  the  tendency  to  introduce 
J  (juestion  of  elementary  education.  I 
not  see  that  there  is  any  fair  fwrallel 
be  drawn  l»etween  elementary  and 
iversity  education.  The  object  of 
mentary  education  is  to  teach  very 
ing  children  the  elements  of  knowledge, 
1  if  at  that  time  we  think  it  is 
IT  duty — and  most  of  us  do — to  instil 
o  their  minds,  in  the  oidy  way  we  can, 
!  principles  of  religion,  it  is  not  unrea 
lable  to  take  that  opportunity.  But 
en  you  come  to  the  university  you  are 
:  dealing  with  the  same  material.  A 
iversity  is  a  place  in  which  universal 
owledge  is  or  may  1)e  imparted,  and 
en  I  carry  my  nund  l)ack  to  the 
jech  of  the  right  hon.  (xentleman  the 
ader  of  the  House,  I  recall  a  vision  of 
uiiversity  which  would  in  no  way  re- 
jsent  that  universality  of  knowledge 
ich  to  my  mind  is  connected  with  the 
:y  idea  of  a  university.  I  fail  to  under- 
,nd  on  what  great  principle  we  are 
ced  to  establish  a  university  in 
ich  three  of  the  faculties  are  to  be 
d  in  abeyance, 
not 

ted  if  I  am  wrong.  I  should  like  my 
n.  friends  to  tell  me  whether  I  am  not 
:ht  in  saying  that  the  suggestion  of  the 
;ht  hon.  Gentleman  was \ 


abeyance.    ["No."]    There  again  I 
,  only  ready  but  anxious  to  l)e  cor- 


Mr.  BLAKP:  (I^ngford,  S.) :  What  he 
said  was  that  they  should  not  be  State- 
endowed. 

*Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  Exactly, 
and  what  that  means  is  that  the  State 
will  endow  that  university,  but  will  take 
no  responsibility  'for  three  of  the  most 
important  faculties.  I  attach  great  im- 
portiince  to  that.  Vou  may  go  all  through 
P^urope,  and  you  will  find  a  consensus  of 
opinion  as  to  the  limits  within*  which 
these  subjects  should  be  taught.  If  the 
State  does  not  make  itself  responsible  for 
these  faculties  you  will  have  a  limitation 
of  the  teaching  of  those  subjects, 
which  may,  ipso  facto,  put  that  uni- 
versity on  a  different  plane  —  I 
will  not  say  a  lower  plane,  as  I 
do  not  wish  to  be  offensive  —  from 
that  of  other  universities,  where  full 
research  and  full  play  for  human  know- 
ledge is  permitted.  I  have  already 
spoken  too  long,  and  I  will  conclude  by 
saying  that  there  is  not  one  man  in  this 
House  who  has  the  faintest  idea  of  what 
it  is  we  are  asked  to  do.  I  ha>'e  some 
knowledge  of  what  can  be  the  meaning  of 
a  Roman  Catholic  University ;  I  have 
studied  this  question  enough  to  know 
what  liberality  in  this  matter  can 
mean.  I  am  under  a  very  clear 
responsibility,  not  only  to  my  own  con- 
science, but  to  my  constituents,  who 
must  l)e  considered  if  this  matter  is  to  be 
brought  to  any  satisfactory  conclusion. 
On  their  behalf,  and  on  behalf  of  a  number 
of  Members  of  this  House,  I  say  that  we 
want  to  know  what  it  is  to  which  we  are 
being  committed — whether  we  are  to 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  or 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Ijord 
of  the  Treasury,  or  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  foi-  South  A])erdeen,  or 
my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the 
Stowbridge  Division,  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin 
University,  the  statements  of  all  of 
whom  are,  as  far  as  I  can  make  out, 
utterly  irreconcilable,  not  in  their  genera- 
lities, but  in  the  practical  application  of 
their  generalities.  Under  which  leader 
arc  we  to  be  induced  to  make  this  conces- 
sion ?  TAn  Hon.  Member  :  They  are  all 
leaders.]  Yes,  they  are  all  leaders,  and 
they  all  lead  in  different  directions.  If  I 
can  get  any  illumination  in  this  matter  I 
may,  perhaps,  be  disposed  to  change  my 
mind,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  at  aU 
likely. 
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Mr.  DILLON :  1  think  this  is  one  of 
the  most  interesting  <lelwiteH  which  have 
taken  place  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
As  an  Irish  Member  I  feel  bound  to  offer 
ray  warmest  and  most  gmtoful  thanks  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  (5xford  University, 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Arfon  Di\i8ion 
of  Carnarvonshire,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Sto>vmarket  I)i\'i8ion  for  the 
generous  and  sympathetic  speeches  which 
they  have  contribut-ed  to  this  del>ate.  I 
confess  that  if  this  debate  had  produced 
nothing  except  the  remarkable  and,  to  us 
Irishmen,  most  grateful  sp(;ech  of  the  hon. 
Memlier  for  Oxfonl  rniversity,  the  deljate 
would  have  amply  justifie<l  itself.  That 
an  hon.  Member  holding  his  high  position 
in  the  learnefl  world,  and  representing 
the  greatest  seat  of  learning  of  its  time, 
should  become  a  convert  to  our  demand 
and  advocate  our  claim  in  such  powerful 
and  eloquent  language,  inidoubtedly 
marks  a  consideralile  advance  in  our  cause. 
I  will  now  turn  to  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  (rentleman  the  Meml)er  for  South 
Abei*deen,  lu^cause  it  raised  certain  impor- 
tant and  vital  matters  connected  with  this 
whole  question.  At  the  outset  he  ex- 
pressed his  regret  that  the  mover  an<l  the 
seconder  of  the  motion  harl  not  given  to 
the  House  some  indication  of  the  plan 
contemplat<?d  b}'  the  Irish  people  for  the 
settlement  of  this  (question.  He  pro- 
ceeded to  say  that  at  present  there  was  no 
plan  before  the  House.  With  regard  to 
his  criticism  that  we  have  submitted  no 
plan,  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  fair  or  just 
one.  It  has  been  recognised,  and  over 
and  over  again  stated  by  men  high  in 
authority  in  this  House,  and  verse<l  in  its 
practice  and  traditions,  that  it  is 
not  the  wisest  oi"  most  prudent  way 
to  advance  any  great  question,  for 
those  interested  in  it  to  introduct;  a  Bill 
or  a  plan  which  can  only  l>e  brought  foi- 
ward  as  a  private  Member's  measui-e  ;  but 
that,  on  the  contraiy,  the  proper  and  best 
course  is  to  endeavour  to  obtain  frimi  the 
House  a  recomiition  of  tht5  existence  of  a 
grievance,  before  addressing  one's  self  to 
the  particulars  of  a  H\\l  I  venture<l, 
however,  to  point  out,  and  the  right  hon. 
(xentleman  recognised  the  truth  of  the 
remark,  that  we  were  not  without  a  plan, 
because  we  have  l)efore  us  the  plan  which 
has  come  to  be  known  as  the  plan  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  The  i-ight 
hon.  Gentleman  commented  upon  that 
proposal,  and  said  we  were  entitled  to 
suppose  that  when  that  letter  was  written 


it  was  the  plan  of  the  Oovemmi 

must  say,  on    behalf    of  the  rigkl 

Gentleman  who  leads  this  Hoiue,  tb 

has  always   been      perfectly   fnnki 

honest  in  this  matter,  and  that  lie  i 

,  the  most  elaborate   precautions  to  i 

•  guard  himself  and  to   point  OQt  \k\ 

country  and  to  the  House  that  tlui 

posal  came  from  himself  alone,  inii 

it  was  in  no  sense  a  Grovemment  prop 

But,  said  the  rifi^ht  hon.  Gentlonu 

Member  for  South  Aberdeen,  what^en 

or  i  ml i cation  have  we  that  this  pnf 

would  l>e  acceptocl  in  its  entirety, «ir^ 

with   some   slight   modifications  k 

bishops  and  the  lav  Catholics  of  Iret 

He  then  went  on  to  make  a  ven*  m 

able  statement,  which  I  confess  took  ii 

surprise.  He  said  that,  so  far  fromki 

!  any  reason  or  ground  to  ima^ne  tha 

'  proposal   would   be  accepted,  he  u 

stood  that  the  bishops  of    Ireland 

changed   their  mind  and  had  decid 

refuse   it.     I   think  it    is  of  the  r 

importance    that     this    matter    ; 

be  put  on  a  true  Ivasis.      What  haf 

with      regard     to      the     plan     d 

right    hon.     Gentleman    the  Leac 

'  the  House  1     It  wtis    made,  iis  ev 

I  will  remember,  in  a  letter   addres 

,  the   right  hon.  Gentleman  to  one 

<  constituents  in  the  month  of  Jamu 

year,  and   subsequently    in  a    8pe< 

livered  in   East  Manchester.     Thi 

and  this  speech  naturally  created 

amount    of    interest    and    some 

ment  amongst  the  Catholics  of  ] 

Immediately   after  the    delivery 

speech  a  great  and  representative 

ence   of  Irish  Catholics   was  held 

,  Mansion    House  at  Dublin.      Pre 

'  that   meeting  was  the    secretarv 

!  Irish  bishops,  and  the   plan   of  tl 

;  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  discussed 

;  one  won  I  critical  or  hostile,  was  w 

all    the    speeches    were    of    a    ch 

'  friendly  to  the  plan,  and  suggostir 

the  proi>osal  shoukl  be  coiisiderei 

most  friendly  spirit   by  the    Cath< 

Ireland.     We  were  given  to  unde 

and  I  believe  there  is  no  doubt  ab 

;  fact,  that  the   bishops   had    arran 

;  hold  a  meeting  to  consider  that  pla 

what  happen^  in  the  inter\''al  1     J 

I  after    the    conference    at    the    M 

I  House,  in    February  last  year,   I  1 

I  a    semi-official    notice    appeared 

Shirufard  newspaper,  a  statement  ac 

;  by   the    bishops  and    the    Catho! 

Ireland  as  semi-official,  announcin 
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plan  was  in  no  sense  a  Grovernment 
,  aiul  that  the  (Tovernment  had  no 
it>ioTi  whatever  of  dealing  with  the 
ti-ion.  That,  of  itself,  might  have 
I  psissod  <)\'(»r,  although  it  certainly 
t>«A  a  feeling  of  profoun<l  disappoint- 
t  on  the  part  of  Irishmen,  but  it  was 
»"%¥ed  Uv  the  speech  of  the  Duke  of 

^Dnshire,  whicii  must  be  fresh  in 
meniorv  of  every  Mem])er  of  this 
^se.  I  would  ask  the  House  to  listen 
'ie  I  read  a  shoit  tixtract  from  that 
^sch.  Sp<»aking  on  the  IGth  March  of 
yeiir  to  the  liberal  Unionist  Associa- 
'%,  the  Duke  of  Devonshire  used  these 
-ds  - 

I   should  be  extremely  snrprisetl  if,  durin<? 
exiMteiice  of  the  present  (xoverninent 

ark  those  words.     He  did  not  even  say 
luring   the   existence  of    the    present 
terliament,"  but  "  during  the  existence 
the  present  Government/' 

"...  any  practical  measure  dealing  with 
in  8ubje<-t  i»  l>i*oa^lit  forward.  I  acknow- 
ilge,  jxentltMiien,  -|)erliaps  I  ought  to  l)e 
hamedof  so  arknowledginj: — tlint  this  is  a 
bje«'t  to  which  1  have  not  recently  given 
y  close  study.  I  admit  that  the  arguments 
It  forward  by  Mr.  lialfour  are  extremely 
Hicult  to  answer,  but  tlie  exijerience  I 
itaiiied  on  this  question,  which  now,  T  uni 
riy  to  sjiy.  jroes  liack  as  far  as  1873,  when  I 
w  a  member  of  Mr.  (fla<lstone's({ovennnent, 
hicli  proiK)sed  to  deid  witli  the  question  of 
niversity  education,  lias  led  me  verj-  much 
»  doubt*  wliether,  as  a  measure  of  practical 
>litics,  it  is  possible  for  either  a  Lilieral  or  a 
DDservative  Government  to  make  any  pro- 
»als  on  this  subject,  which  should  liot  be 
lilted  by  conditions  and  restrictions  which 
ill  fail  to  miskeit  a  satisfactor}-  solution  of 
e  problem  of  Roman  Catholic  education.  I 
kve  never  looked  upon  the  question  as  one  of 
^mediate  practical  importance.'' 

I  face  of  that  statement,  what  conclusion 
iild  the  bishops  and  the  laity  come  to  ? 
think  it  is  unfair  to  charge  them  with 
e  intention  attributed  to  tliem  of  reject- 
g  the  proposals  of  the  First  Lord,  when, 
a  matter  of  fact,  they  were  never 
lowed  to  consider  them  when  this  nmi 
tifsiitnus  was  introduced.  Let  me  jwint 
It  what  is  the  reconl  of  the  bishops  on 
lis  question.  You  will  find  it  in  their 
jclaration  of  28th  June,  1897,  when  they 

**In  the  course  of  his  speech  Mr.  Halfour 
jserved  that  upon  this  complex  problem  the 
ovemment  had  not  as  much  guidance  from 
aders  of  Irish  public  opinion  as  they  would 
ke  to  have.  Perhaj)s  he  may  have  some 
sason  for  the  complaint,  but  for  our  part  we 
ost  say  that  we  nave  always  been  ready  to 
lace  any  information  which  we  po!«nef>sed  at 


the  disposal  of  the  Government,  but  that  we 
have  never  receive<l  an  intimation  that  anyone 
in  authority  had  any  desire  to  receive  it  from 
us.  Even  now  we  should  be  glad  if  anyone 
were  to  formulate  a  series  of  questions." 

And  then  they  proceeded  with  the  famous 
declaration  which  has  been  alluded  to. 
There  is  another  point.  I  desire  to  say 
in  the  frankest  way  this.  It  has  always 
been  the  custom  here  to  assume  that  this 
(piestion  is  one  between  the  bishops  and 
the  Goveniment.  Pennit  me  to  say  that 
it  is  nothing  of  the  sort.  I  tell  the 
Government  deliberately  that  if  they  pro 
(luce  a  plan  which  commends  itself  to  the 
judgment  and  coiisciences  of  the  great 
l)0<ly  of  the  Catholic  laity  in  Ireland,  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  bishops,  even  if 
they  desired,  would  dare  to  refuse  it.  The 
laity  are  primarily  interested,  and, 
although  we  desire  to  act  with  the  clergy, 
it  is  absolutely  untrue,  and  I  indignantly 
deny,  that  the  Irish  Catholics  are 
dictated  to  by  the  bishops.  Even 
if  the  liishops  were  so  unwise  and  so 
bigoted  as  t^  refuse  a  proper  plan,  the 
opinion  of  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  would 
override  that  of  the  bishops.  The  plan 
of  Mr.  (xladstone  in  1873  was  defeated, 
not  by  the  bishoi)s,  but  by  the  Catholic 
laity,  and  the  first  movement  against  it 
was  by  the  medical  students  of  the 
Royal  University,  of  whom  I  was  one. 
About  a  hundred  students  got  together  to 
discuss  the  Bill,  and  we  declared  against 
it,  and  I  have  now  a  copy  of  the  petition 
which  we  sent  to  the  Catholic  bishops  ask? 
ing  them  to  oppose  the  Bill,  because  it 
threatened  to  be  ruinous  and  injurious 
to  Ireland.  This  has  not  always  been  a 
purely  ecclesiastical  question,  for  it  is  one 
m  which  the  laity  are  deeply  interested, 
and  they  have  suffered  too  much  to  reject 
any  reasonable  scheme,  even  if  some  of  the 
bishops  were  opposed  to  it.  What  is  the 
present  position  of  this  (juestion  ?  It  was 
supposed  to  be  making  at  one  time  such 
good  progress  in  this  country  that  we 
hoped  that  even  in  the  life  of  this  Govern- 
ment the  pledges  made  on  the  eve  of  a 
feneral  election  might  be  redeemed.  Well, 
no  longer  see  any  sign  of  that  progress 
which,  according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, would  entitle  him  to  make  it  a 
Gk)vernment  question.  T  do  not  see  any- 
thing that  entitles  us  to  hope  for  a  settle- 
ment on  the  lines  of  the  gradual  growth  of 
public  opinion  within  any  reasonable 
number  of  years.  But  are  hon.  Members 
prepared  to  say  that  so  long  as  public 
opinion  in  Great  Britain  is  unconverted  eo 
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lon^  must  the  Catholios  of  [rcljiiul  remain 
without  univei-sity  cdueiitioii  ?  Have  not 
English  stiitesmen  dochired  a  deadly 
wound  is  being  inflicted  upon  the  life 
of  Ireland  ?  Let  it  be  i'ememl)ered 
that  the  public  opinion  which  is 
to  Ixj  changed  liefore  anything  is  done  is 
that  of  the  people  who  are  not  suffering 
from  the  gi'ievancc.  We  have  heaitl 
about  the  liberality  of  Trinity  College, 
and  nothing  more  unreal  than  those 
declai-ations  can  be  imagined.  Thegov(»rn- 
ing  Wly  is  ])urely  Piotestant  :  the  Pro- 
vost is  a  Protestant  Minister  and  contro- 
versialist. 1  will  put  a  test  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  (loveiiiment  have,  as  1 
understand,  the  appointing  of  the  Provost. 
Suppose  they  appointed  Father  Delaney 
or  Father  Finlay,  would  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  exhibit  theii"  liberality  by 
accepting  him  ?  rhey  told  us  to  capture 
Trinity  College.  Why  l  Becjuise  they 
knew  there  is  not  a  shadow  of  a  chance  of 
its  being  done.  There  would  be  a  nice 
uproar  if  we  were  to  attempt  it.  Talk  as 
you  may,  it  will  remain  a  Protestant  insti- 
tution. Then,  as  to  the  Queen's  Colleges, 
we  know  they  are  not  attended  by 
Catholics,  whoever  they  may  Ikj  presided 
over  by.  There  is  oidy  one  Catholic  on  the 
govei-ning  body  of  Gal  way  College,  which 
is  in  the  most  Catholic  province  in  Ire- 
land, and  only  the  other  day  they  re- 
moved a  Catholic  and  appointed  a  Pro- 
testant president.  Then,  as  to  the  Royal 
University,  it  is  stated  that  we  have  it  in 
our  han(ls,  and  that  it  is  altogether  a 
purely  Catholic  institution.  Even  if  that 
were  so,  it  wouhl  not  solve  the  (piestion, 
liccause  the  Royal  I'niversit}'  does  not 
teach  ain'one.  It  teaches  nothing,  and 
there  is  no  more  futile  solution  of  a  great 
problem  like  this  than  to  try  to  piilm  off 
an  examining  board  upon  us  and  siiy, 
**  You  have  got  there  all  you  want." 
Even  if  \v(^  had  the  Itoyal  University  en- 
tirely in  our  hands,  it  would  not  solve  the 
uuestion,  mir  would  it  go  an  appreciable 
distance  towards  it.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  find,  according  to  thtj  last  return,  that 
the  governing  ImkIv  of  that  institution 
consists  of  nineteen  Protestiuits  and 
fifteen  Catholics.  It  looks  now  as  if  the 
(piestion  was  to  be  put  bjick  for  fifty 
years  or  more,  during  which  time  the 
younger  men  of  our  country  are  to  be 
denied  this  e<lucation,  which  is  their  chief 
asset,  for  in  the  brains  of  our  people  and 
our  poor,  in  m}'  judgment,  lies  the  greatest 
wealth  of  Ireland.     We  are  tcjld  we  are 

Mr,  IHlloiK 


to  wait  until  the  prejudices  of 
men  are  allayed    and    asuaged. 
in     Ireland    things    are   going 
fiom  had  to   worse.     An    hon. 
truly     said     that     under    the 
system  we  have  a  purely  clerical  i 
di-awing    five    or   six    hundred  a 
indirectly,  and  he  seemed  to  think i 
way   to  settle   this    question  wutkl 
crease  that  endowment.     Was  theni 
a  gi'eater  instance  of  penersitj: 
object  U)  endow  a  great  University  id 
will  do  the  work  which   is  needed.^ 
will  compete  with  Trinity  CoUe<^i 
others  in  the  light  of  day,  but  ywn 
a    snuill    endowment    to    leak  oiu  kl 


IP 
)liti  -a 
ivc  >' 
ith  .i 
ha> 
iinothii  I 
lof  ihi- 
[only  a 
ithis    I 

yon  a:. 
ing  .1 

Cathul 
hriu.: 

fif  vii' 

uf  \u 

dTi 

at  ii 

flecui 

it< 

ami 

U 

net 


pnrely  denominational  college 
with  reference  to  which  you  know 
And  yet  you  sa}'  you  will  not 
yon  will  not  break  your  great  prii 
Bnt  you  are  doing  it,  and  you  an 
it  in  the  worst  possible  way,  becaiuti 
]>eing  done  without  restraint,  andil 
me^m  dirty  way  which  does  not 
Irishmen.  Ought  that  fact  not  to 
home  to  the  mind  of  any  hon. 
of  this  House  who  approaches  ilH  nai 
subject  in  an  honest  wa\\  the  a)«K  Vr 
state  in  which  yon  havc'^  handled  til  £> 
question '{  Let  mo  direct  the  aUen^fl  u 
of  the  House  to  two  aspects  d 
question.  This  question  has  1)een 
with  too  much  as  a  religions 
There  are  two  aspects  which  have  l«l 
negleited  and  overlooked.  The  timi 
these  is  higher  education  generally,  w 
altogether  from  the  question  of  relipoLl 
Will  you  ^et  any  man  in  Ireland  wtaJ 
really  working  for  higher  oducatioo  fc 
st^uid  up  and  say  that  he  thinks  ii  fc' 
siitisfactory  '{  1  could  take  up  considenlik 
time  quoting  great  authorities  in  IrehM 
to  show  that  it  is  very  unsatisfactur 
Dr.  Hamilton  has  declared  over  and  otv 
again  that  he  desires  most  carnestlr  i 
■  settlement  of  the  claims  of  Catholics,  w 
only  in  the  interests  of  the  Catholics  thtt 
selves,  but  also  in  the  interests  of  his  on 
!  college  an<l  of  higher  education.  TW 
result  of  pei-sistently  denying  to  the  Irid 
Catholics  their  reiisonable  demand  hi$ 
been  to  disorganise  the  whole  8\*8teB 
\  of  university  education,  for  it  Im 
created  that  uin-est  and  uncertaintr 
which  must  be  fat^U  to  its  successful  de- 
velopment, and,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Abcnleen  said,  the  result  of  thk 
persistent  denial  of  the  claims  of  the 
Catholics  has  been  that  every  educational 
prol)lem  connected  with  Ireland  is  jiidj{«d 
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rom  an  educational,  but  from  a 
jal  point  of  view.  That  is  whv  you 
us  a  Royal  University  en(lo\ve(l 
i  lart;e  sum  of  money,  and  although 

skinnned  over  the  sore  it  has  done 
iig  to  elevate  the  liigiior  education 
I  country.  Therefore  I  say  that  not 
are  you  inflicting,  by  persisting  in 
policy,  a  great  grievance  on  the 
s  of  the  population  in  Ireland,  but 
re  injuring,  stunting,  and  interfer- 
rith  the  natin-al  develo])nient  of 
•  e<lucation  in  every  piirtof  Ireland, 
{liming  this  uin'versity  for  Irish 
lies  I  have  always  endeavoured  to 
home  to  the  House  the  fact  that  I 
t  it  not  only  from  a  religious  point 
w  but  also  from  a  national  point 
w.  What  have  beiMi  the  tniditions 
iiiity  College  l  It  was  established 
:ime  of  bitter  race  hatred  and  per- 
m.  It  was  alien  in  its  faith,  in  all 
editions  and  in  all  its  spirit, 
t  remains  so  to  this  hour.  If 
.  to  give  proof  of  that  statement  I 
go  no  further  than  the  extraordi- 
jvidence  of  Professor  Atkinson  and 
isor  Mahaffy  before  the  Intermediate 
tion  Commission,  who  said  it  had 
d  Celtic  learning  with  contempt, 
)  its  shame  be  it  said,  had  left  that 
to  be  done  by  French  and  German 
rs  from  the  most  distant  parts  of 
>e,  who  learn  the  language  of  our 
ry    and    write     those    magnificent 

on  the  literature  of  Ireland, 
y  College  has  done  nothing  to 
:age  the  learning  of  our  country, 
treated  it  in  a  hostile  spirit,  and  when 
ickenson  the  other  day  was  examined 

the  Intermediate  Education  Com- 
n  on  the  question  of  the  teaching 
language,  he  gave  evidence  which  I 
:e  to  siiy  astonished  and  shocke<l 
Celtic  scholar  in  Kurope,  for  his 
edge  of  the  ancient  language  of 
J  was  an  insult  to  the  whole 
■y,  and  he  was  backed  up  by 
.>r  great  authority  who  covered  our 
t  language  and  liteiature  with  con- 

and  scorn.  That  is  only  one  of 
laracteristic  manifestations  of  the 
which  has  driven  Irish  Catholics 
from  Trinity  Colleg(\  Therefore, 
you  talk  about  opening  wide  those 
you  talk  absiu*dity  and  nonsense, 
ie  it  is  inip<jssible  that  the  great 
ude  of  Irish  people  woidd  ever  find 
elves  at  home  within  the  walls  of 
y  College.     Therefore,  I  claim  for 
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Irish  Catholics  not  only  a  Catholic  uni- 
versity to  which  the  Catholic  can  resort, 
but  a  national  university  where  the  Celtic 
spirit  of  our  people  will  have  full  and 
fair  play.  I  hear  people  talking  about 
the  midtiplication  of  universities 
degrading  education  in  Ireland. 
I  ask — has  the  multiplication  of  universi- 
ties degraded  education  in  Scotland  and 
in  Germany  1  Can  anyone  say  that  we  have 
in  Ireland  a  university  which  gives  fair 
play  to  culture  racy  of  the  soil  and  char- 
acteristic of  the  people  1  The  Irish  people 
say  to  those  who  have  enjoyed  Trinity 
College  for  three  centuries,  "  Keep  your 
university  ;  we  do  not  desire  to  interfere 
with  it ;  but  we  say  give  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  a  univei'sity  which  can  compete 
with  yours  in  generous  rivalry."  We 
want  a  university  with  the  national  spirit 
of  Ireland,  a  university  instinct  w;ith  the 
national  spirit  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
We  have  offered  over  and  over  again  to 
the  unreasoning  prejudices  of  this  House 
the  fullest  safeguards  against  persecutions 
or  against  narrowness  of  teaching,  and  I 
can  assure  the  House,  speaking  for 
the  laymen  of  Ireland,  and  I  feel 
sure  also  for  the  vast  number  of  the 
bishops  and  priests  of  Ireland,  that 
we  desire  only  to  have  a  free  university, 
based  upon  a  liberal  constitution,  and 
able  to  compete  with  the  University  of 
Dublin  and  other  kindred  bodies  in 
Ireland ;  and  in  my  judgment  it  will  be 
one  of  the  wisest  acts  that  this  House 
ever  did  if  it  frankly  and  freely  offers  this 
university  to  Ireland.  I  beg  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  approach  the  question  frankly, 
and  not  to  make  it  a  matter  of  some 
miserable  political  bargain.  I  believe  in 
my  heart  and  my  soul  that  if  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  had  the  courage — and  he 
has  groat  courage — to  put  down  upon  the 
Table  of  this  House  a  Bill  drafted  in  the 
spirit  of  his  own  speeches,  and  say  he 
wanted,  without  reference  to  political 
interest,  to  settle  this  question  in  the 
interests  of  higher  education  in  Ireland,  he 
would  carry  the  Bill,  and  that  manv  iriift 
had  formerly  opposed  him  woula  no 
unite  with  him  in  carrying  it  into  lair. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  rise  with 
great  reluctance  to  speak  on  the  present 
occasion,  not  because  my  zeal  has  oooled 
in  the  cause  which  has  been  so  ably  advo- 
cated on  both  sides  of  the  House  in 
favour  of  higher   education   in   Ireland, 
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suited  to  the  wants  and  ^v^shes  of  Roman 
Catholics  in  that  country,  but  because  T 
feel  that  I  have  so  often  spoken  in  this 
House  and  out  of  it,  have  nuwle  so  many 
speeches,  and  wTitten  so  many  letters, 
upon  this  one  theme  that  I  really  have 
nothing  new  to  say  to  the  House  ;  no  argii- 
ment  to  advance  which  I  have  not  already 
developed  to  the  best  of  my  ability ;  no  new 
considei-ation  to  urge  on  the  House  or  the 
British  public  with  which  they  are  not 
familiar,  or  with  which  they  might  not  be 
if  they  have  followed  closely  the  course  of 
these  discussions.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
as  the  question  has  been  raised,  I  suppose 
I  can  hardly  allow  this  discussion  to  dmw 
to  its  legitimate  conclusion  without  say- 
ing a  few  words,  in  addition  to  the  many 
I  have  used,  in  advocacy  of  the  same 
great  cause  of  national  education  which  I 
have  now,  as  I  have  always  had,  closely 
at  heai't.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  this  Amendment  and  some  others 
who  have  followed  him  in  the  debate  have 
criticised,  in  a  most  friendly  spirit, 
I  admit,  but  have  still  criticised 
the  independent  attitude  which  I  have 
from  the  first  taken  up  on  this  sub- 
ject. They  seem  to  think  it  inconsistent 
with  the  position  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  hold  on  this  bench  and  in  the  Govern- 
ment that  I  should  have,  without  previous 
consultation  with  my  colleagues  and  with- 
out obtaining  their  assent,  advanced, 
publicly,  my  opinion  on  a  great  subject  of 
public  importance.  I  admit  that  is  a 
coiurse  which  ought  rarely  to  l>e  taken  by 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown.     I  admit  fully 
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pressed  them  with  the  knowledge  of  my 
colleagues,  and  having  put  my  hand  xa 
the  plough  I  did  not  think  it  c^nsi^tent 
with  my  own  personal  honour  or  the 
duty  1  owe  to  the  House  or  the  country 
to  turn  back  ;  and  that  which  I  stalled  in 
1889  as  a  member  of  the  Gk>vemmeiit  I 
have  felt  it  my  duty  to  press  on  public 
attention  ever  since.  While  quite  recog- 
nising the  inexpediency  of  members  of 
the  Government  carrying  on  a  propagaiida 
on  their  own  account  upon  any  partieukr 
subject  of  public  policy,  I  would  ask  the 
House  to  remember  that  when  a  miaBioii- 
ary  enterprise  of  this  sort  is  1>egun  uiider 
the  conditions  which  I  have  described,  I 
think  it  is  not  in  the  public  interest  thx 
it  should  be  abandoned  by  those  who  haxt 
started  it;  and  for  my  own  part  I  mean  in  tk 
future,  as  I  have  done  in  the  post^  to  do 
all  that  I  can  to  convert  my  coiintrymen 
to  the  views  which  I  hold  with  esctreme 
and  almost  passionate  earnestness.  H&^nng 
made  that  frank  statement  of  my  viewa 
to  the  House,  they  must  not  ask  me  to  do 
more  than  I  can  do.  It  is  not  my  biui- 
ness  to  refrain  from  speech  on  this  subject 
unless  I  can  say  that  it  is  the  Govemmeiit 
policy  which  I  descri}>e.  It  is  not  tte 
Government  policy.  It  is  a  policy  laz^r 
held,  I  believe,  on  this  side  of  the  Houst* 
— largely  and  increasingly  held  among 
friends  of  mine,  increasingly  large.  I 
know  that,  not  only  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  but  on  this,  there  are  a  U^rga 
number  of  Gentlemen  who  differ  from  me 
upon  this  question,  who  have  a  perfecl 
right  to  differ,  and  whom  I  have  no  right 
to  coerce  in  this  matter,  whom  I 


that  independent  missionary  action  should, 

on  the  whole  and  as  a  rule,  be  left  to  ;  convert  if  I  can,  but,  if  I  camiot,  who  Isii 
persons  outside  the  corporate  life  of    a   as  good  a  right  to  their  own  opinion 
Government.     But  I  would  remind  the   have  to  mine.   I  pass,  therefore,  fnm 
House  that  the  opinions  I  expressed  as  to  '  personal  aspect  of  the  question  to 
this  reform  in  the  letter  which    has  been    aspect  which  may,  in  a  cerUiin  ^ 
moi^  than  once  alluded  to,  and  in  speeches    regarded  as  personal  alsa     I 
T  have  delivered  since  the  present  Govern-    particular    plaa    for    dealiii|: 
ment  was  formed,  are  not  new  opinions  .  problem    in    the    letter  1 
of  mine,  but  date  hick  to  more  than  ten    l>eginnitig  of  last  year.   That  ] 
years  ago,  when,  as  Insh  Secretary,  I  was  ,  to  me  to  get  over  a  great  man^ 
ivsponsible  for  the  Government  of  Ireland.    It  is  a  plan  which  1  still  thu 
At  that  time  I   expressed  very  much  the    respects  better  than  way  al 
views    I    have    sint-e    advocate*  1.     I   ex-    has  IxHin  suggested.     Bat ' 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
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K-snctly  understood  that  so  long  as  the 
sfin  object  of  that  scheme  is  carried  out 
iire  not  by  what  machinery  that  result 
;4ttained.     I  have  no  personal  interest 
jay  own  patent.   I  dare  say  better  plans 
pi&ns  more  congenial  to  Irish  sentiment 
;nay  hn  started.     If  they  are  started, 
1  they  cairy  out  the  main  object  which 
bave  in  view — which  is  that  of  pro- 
ing  a  system  of  higher  education  which 
I  meet  the  wants  of  Catholics — I  abandon 
"  own  plan  most  gladly.  Not  a  single  word 
XX)pose  to  say  to-night  will  be  in  defence 
the  piirticular   scheme  which  I  have 
vocated,  or  will  be  intended  to  suggest 
Hit  no  better  plan  may  not  bo  hammered 
t,  by  other  minds  than  mine  and  may 
►t  receive,  both  in  Ireland  and  in  this 
untry,   a    larger    measure  of   support 
kan  my  scheme  has,  as  yet,   been  able 
>  obtain.     I  will  break  my  own  rule  by 
tying  one   word  in  defence  of    certain 
ipects    of    the    scheme    which    I    pro- 
ounded.    In  my  judgment  the  university 
hich  I  desired  to  see  established  was  an 
ndenominational  imiversity.  I  have  been 
>ld  by  letter,  by  speech,  and  otherwise, 
bat   the   university  I  proposed  to  start 
ras  undenominational  only  in  name.     I 
Ad  hoped  that  a  university  on  that  plan 
rould  have  been  felt   to  conform  abso- 
itely  to  the  principles  of  legislation  laid 
own  in    187.3,    and  that   it  wouhl    not 
avc  been  open  to  any  gentleman  to  say 
lat   the   principles   of  the   Abolition  of 
'ests  Act    had  been  evaded  by  such  a 
iiivei-sity.     I  still  hold  that  view.    What 
as  the  principle  of  the  Act  of  1873  1    It 
SLS  that  no  phice  should  be  given  because 
I  religion,  that  no  place  should  be  with- 
eld  because  of  religion,  that  in  the  dis- 
dbution  of  endowments,  in  the  granting 
I  education,  religion  should  be  put  abso- 
itoly  upon  one  side.     That  is  the  prin- 
iple  of  the  Act  of  1873,  and  I  maintain 
bat   that  principle  would  be  absolutely 
arried  out  by  a  university  founded  upon 
he  plan  which  I  ventured  to  sketch  out 
t  is    said  in  reply  to  that,  "Oh,   but, 
iter  all,  the  governing  body  are  going 
o  be  Uoma  .  Catholics,  or  in  the  main 
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quence  of  that  a  great  many  of  the 
professors  will  be  Roman  Catholics.  That 
is  an  evasion  of  the  Tests  Act."  Was  a 
more  shallow  argument,  an  argument 
which  took  less  account  of  the  actual  fact 
of  university  education  in  this  country, 
ever  advanced  in  the  House  of  Commons  1 
I  do  not  believe  that  there  is  at  this 
moment,  either  in  the  University  of 
Aberdeen,  St.  Andrews,  Glasgow,  Edin- 
burgh, Victoria  University,  the  Welsh 
University,  Oxford,  or  Cambridge  a  single 
Roman  Catholic  professor. 


Sir   F.  S.   POWELL   (Wigan) : 
one — there  is  Lord  Acton. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Quite  true; 
but,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
reminds  me.  Lord  Acton  is  professor  on 
a  subject  which  would  not  be  endowed 
by  public  funds  in  the  new  university  ;  so 
that  it  is  absolutely  true  to  say  that  at 
this  moment  in  the  Universities  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  there  is  not  one  Roman 
Catholic  professor  on  any  subject  which 
would  be  endowed  under  the  scheme 
which  I  ventured  to  propose.  Ninety-nine 
per  cent,  of  the  students,  I  believe,  are 
Protestants,  and  yet  all  these  universities 
carry  out  the  spirit  of  the  Act  of  1873. 
Then,  I  ask,  how  can  it  be  said  that  a 
univei-sity  in  Irehind,  which  would  be  only 
Roman  Catholic  in  the  sense  that  the 
governing  body  would  be  in  the  main 
Roman  Catholic,  and  which  might  be  in 
the  sense — though  that  we  ciitniot  tell 
beforehand  -that  a  majority  of  the  pro- 
fessors would  be  Roman  Catholic,  how  can 
that  in  common  sense  and  in  common 
honesty  be  described  as  a  violation  of  the 
Act  of  1873  ?  It  is  untrue  to  say  that 
such  a  university  would  be  undenomi- 
national only  in  name.  On  the  contrary, 
it  would  be  undenominational  in  precisely 
the  same  sense  as,  and  to  the  full  extent 
to  which,  any  university  now  exigting 
within  the  four  seas  is  undenominational 
at  the  present  moment.  I  hope,  there^ 
fore,  that  that  argument  will  not  be  urged 
against  the  plan  I  proposed,  whatever  else 


lou.ian  Catholics,  and  prolwibly  in  conse- 1  may  be  urged  agjiinst  it,  and  that  it  wil\ 
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henceforth  be  allowed  to  die  a  natural 
death.  Then,  while  on  this  subject  of 
the  Tests  Act,  I  must  say  one  word  about 
something  which  fell  from  my  light  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Dublin  University, 
who  made  a  very  interesting  speech 
'3arlier  in  the  evening.  He  said  that  the 
doors  of  Trinity  College  were  thrown 
videly  open,  that  Roman  Catholic  students 
-vould  be  welcome,  and  that  if  need  be  a 
lioman  Catholic  chapel  would  be  built, 
and  a  Koman  Catholic  faculty  of  theology 
would  be  established.  1  think  that  is  a 
.lew  policy. 


*Mk.  LECKY:  1  said  there  is  now  a 
IVesbyterian  professor  in  Trinity  College 
to  teach  Presbyterian  theology,  and 
Trinity  College  would  be  willing  to  make 
a  corresponding  appointment  of  a  Roman  i 
Catholic  professor.  I  do  not  know  that 
it  has  ever  been  proposed  to  educjite  the 
priests  there. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Perhaps  I  may 
have  pressed  my  right  hon.  friend's  ob- 
servations farther  than  he  intended,  but 
it  was  quite  unintentional.  What  I  want 
to  say  is,  I  should  greatly  regret  that  any 
change  should  be  made  in  the  Protestant 
traditions  of  Trinity  College.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  object  to  this  scheme  for 
educating  Roman  Catholics  would  like  to 
see  Trinity  College  do  for  Roman 
Catholics  all  it  does  for  Protestants.  I 
have  no  such  hope  or  desire.  Trinity 
College,  from  the  very  moment  of  its 
inception,  has  been  in  spirit  a  Protestant 
institution,  and  I  am  suificiently  pre- 
judiced, if  you  choose  to  put  it  in  that 
way,  to  desire  that  in  spirit  it  should  be 
a  Protestant  institution  to  the  end  of 
time.  I  should  regaixl  with  something 
like  dismay  the-  intrusion,  as  1  should 
regard  it,  into  Trinity  College  of  a  great 
body  of  Jesuit  professoi*s,  or  the  establish- 
ment of  Roman  Catholic  ju'ofessorships, 
or  any  change  in  Trinity  College  which 
would  make  the  propoilion  of  Roman 
Catholics  to  Protestants  at  all  correspond  i 
to  the  proportion  of  Protestants  to  Roman 
Catholics  in  the  whole  of  Ireland.     Much  i 
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rather  than  see  any  result  of  that  sort,  I 
should  prefer  to  see  some  other  univer- 
sity or  college  established  which  woiiM 
carry  out  the  object  my  right  hou. 
friend  and  I  have  equally  at  heart. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  MemlxT 
for  South  Aberdeen  made  a  speech  shortly 
])efore  the  dinner-hour,  the  practical 
object  of  which  I  found  it  very  difficult 
to  understand.  He  spoke,  as  he  always 
speaks,  with  great  knowledge  of  his  sub- 
ject and  gieat  facility  of  expression,  Imt 
I  could  not  discover  at  the  end  of  hi* 
speech  what  it  was  he  wanted,  what  he 
objected  to,  or  what  he  desired  to  8ee 
established.  It  was  a  happy  balance  (rf 
argimient.  Any  gentleman  unexpectedly 
called  out  of  the  House  in  the  middle  <rf 
the  speech  would  have  thought,  when  he 
came  in  again,  that  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  W!is  discussing  the  other  side  of  the 
(|uestion  to  that  he  was  speaking  on  when 
he  went  out.  But  there  is  one  special 
point  in  the  speech  I  should  like  to  call 
attention  to.  He  said,  citing  the  Hue- 
l)ook  which  has  been  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  that  he  surveyed  Europe  from 
and  to  end,  and  he  found  no  university  in 
all  Kurope  to  meet  the  Irish  demands, 
and  he  stated  that  even  in  the  moat 
Roman  Catholic  countries  on  the  C<mi- 
tinent  there  are  no  universities  which 
have  a  distinctive  theological  foundatioit 

Mu.  HllVCK  :  I  said  1  did  not  think 
the  purely  Roman  Catholic  countries  were 
countries  from  which  an  analogy  coukl  be 
extmcted.  Therefore  I  left  those  countries 
on  one  side,  because  their  conditions 
were  too  unlike  oui-s  to  admit  of  com- 
piirison. 


Mk.  A,  J.  BALFOUR  :  Have  I  so  far 
forgotten  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  as  to  be  mistaken  in  thinking  that 
he  dwelt  at  great  length  on  the  Univer- 
sity of  Bonn  ami  ujwn  the  Uiiiveniiti€i> 
of  Belgium  and  Holland  ? 

Mu.  BRYCP^ :  But  those  are  not  purely 
Catholic  countries. 
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Mil  a.  J.  BAlxb'OUR :    1  mean  pre- 1  Dhision  of  Carnarvon — one  of  the  most 

domiimntly  Catholic  countries  like  Bavaria  I  interesting    and    eloquent    speeches    on 

and  Belgium,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 1  ^n  educational  subject  which  I  have  ever 

•J  i-u      u    1         TT  •        -x  i  heard  in  this  House.     In  surveying  the 

man  said  they  had  no  Umvemty  ^rvc-\^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^.^^^^^^^^ 

spending  to  that  which  the  Insh  desire.  ;  ^he  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  one  of  the 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say,  •  reasons  why  the  recently  founded  uni- 
it  is  quite  true,  that  they  have  theological  i  vorsity  at  Abcrystwith  had  taken  hold  of 
faculties  supported  by  Grovemment,  and  :  the  imagination  of  the  Welsh  people,  and 
not  only  that,  but  the  Protestant  State  of   had    lent    itself  to  the  needs  of  higher 

Prussia  has  also  theological  faculties,  and    f'^T*'*  "Jw      *  ''  -^        ^^  T 

,    ,       .       1      , ,  ,         ,       ,     '  head  of  that  university  was  a  man  who 

he  asked,  why  should  not  that  plan  be  |  glared  their  religious  and  national  sym- 
adopted  with  regard  to  Ireland  ?  A  :  pathies.  Well,  that  obsei-vation,  which  I 
scheme  l>etter  calculated  to  unite  all  j  think  a  most  striking  and  instructive  one, 
parties  against  it  could  hardly  be  con-  led  me  to  throw  back  my  mind  on  the 
ceivedthan  that  of  leaving  other  denomina-    history  of  our  Scotch  education.  I  remem- 

tions  unendowed  and  endowing  a  Roman  Y  ^Y  ?^  *i^  ^^^  ""^  ^^l  ^"'^^  ^'T 
n  ^1.  1-  r  1^  mi.  1.1  ^  .1  dom  Scotland  is  the  one  where  university 
Cathohc  faculty.  The  right  hon.  Gentle-  I  education  has,  perhaps,  done  more  good, 
man  suggests,  at  a  time  when  the  general  1  where  it  has  penetrated  more  completely 
public  opinion  is  actively  hostile  to  giWng  j  through  every  section  of  the  population 
public  funds  for  theological  purposes,  that  I  —upper  class,  middle  class,  lower  class— 
the  Government  should  endow  a  Koman  \  *",^!  }  ^^  J^l^""^^  whether  that  result, 
ri  4.U  r     r      u  a    \  .u        .i_        which  everybody  applauds,  would  ever  liave 

Cathohc   faculty    and    leave   the    other  i  i  4.4.  -     a    c  X     ^  \  \. 

,      .        ^  vrvii^i  I  i^g^jj  attiiined  if  the  Scotch  universities 

denominations  untouched.  1  j^  the  periods  of  their  eailier  activity  had 

!  not  been  in  active  religious  and  political 

Mk.  BRYCPj  :  I  did  not  say  that  we  I  sym|)athy  with  the  people.  We  are  now 
should  endow  a  Koman  Catholic  faculty  :  told  that  the  Irish  Roman  Catholics  are 
at  all.  I  said  we  might  allow  a  Roman  throwing  away  their  opportunities  for 
Catholic  faculty  to  be  established  in  con- '  higher  education  unless  they  go  to  a  uni- 
nection  with  Trinity  College.  I  did  not  |  versity  whose  atmosphere  is  Protestant, 
say  we  should  pay  for  it.  I  but    whose    doors    are    open    to   them. 

1  Supposing  the  Universities  of   Glasgow, 

Mr.  a.  j.  BALFOUR:  We  have  no  ^^^^^®®"'  Edinburgh  and  St^  Andrews 
«^«,««  *^  «„^,r^«*  4r\.^ir  r  J        .        '  had  manned  their  teaching  staiis  from  top 

power  to  prevent  that  now.     I  do  not  see    ^  ^^^^^  ^-^^  j^^^  Catholics  since  the 

that  that  comes  within  the  purview  of  the  period  of  the  Reformation,  supposing  that 
House  of  Commons  at  all.  If  the  authori-  in  these  universities  the  great  Inilk  of  the 
tics  of  Trinity  College  choose  to  pay  for  i  students  had  been,  in  consequence  of  that 
it  they  am  do  so  to-morrow.  I  do  not '  ^*'**'  Koman  Catholic,  does  any  human 
see  what  the  House  of  Commons  i,as  | '^^ing't.elieve,  knowing  anything  of  history 
4,     A        -..u   -^      r    J         ^  1         ,     1  or  of  human  nature,  that  these  four  great 

to  do  with  It.  I  do  not  see  what  the  I  universities  would  have  l)een  used  by  the 
right  hon.  UMitloman  or  I  have  got  j  Scotch  as  they  have  been  used  to  such 
to  do  with  the  niHtter.  It  is  '  great  advantage  for  400  years '/  No,  Sir, 
wholly  outside  the  present  eontroversy.  ;  the  proposition  is  incredible.  The  Scotch 
I  do  not  wish  to  carry  on  this  contro^  ersy  j  Universities  under  Roman  Catholic 
with  the  nght  hon.  (Gentleman.  But  let  :  management  would  have  been  deserted 
me  say  that  there  is  no  parallel  between  !  by  Scotch  Protestants  and  Scotch  Presby- 
the  caaeof  Ireland  and  the  case  of  the  1  terians,  as  Trinity  College  has  been  deserted 
Continent.  If  one  wants  a  true  and  in- '  by  Irish  Roman  Catholics ;  and  at  this 
stnictive  parallel  to  the  case  of  Ireland,  moment  there  would  have  been  as  small  a 
let  him  consider  the  case  of  Scotland,  proportionof  the  population  of  Scotland  en- 
l  hat  may  seem  a  starthiig  proposition  at  joying  the  ad  van  tiige  of  a  universitv  edu- 
hrst,  but,  l>eheve   me,  it  is  a  proposition    cation  as,  I  regi-et  to  say,  there  is  in  Ire- 


that  will  lead  to  fruitful  conclusions  if  it 
be  pursued.     I  was  greatly  struck  by  the 


land.    Does  not  that  illustration,  which,  I 
am  quite  sure,  must  go  home  to  the  mind  of 
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speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Arfon    everybody  who  understands  the  historv 
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of  Scotland,  entirely  dissipate  all  this — I 
will  not  call  it  cant — but  all  this  prejudice 
about  the  open  door  of  Trinity  College  ? 
Sir,  the  open  door  is  not  enough.  It  has 
never  been  enough  in  Scotland,  it  would 
never  have  been  enough  in  England  ;  and 
I  think  my  own  countrymen,  at  all  events, 
who  share  to  the  full  the  fears  of  any  scheme 
of  endowing  what  could  be  truly  called 
Roman  Catholic  education,  ought,  from 
their  own  experiences,  to  support  me  at 
all  events  in  giving  to  Ireland  a  system  of 
which  we  have  seen  the  admirable  fruits 
in  our  own  country.  After  all,  I  think 
this  question  would  be  settled  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  approach  it  in  a  praoi- 
tical  spirit  -if  they  would  not  lay  down 
abstract  principles  of  legislation,  but 
would  ask  themselves  what  it  is  that  is 
wanted  and  how  that  want  is  to  be  satis- 
tied.  The  want  is  a  plain  and  simple 
one.  It  is  the  want  of  higher  education 
to  the  great  bulk  of  the  Irish  people. 
What  is  the  difficulty  1  It  is  this — that 
in  England  and  in  Scotland  and  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  there  is  a  strong  feeling 
that  you  cannot  minister  to  this  need  for 
higher  Roman  Catholic  education  in  Ire- 
land without  giving  undue  strength  to 
the  Irish  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  and 
l)romoting  in  some  way  the  growth  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  form  of  Christianity. 
Well,  Sir,  nobody  who  knows  the  history 
of  this  country  would  undervalue  the 
force  of  that  view.  If  I  were  to  say  all 
I  think  upon  the  theological  aspect  of  this 
question  I  am  afraid  I  sliould  say  some- 
thing which  would  justly  offend  the  sus- 
ceptibilities of  my  Roman  Catholic  hearers, 
and  which  would  be  reganled  by  tlioin  as 
an  example  of  my  bigotry  and  prejudice. 
But  my  quarrel  with  my  fellow-country- 
men, if  quarrel  it  is  to  be  called,  is  not  as 
to  the  dangers  that  they  anticipate  from 
any  gi*eat  growth  or  extension  of  lioman 
Catholic  opinion  in  this  country,  because  I 
should  agree  with  them  in  the  fears  based 
upon  that.  My  quarrel  with  them  is  of 
quite  a  different  kind.  I  am  wholly 
unable  to  understand,  and  have  never 
been  able  to  see  even  the  beginning  of  a 
ground  for  understanding,  how  they 
arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  the  pro- 
motion of  higher  education  among  Roman 
Catholics  in  Ireland  is  to  aggravate  the 
evils  which  they  fear  from  the  Roman 
CathoHc  religion.  Let  us,  for  the  sake 
of  argument,  admit  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  form  of  theology  has  shown  it- 
self inimical  in  history  to   the  expansion 

Mr.  J.  ./.  /JoJfour. 


of  true  liberty,  either  political  liberty  or 
the  liberty  of  thought.     Let  us  admit,  for 
the  sake  of  argument,  that  it  has  been 
hostile  to  progress  in  science,  to  freedom 
in   philosophy,   to  Biblical  criticism,  to 
religious    progress,    to  all   the  advance- 
ments in   learning  which,   I  think,  with 
some  justice  Protestantism  claims  for  it- 
self.    Let  us  ^ant  that.     I  cannot  ask 
my  Roman  Catnolic  hearers  to  grant  that, 
but  let  us  Protestants  grant  it.     Tell  me 
how  this  promotion  of  higher  education 
in    Ireland   is  to  aggravate  those   e\ilst 
The   l^man  Cathol^s  are   thei-e.     Two- 
thirds    of   the     population    are    Roman 
Catholics.      You   have  tried  to  prevent 
them    from    being    Roman   Catholics,  I 
grieve  to  say,  in  the  last  three  centmies 
1  by  laws  whicli  an  Englishman  or  Scotch- 
I  man  can  hardly  mention  now  without  a 
j  blush.     You  have  i>ersecuted  them ;  you 
I  have  made  them  incapable  of  the  ordinaiy 
I  rights   of    citizenship ;  you     have   kept 
;  them  out  of  every  lucrative  employment ; 
you   have  oppressed  them  in  every  cmi- 
I  ceivable   way,    from    the  RevolutKHi  in 
1688  until  the  abolition  of  those  abomin- 
able laws  which  the  progress  of  civilisft- 
tion  and  humanity — [An  Irish  Mebibbr  : 
Not  all  abolished  yet] — until  their  practi- 
cal abolition  by  the  growth  of  humanity 
and  civilisation.      But  you  have   totally 
failed   by   that  method  to  diminish  the 
lumiber  of  Roman  Catholics  in  Ireland. 
You   have  got,  therefore,   to   deal    with 
them.     Are  they  likely  to  be  less  preju- 
diced because  they  are  more   educated  t 
Will  a  knowledge  of  the  classics,  of  mathe- 
niatics,  of  science,  of  engineering — will  a 
general  survey  of  the  intellectual  progress 
of  the  world  aggravate  and  augment  those 
dangei*s  which  you,  perhaps  not  unjustly, 
fear   from   Roman    Catholicism?      I  am 
utterly  unable  to  understand  the  frame 
of  mind   which   conceives  such   a   thing 
possible.     I  do  not  in  the  least  believe 
that    university    education    will    be    an 
instrument  for  the  conversion  of  Boman 
Catholics    to    Protestantism:    but  I   do 
believe  that,  if  the  evils  which  we  believe 
to  result,  at  all  events,  from  the  growth  of 
Roman  Catholicism  in  some  of  its  forms 
exist  now  in  Ireland,  they  will  be  dimi- 
nished rather  than  aggravated  by  any- 
thing you  can  do  in  the  way  of  higher 
education.     Take  the  case  of  Germany. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  actual  propor- 
tion between  the  Roman  Catholics  and 
the  Protestants  in  Germany  has   in  the 
last  two  or  three  generations  been  materi- 
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ally  altered.  At  all|eyents,I  have  no  grounds  j 
for  believing  that  it  has  been  altered  ! 
in  favour  of  the  Protestants.  And  yet  j 
there  you  have  University  education  and  , 
can  see  what  education  can  do  for  the 
great  Roman  Catholic  population,  because 
the  German  Eoman  Catholics  are  by  uni- 
versal admission,  by  the  admission  of 
every  student  in  every  branch  of  know-  j 
ledge,  the  most  advanced,  the  most  en-  j 
lightened,  and  the  most  learned  of  any 
of  their  co-religionists.  I  think  that  is  a 
strong  evidence  of  what  education  will 
do ;  anil,  though  I  am  quite  aware  that 
what  I  am  saying  is  not  and  cannot  be 
agreeable  t-o  my  Koman  Catholic  hearers, 
it  strengthens  the  arguments  1  wish  to 
press  upon  the  House  from  the  Protestant 
point  of  view,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
those  who  believe  that  from  freedom  of 
knowledge  and  investigation  the  great 
progress  of  the  future  is  to  be  expected. 
To  them  I  appeal  not  to  keep  under  a 
cloud  of  ignorance  this  great  mass  of  our 
fellow-countrymen,  but  to  allow  them  to 
enjoy,  as  we  enjoy,  all  the  fruits  of  higher 
education,  all  the  lessons  which  the 
learning  of  the  world  can  give  us,  all  that 
interchange  of  ideas  which  is  making 
dvilised  Europe  gradually  one  great  in- 
tellectual community.  Sir,  that  is  the 
appeal  which  I  venture  to  make  to  my 
notestant  friends.  One  other  thing  I 
would  like  to  say,  and  only  one,  l>efore  I 
sit  down.  Holding  these  views,  I  do 
think  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Irish  Members 
and  of  the  Irish  hierarchy  and  the  leaders 
of  Roman  Catholic  thought  in  Ireland,  to 
make  it  perfectly  clear  to  this  House  and 
to  the  country,  that  what  they  desire 
is  education  and  not  the  domination  of 
ecclesiastical  influence.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  last  sat  down  I  think  indicated 
that  that,  at  all  events,  was  his  view ;  and 
that  everything  that  can  be  said,  and  that 
everything  that  can  be  done  will  be  done, 
to  show  that  the  scheme  of  university 
teaching  would  be  freely  and  fully 
accepted  by  the  whole  Roman  Catholic 
population  in  Ireland — that  everything, 
as  I  have  said,  will  be  done  to  obviously 
safeguard  the  interests  of  education,  and 
to  snow  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Irish 
people,  those  interests  do  not  necessarily 
require  the  predominant  influence  of  the 
hierarchy  over  education.  Everything  of 
that  kind  will  do  more  to  convert  the 
British  people  to  my  view  of  what  is  re- 
quired for  Ireland  than  the  most  ingenious 
arguments  which  I  am  able  to  lay  before 


the  House  of  Commons,  because  that  is 
the  fear  that  exists  on  both  sides  of  the 
House — they  think  that  everything  that 
is  done  for  Irish  higher  education  is  cal- 
culated to  confer  additional  power  on  the 
Irish  hierarchy  ;  and  that  everything 
that  you  do,  every  penny  that  you  give 
to  establish  a  university,  gives  additional 
prerogative  to  the  Irish  priest  and  to  the 
Irish  bishops.  I  believe  that  to  be 
entirely  erroneous.  But  it  does  not  rest 
with  me  to  dissipate  that  error.  I  have 
no  power  to  make  these  things  clear  to 
the  minds  of  my  countrymen.  That  rests, 
anfl  nuist-  rest,  with  the  leiulei's  of  Koman 
Catholic  thought  in  Ireland,  ecclesiastical 
and  lay.  Let  it  be  understood  that  this 
is  to  be  a  lay  and  not  an  ecclesiastical 
question.  Let  it  be  clearly  understood 
that  this  is  to  be  a  lay  university 
for  laymen,  for  lay  Roman  Catholics — 
I  do  not  mean  that  bishops  are  not 
to  be  on  the  governing  body,  but 
that  it  is  lay  in  its  essence.  Let  that 
once  be  driven  home  to  the  conscience  of 
the  English  people,  and  I  think  they  will 
no  longer  deny  this  great  reform  to  Ire- 
land. But  until  that  is  done  you  will 
always  have  to  meet  a  mass  of  preju- 
dice, of  weighty  objection  which  no 
dialectical  success  will  be  able  to  over- 
come. Therefore,  I  make  an  appeal  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  can  do  some- 
thing in  this  matter  where  I  am  power- 
less, at  all  events  to  do  their  best  to 
see  that  this  object  is  accomplished. 
Having  made  this  appeal  to  Irishmen,  let 
me  make  an  appeal  also  to  Englishmen 
and  Scotchmen.  It  is  often  said,  ^vith 
partial  truth,  but  with  some  truth,  that 
great  reforms  for  Ireland  have  only  been 
extorted  from  this  country  by  agitation 
and  by  violence.  That  certainly  is  true. 
It  is  true,  all  admit,  of  one  great  change. 
I  mean  the  grant  of  Roman  Catholic 
emancipation.  Sir,  that  great  reform  had 
l>ehind  it  a  vast  mass  of  popular  opinion 
in  Ireland  which  practically  made  the 
government  of  the  country  almost  impos- 
sible until  the  reform  was  granted.  There 
is  no  possibility  of  any  such  event  occur- 
ring in  connection  with  university  educa- 
tion. The  cause  of  university  education 
is  a  national  cause,  but  it  appeals  only  to 
the  few.  It  has  behind  it,  and  it  can 
have  behind  it,  no  great  popular  passion, 
no  vast  demonstration  of  force,  no  armed 
throng,  no  refusal  of  taxation,  no  great 
exhibition  of  popular  feeling  like  that 
I  which  signalised  the  years  1828-29,      Iw 
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my  judgment  that  is  an  additional  reason 
why  this  cause  should  be  regarded  by 
Englishmen  and  Scotchmen  with 
sympathy  and  impartiality.  Jus- 
tice ciinnot  1)0  extorted  from  us  in 
this  case  by  violence.  What  we  give  we 
shall  have  to  give  freely.  It  is  not  in  the 
power  of  any  agitator  to  raise  Ireland 
upon  the  subject  of  higher  education  for 
Ireland,  though  I  think  that  higher  educa- 
tion for  Ireland  will  probably  do  more  for 
that  country  than  many  of  the  things 
which  have  disturbed  the  peace  and 
threatened  almost  the  unity  of  the  P]m- 
pire.  Is  not  that  a  reason  why  we,  the 
great  Protestant  majority,  knowing  and 
believing  in  our  own  strength,  should 
grant  to  Ireland  what  the  highest  minds 
in  Ireland  desire  1  This  is  no  mob  de- 
mand for  other  people's  property,  for  the 
break-up  of  the  Empire,  for  any  other  toy 
or  any  other  cause  in  favour  of  which  a 
demagogue  might  appeal  to  his  fellow- 
countrymen.  This  is  no  demagogue's 
theme.  It  will  raise  no  great  passion.  In 
these  circumstances  it  behoves  us,  sitting 
as  an  impartial  tribunal,  without  preju- 
dice, to  give  that  which  we  believe  will 
be  for  the  benefit  of  our  fellow-country- 
men. And  those  of  us  who  think,  as  I 
think,  that  the  higher  education  of  a 
country  is  a  thing  which  does  not  concern 
only  or  mainly  those  who  enjoy  that 
higher  education,  })ut  that  it  permeates 
all  ranks,  that  it  touches  all  interests,  that 
it  is  an  absolute  necessity  of  healthy 
national  life  —  surely  we  are  bound, 
whether  it  be  for  our  personal  interest  or 
not,  but  simply  as  men  responsible 
before  Heaven  and  before  posterity  for 
the  better  government  of  the  country 
whose  citizens  we  are,  to  do  everything 
we  can  to  give  to  Ireland  that  which  Scot- 
land and  England  have  so  long  enjoyed 
in  such  full  and  ample  measure.  That  is 
all  I  have  got  to  say  on  the  main  ques- 
tion. May  I  suggest,  on  the  question  of 
procedure,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
having  had  a  debate  in  which,  I  venture 
to  think,  the  argument  has  largely  gone 
their  way,  should  abstain  from  a  division. 
[Hon.  Members:  No.]  The  reason  I 
make  that  suggestion — it  is  not  an  appeal 
— is  this.  The  question  before  the  House 
is  that  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  do  now  leave 
the  chair.  For  that  motion  there  will  be, 
necessarily  and  by  immemorial  tradition 
of  the  House,  Government  tellers. 
For  that  motion,  all  the  mem- 
bers    of     the      Government,     including 

Mi\  A,  J,  Bidjom, 


myself,  whatever  their  convictions 
upon  the  question  which  we  have  been 
discussing,  will  vote ;  and  a  large  number 
of  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  Hoiwe, 
who  probably  sympathise  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  will  have  to  vote 
against  their  tellers,  or  they  will  have  to 
abstain.  In  those  circumstances,  it  is 
evident  that  a  division  will  not  represent 
the  feeling  of  the  House,  and  in  the 
interests  of  the  cause  for  which  I  hare 
pleaded  I  fear  sA.  too  gi'eat  length  — [Hox. 
Mrmbeks  :  No.] — I  suggest  that  no 
division  should  be  taken. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Montrose  Burghs): 
I   have  no  idea  of  entering  into  contro- 
versy  with  the    right   hon.    Gentleman, 
who  has  stilted  the  case  for  the  Amend- 
ment  with  a  force,  an  eloquence,  and  a 
passion,  which  certainly  no  other  Member 
of  the  House  could  equal.     I  have  heard 
nearly  the  whole  of  it,  and  I  am  sure  that, 
in   the  opinion  of  everyone,  it  is  one  of 
those  which  do  high  honour  to  the  House 
as  a  deliberative  assembly.  But  the  righth(HL 
Gentleman  has  now  raised  a  new  point; 
he  now  deprecates  going  to  a  division,  for 
a  reason   the  force  of  which    must  be 
recognised.     On   the  supposition   that  a 
division    was     possible    I    should    ha?e 
pressed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  vote 
for  the  motion  to  which  he   has  given 
such     powerful     and     efficient    support. 
When  so  much  is  owed  to  the  right  non. 
Gentleman,  it  would    be    ungrateful   to 
press  him  to  take  a  separate  action  from 
the  other  members  of  the  Cabinet.     But 
the  position  is  rather  a  novel  one  in  our 
political  history.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  spoken  in  favour  of  this  conces- 
sion to  Ireland  with  a  force  which  neither 
Mr.  Canning  nor  any  other  of  the  great 
luminaries  of    the  past  could  have  sur- 
passed.    At  an  earlier  stage  of  the  even- 
ing the  hon.  Meml^er  for  East  Mayo  read 
a  passage  from  a  speech  of  the  Duke  of 
Devonshire  to  the  effect  that,  so  far  as  he 
could    foresee,  this   question    could    not 
become  a  practical  question  in  the  life- 
time of  any  man  living.     Here  are,  there- 
fore, two  meml>ers  of  the  same  Cabinet 
taking    directly    opposite    views.      This 
is   not  the  first  time    that  there   have 
been     open     questions     in     a    Cabinet. 
I    think   as   far  as  to-night's   division  is 
concerned   the   plea  of    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman   is   a  good   one,  but  I  think 
also  we  have  a  moral  right  to  call  on  him 
on  the  verv  first  occtvsion  on  which  a  vote 
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•can  fairly  be  taken  on  this  question  to 
-express  his  own  views  in  the  same  way 
in  which  Mr.  Canning  on  the  one  haiul 
And  Sir  Rol>ert  Peel  on  the  other,  dealing 
with  open  questions  in  the  Cabinet  wcMit, 
as  it  were,  to  the  stake  for  this  opinion. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  1  voted 
ior  it  l)efore.  I  should  have  done  so  if  I 
had  had  the  chance,  and  I  think  I  did. 


experience.  I  think  the  country  at  this 
moment  is  inclined  to  lend  a  more  favour- 
able ear  than  was  tlie  ease  for  a  good 
many  years  to  Irish  feelings  and  opinions, 
and  I  am  very  sanguine  after  the  speech 
to  which  we  have  just  listened  that  this 
great  ([uestion  has  made  a  great  and 
marked  stnde  towards  a  complete  solu- 
tion. 


Mr,  DILLON  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man voted  for  it  on  the  first  occasion  on 
which  we  raised  this  question. 


Mr,   J.   MOKLEY 


•question  aroc^e  in  a  manner  which  would 
make  it  a  confidence  vote,  then  T  agree 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be 
expected  to  vote.  But  wt^  now  under- 
stand that  whenever  the  occiision  is  pn*- 
flented  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
prepared  to  go  into  the  lobby  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  from  Ireland.  [Ah*  A.  J. 
Balfour  :  Hear,  hear  I]  Any  stranger 
listening  to  this  debate  to-night — I  say 


Mr.  T.  M.  HKALY  :  My  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  Wateriord  has  asked  me 
to  say  a  word  in  reference  to  the  request 
of  the  Leader  of  the  House.  Before  I  do 
so  may  I  thank  him  on  l)ehalf  of  the  Irish 
Of  course  if   the    party  and  of  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  for 


the  very  n<)))le  and  elevaterl  speech  he 
has  made.  Perhaps  I  may  say  that  the 
position  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  in 
advocating  this  question  bears,  I  have 
sometimes  thought,  a  .singular  resemblance, 
l)otli  in  elevation  of  style  and  dignity  of 
tone,  to  that  occasionally  taken  up  l)y 
the  late  Mr.  Gladstone.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  us  to  assuage   the  pre- 

f "."  \  judices    of   the    English     people.       Mr. 

'       '  Gladstone  used  to  make  the  same  appeal. 


without  the  least  disrespect  to  those  who  |  j^e  used  to  iisk  us  when  we  were  'fight- 
have  spoken  against  the  motion— who  had  ,  i,|g    for   Home    Rule,   to    convince    the 


heard   the   speeches,   and   especially   the 
speech  of  the  Leader  of  the  House,  would 


English      people     that 
seeking  for  sepiration. 


M-e     were     not 
The  right  hon. 


have  said  "  That  question  will  pass  with- 1  Gentleman  asked  us  on  the  present  occa- 
•out  a  division."  Looking  at  the  state  of  i  sion  to  so  assuage  the  prejudices  of  the 
opinion  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  1 1  English  people  that  their  bigotry  will  dis- 
believe the  day  will  come,  not  only  within  j  appear,  and  that  foi-  the  first  time  the 
the  time  contemplated  by  the  Duke  of  \  mintage  from  the  Irish  mould  will  be 
Devonshire,  but  within  a  j)erfectly  reason-  j  cuiTcnt  coin.  While  giving  the  right  hon. 
Able  time,  when  the  House  will  be  Gentleman  all  his  due  —and  I  think  there 
unanimous  in  making  the  concession  for  |  is  no  ungenerous  sentiment  towards  him 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  so  i  in  this  quarter  of  the  House,  whatever 
powerfully  pleaded.  No  doubt  there  is  now  |  may  have  been  the  dift'erences  which 
some    division    of  opinion  cm  this    side    have  divided  us  in  former  times—  1   will 


AS  well  as  on  the  other,  but  here  and 
there  the  objections  which  are  felt  will 
melt  away  Ixsfore  the  argimieuts  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  u*e(l  and  which  he 
ha*i  pressed  with  such  i\\traordinary 
power  and  sincerity.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned  there  is  no  man  in  the  House 
more  unwilling  to  take  a  single  step  in 
the  direction  of  the  extension  or 
strengthening  of  the  idea  of  the  denomi- 
national system,  either  in  coruiection  with 
higher  education  or  any  other  stage  of 
education,  than  I  am,  but  my  own  conver- 
sion  in   respect    to     this    (piestion    was 


venture  to  state  to  the  House  in  a  few 
words  the  reasons  why  we  are  unable  to 
comply  with  th(»  demand  of  the  right 
hon.  (Tcntleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  have  said,  sometimes  reminds  me 
of  Mr.  Gladstone.  There  is  another  gi'eat 
statesman  also  to  whom  in  his  attitude 
to-night  he  l)ears  a  singular  resemblance. 
I  refer  to  the  late  Air.  I^itt.  He  was 
in  favour  of  Catholic  Emancipation,  the 
liberty  of  the  slave,  and  Parliamentary 
Reform.  He  ivdvocated  these  three  great 
principles  with  great  energy  and  great 
vigour,    but    he    failed    to    convert  the 


octed — as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told    Cai)inet   of   that  day,  as  is  explained  in 
us  his  opinions  were  changeil     by  Irish    the  great  history  published  by  tW.  x\^ 
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hon.  (Tentleinaii  the  Meml)er  for  Trinity 
College.  Mr.  Pitt  remained  in  the  Cabinet 
and  Catholic  P^raancipation,  the  Abolition 
of  Slavery,  and  Parliamentary  Suffrage 
were  not  advanced,  and  for  years  all  thfese 
great  questions  remained  in  the  same 
situation  as  when  Mr.  EMtt's  platonic 
opinions  were  uttered.  The  Irish  Mem- 
iMjrs  are  politicians.  Surveying  the  field 
of  politics  we  cannot  leave  out  of  our  con- 
sideration the  probability,  in  the  first  place, 
that  a  dissolution  may  take  place  in  the 
present  session,  and  in  the  second  place 
that  in  any  changes  in  politics  that  may 
take  place  the  Duke  of  Devonshire,  whose 
speech  has  been  quoted,  and  who  is  pro- 
bjibly  one  of  the  most  dogged  statesmen 
in  Kurope,  may  in  any  regrettable 
change  in  the  leadership  of  the  present 
Government  become  Prime  Minister  of 
England.  Under  these  circumstances  I 
am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
feel  that  this  is  distinctly  the  (me  occasion 
on  which  we  should  have  a  division  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  this  question,  in 
view  of  the  present  position  of  politics  in 
this  country.  Three  times  when  this 
question  has  been  before  the  House  we 
have  abstained  from  going  into  the  lobby. 
We  were  told  on  every  one  of  these  occa- 
sions that  it  was  a  matter  in  which  the 
confidence  of  the  Government  was  in- 
volved, and  we  were  appealed  to  not  to 
take  a  division  and  not  to  imperil  this 
question.  From  that  time  to  the  present 
is  ten  years,  and  so  far  as  I  can  make  out, 
beyond  the  noble  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  this  (luestion 
has  not  advanced.  There  is  another 
reason,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
state  it.  I  would  remind  the  House 
that  the  occasion  seized  on  by  the  Duke 
of  Devonshire  to  make  his  iwn  posmmm 
declaration  was  St.  Patrick's  Day  of  last 
year.  It  is  quite  true  that  on  St.  Patrick's 
Day  of  this  year,  as  far  as  expression  is 
concerned,  a  very  difterent  tone  and  temper 


have  been  alleged  to  prevail  in  England. 
I  never  have,  so  far  as  I  can  recollect,  in  any 
way  associated  the  monarch  of  this  reahn 
Avith  either  her  Ministers  or  this  House.  On 
the  contrary,  speaking  for  myself,  I  should 
prefer,  after  my  experience  in  this  House, 
to  be  governed  by  one  monarch  rather 
then  by  600,  with,  perhaps,  I  should 
say,  the  400  over  the  way  thrown 
in.  Speaking  for  myself,  I  do  think 
the  present  occasion  is  emphatically 
one  on  which  we  should  show  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  this  time^ 
w^hen  Irish  soldiers  are  dyeing  the  African 
veldt  with  their  blood,  and  when  the 
monarch  of  this  realm  is  going  across,  for 
the  first  time  in  fifty  years,  to  visit  our 
country  to  receive  the  reception  of  \\a 
inhabitants,  is  the  very  moment  seized  on 
by  this  Protestant  House  of  Commons  to 
trample  on  the  dearest  convictions  of  the 
Catholics  of  Ireland.  As  far  as  my  judg- 
ment is  concerned,  there  was  never  & 
more  favourable  time  for  taking  a  division. 
I  observe  that  His  Holiness  the  Pope  has 
telegraphed  to  high  authorities  in  this 
country  congratulating  the  Catholics  of 
Ireland  on  the  honour  they  are  to 
receive.  I  trust  to-morrow  that  when  the 
news  of  the  division  in  what  we  were 
told  to-night  is  a  Protestant  Parliament 
reaches  these  high  authorities,  they  may 
imderstand  what  it  is  that  for  three 
long  centuries  the  Catholics  of  Ireland 
have  struggled  for,  and  that  they  may 
understana  our  determination,  no  matter 
what  may  be  your  statements  on  an 
occasion  like  this,  to  record  from  the 
bottom  of  our  hearts  our  resolution  to 
contiruie  the  struggle  for  our  indepen- 
dence. 

Question  put. 

The      House     divided  : — Ayes,     177  ; 
Noes,  91.     (Division  List  No.  78.) 


Allison,  Koljert  Andrew 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold -Forster,  Hugh  O. 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Atkinson,  Ht.  Hon.  John 
Bailey,  James  (Walwortli) 
Uaird,  John  ( Jeorge  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
BalfourJUHonA.J.  (Manch'r) 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Bartleyi  George  C.  T. 
Mr,  r.  M.  Henly. 


AYES. 

Bejich,UtHonSirM.H.(BriBtol) 
Beach,RtHonW.W.B.  (Hants. 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Blakiston- Houston,  John 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bond,  Edward 

Bowle8,Ca»t.  H.  F.  (Middlesex) 
Bransev,  /*  U)ert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St  .John 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Ryburn 


Burt.  Thomas 
Caldwell,  James 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
Cavendi8li,V.C.W  (Derbyshire 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Herttord,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwidi) 
Cbaml)erlain,Rt.  Hn.  J.^Birm.) 
Chaml)erlain,  J  Austen  ( Worc'r 
Channine,  Francis  Allston 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charriugton,  Si>encer 


Roman  CaikoUe 

Ek,  Visoount 
igton,  Sir  William 
L  Douglas  Harry 
;a,  Rt.lIon.  Jesse 
1,  Chas.  Edw.  H.Athole 
allis,  Fiennes  S.  W. 
Alexander  (Glasgow) 
,  Hon.  Henry 
1,  Viscount 

sM.  Vaughan-(Cardigan 
,  Arthur 

,  John  K.  D.  Wincfield- 
ifl,  Kt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
rd.  Sir  Wm.  Theodore 
Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wm.  Hart 

(veorge  Denison 
1,  Sir  T.  Geoi^e 
es,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Edw. 
»on,Kt  Hn.Sir  J.  ( Manc'r 
Admiral  (Eastbourne) 
Geoi^  H. 
',  Sir  K.  Bannatyne 
ik,  Joseph  Thomaw 
r,  Ernest 

r,  Henry  William 
,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co. ) 

trav,  William  Johnson 

,  Sydney 

Hon.  Vicary  (St.  Albans) 

Charles  Tyrrell 

n.  Sir  Augustus  F. 

¥orthy,  Major-General 

Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 

en,  George  J.  (Sussex) 

Ernest  (West  Ham) 

3, Henry  D. (Shrewsbury 

•n,  John 

le,  Hon.  Ronald 

h;  Ellis  J. 

$ir  Cameron 

n,  SirWm.  Brampton 

fy  Thomas  Frederick 
ton,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  («. 
iry,  Rt.Hn.  RobertWm. 
Xy  Sir  James  Homer 
»,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  Seale- 
1,  Walter 
r,  Augustus 
srson,  Alexander 
>n-Hodge,  R.  Trotter 
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Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Pierpoiut,  Robert 
Phmkett,Rt.  HnHoraceCurzon 
Powell,  Sir  P'rancis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Price,  Robert  John 
PurviH,  Robert 


Homiman,  Frederick  John 

Houston,  R.  P. 

Howarrl,  Joseph 

Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 

Humplireys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 

Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 

Jaooby,  James  Alfred 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Jones,David  Brynmor( Swans. 

Kennaway,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  H. 
Keswick,  William 
Knowles,  Lees 

Lawrence,SirE.Duming-  ( Com 
Lawrence, Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks) 
Lawson,  Sir  W.  (Cumberland) 
Llewelyn,SrDillwyn-(Swansea 
Lockwood,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R. 
Long,  Rt.  Hn.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowles,  John 

Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Gumming 
Maddison,  Fred. 
Massey-Main  waring,  Hn.  W.F. 
Mellor,  Rt.  Hon. J. W.( Yorks.) 
Meysey-Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Middlemure,  Jn.  Tbrogmorton 
Mil  ward.  Colonel  Victor 
More,  R.  J.  (Shrojisliire) 
Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
Morrison,  Walter 
Morton,  A.  H.  A.  (Deptford) 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C. 
Murray ,KtHnAGraham  (But-e 

Newdigate,  FrancisAlexander 

Oldroyd,  Mark 

O'Neill,  Hon.  Robt.  Torrens 

Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsay 

Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbert  P.  i Darlington) 
Percy,  Earl  I 

PerkH,  Robert  William  1 


Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Ridley.Rt.  Hn.Sir  Mattliew  W. 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  T. 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
RoljertHon,  Herl)ert  ( Hackney) 
Round,  .lames 

Runciman,  Walter 

Ryder,  John  Herbert  Dudley 

Samuel,  J.  (Stockton-on-Tees) 

Sandys,Lieut.  -Col.  Thos.  Myles 

Savory,  Sir  Joseph 

Smith,  Jas.  Parker  (Lanarks.) 

Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 

Steadman.  William  Charles 

Stephens,  Henry  Charles 

Steward,  SirMark  J ,  M*Taggart 

Strachey,  Eilward 

Stratt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 

Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 

Thomas,  Da  vid  Alf  red(Merthyr 
Tollemache,  Henry  James 
Tomlinson,Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Tritton,  Charles  Emest 

Webster,  Sir  Richard  E. 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E(Taunt'n 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  JohnCarvelT(Nott8. 
Williams,  J  os'ph  Powell-(Birm. 
Willox,  Sir  John  Archibald 
Wilson,  John  ((xovan) 
Wo<lehouse,Rt.Hn.E.R.  (Bath 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.C.B.Stuart- 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  D'Arcy 
Young,  Commander  ( Berks,  E. 
YoxaU,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes;— 
Mr.  Anstruther  and  Mr. 
Fisher. 


NOES. 


am,  Wm.  (Cork,  N.E.) 

yae,  Robert 

,  Sir  William  ReyneU 

1,  Alfred 

bh,Rt.Hon.  Herbert  H. 

I,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 

1,  M.  (Limerick,  W.) 

E.  (Cork,S.) 
[,  Augustine 
,  Edward 

,  James  Laurence 

1,  Patrick  Geo.  Hamilton 

f^  John  Joseph 


Commins,  Andrew 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Courtney, Rt.  Hon. Leonard  H. 

Crean,  Eugene 

Crilly,  Daniel 

Curran,  Tliomas  B.  (Donegal) 

Curran,Thomas  (Sligo,  S. ) 

Daly,  James 

Dillon,  John 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 

Emmott,  Alfred 
Engledew,  Charles  John 


Farrell,  James  P.  (Cavan,  W.) 
Farrell,  Thomas  J.  (Kerry,  S.) 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 
Field,  William  (Dublin) 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Foster,  Harry  S.  (Suffolk) 
Fox,  Dr.  Joseph  Fitmcis 

Gibney,  James 

Gilhooly,  James 

Green,  WalfordD.  ( W  ednesb'ry 

Grey,  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 

Haldane,  Richard  Burdon 
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Hammond,  John  (Carlo w) 
Harrington,  Timoth 
Harwood,  (leoirge 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Healy,  Maurice  (Cork) 
Healy,TimothvM.  (N.  Louth) 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  CharlesH. 
Hogan,  James  Francis 

Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Jone8,  "NVin.  (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordon,  Jeremiah 

Kenyon,  James 
Kilbride,  Denis 

Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
Lough,  Tliomas 

Macaleese,  Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr  MA(Queen'sC 
MacNeill,  John  (iordon  S>\'ift 
M*Dermott,  Patrick 


M*Ghee,  Ricliard 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Minch,  Matthew 
Molioy,  Bernard  Charles 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moore,  Arthur  (Londondeny) 
Morley,  Rt.  Hon*J.(  Montrose) 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morris,  Sanmel 
Mumaghan,  George 

O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor,  Arthur  (Donegal) 
O'Connor,  J.  (Wicklow,  W.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
O  Dowd,  John 
O'Keeffe,  Francis  Arthur 
O'Kelly,  James 
(VMalley,  William 

Pamell,  John  Howard 
Pinkerton,  John 


Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Redmond, John  £.(WHterford) 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Reid,  Sir  Robert  Threshie 

Simeon,  Sir  Barrinffton 
Sullivan,  Donsl  (Westmeath) 

Talbot,  Rt.Hon.J.G.(Ox.Unv. 
Tanner,  Cha*  les  Keamn 

Ure,  Alexander 

WUson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbmigb) 

Yerburgh,  Robert  Annstram; 
Young,  Samuel  (Cavan,  £trt| 

Tellers  for  the  NoBft- 
Sir  Thomas  Esmonde  and 
Captain  Donelan. 


Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

MIDWIVKS  [EXPENSES]. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.    Grant  Lawson,  Yorkshire,  N.K., 
Thirsk,  in  the  Chair.] 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  it  is 
expedient  to  authorise  the  payment,  out 
of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament, 
of  such  Expenses  as  the  Treasury  may 
certify  to  have  been  necessarily  incurred 
by  the  General  Medical  Council  under 
any  Act  of  the  present  session,  to  secure 
the  bettor  training  of  Mid^vive8,  and  to 
regulate  their  practice." — (Sir  John  Gnrst,) 


Mk.  DALY  (Monaghan,  S.)  said  he 
was  sure  that  the  Government  were  not 
in  such  a  hurry  with  the  Bill  that  they 
need  rush  it  through  at  that  late  hoar. 
Nothing  would  be  lost  if  the  Bill  stood  over 
in  oixier  that  it  might  l>e  considered  by 
hon.  Members.  No  explanation  had  been 
given  regarding  it,  and  money  should  not 
be  voted  without  every  hon.  Memher 
understanding  what  it  was  voted  for.  He 
did  not  believe  there  was  any  greifc 
necessity  for  the  Bill.  If  there  were  it 
would  have  been  introduced  years  befow 
and  passed.  He  hoped  the  Bill  woaU 
not  be  preceeded  with  under  the  circum- 
stances. 

It  1)eiug  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

Adjourned  at  two  minute.s  after  Twdve 
of  the  clock,  till  Monday  next 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS.  |  COWES  PIER  BILL  [h.l.]. 

I      Witnesses  ordered  to  attend  the  Select 
Monday,  2Qth  March,  1900,  i  Committee. 


VISCOUNT  GORT. 
Ordered  and  Directed,  by  the  Lords 
Spiritual  and  Temporal  in  Parliament 
assembled,  That  a  Certificate  be  sent  bv 
4he  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  in  Ireland,  stating  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  the  Unitea  Kingdom 
has  reported  to  the  House  of  Lords  that 
the  right  of  the  Viscount  Gort  to  vote  at 
the  elections  of  Representative  Peers  for 
Ireland  has  been  established  to  the  satis- 
faction of  him  the  said  Lord  Chancellor ; 
and  that  the  House  of  Lords  has  ordered 
such  report  to  be  sent  to  the  said  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Ireland.  And  it  is  hereby 
also  Ordered,  That  the  said  Report  of 
the  said  Lord  Chancellor  be  sent  to  the 
CSerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 
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The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the  | 
House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates  ' 
from  the  Examiners  that  the  further  | 
Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  follow-  | 
ing  Bills  have  been  complied  with : —  I 

Colonial  Bank.  I 

Pontefract  Park.  j 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  I 
Tl^Ie.  I 

'       STANDING  ORDERS  COMMITTEE. 
I      Beport  from.  That  the  Standing  Orders 
I  not  complied  with  in  respect  of  the 

Central  London  Railway  Bill 
I 
ought  to  be  dispensed  with. 

That  the  Standing  Orders  not  complied 
with  in  respect  of  the 

Glasgow  District  Tramways  Bill  [h.l.] 

ought  to  be  dispensed  with,  provided  that 
the  powers  to  construct  Tramways  Nos.  1, 
2,  and  so  much  of  No.  3  as  lies  outside  the 
burgh  of  Dumbarton,  be  struck  out  of  the 
KIL 

Bead,  and  agreed  to« 
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RHYMNEY  IRON  COMPANY  BILL  [h.l.]. 
Committed  for  Friday  next. 

BIRMINGHAM    (KING    EDWARU    THE 
SIXTH)  SCHOOLS   BILL  [H.L.]. 

Committee  to  meet  on  Friday  next. 

ARMY      AND      NAVY      INVESTMENT 
TRUST  BILL  [H.L.]. 

NEW  RUSSIA  COMPANY  BILL  [h.l.]. 
Committee  to  meet  to-morrow. 

NEWTOWN    AND    LLANLLWCHAIARN 
URBAN  DISTRICT  GAS  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Committee  to  meet  on  Friday  next. 


BEXHILL    AND    ROTHERFIELD    RAIL- 
WAY  BILL  [h.u]. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
That  the  Committee  had  not  proceeded 
with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  the 
opposition  thereto  having  been  withdrawn ; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table: 
The  orders  made  on  the  5th  instant  and 
on  Monday  last  discharged;  and  Bill 
committed. 

RUGKLEY  GAS  BILL. 

I      Read  2^,  and  committed. 

I 

!     NEWPORT  (MONMOUTHSHIRE)  GAS 
I  BILL  [h.l.]. 

I      Read  3**,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

j  PAIGNTON  URBAN    DISTRICT  WATER 

j  BILL  [H.L.]. 

'  EXMOUTH  URBAN   DISTRICT   WATER 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

j      EXMOUTH  AND  DISTRICT  WATER 
I  BILL  [U.L.J. 

!  Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
j  That  the  Lord  De  Mauley  be  proposed  to 
I  the  House  as  a  member  of  the  Select 
i  Committee  on  the  said  Bills  in  the  place 
I  of  the  Viscount  Templetown  ;  read,  and 
agreed  to. 

[  LEITH   BURGH   PROVISIONAL  ORDER 

!  BILL  [H.L.]. 

I      Amendments    reported   (according    to 
I  order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-moxTcw^ 

'     N 
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ARMY  (RECRUITING). 
Annual  Report  of  the  Inspector-General 
of  Recruiting  for  1899. 

MINES  AND  QUARRIES. 
General  Report  and  Statistics  for  1898. 
Part  IV.  Colonial  and  Foreign  Statistics. 
Statistics  relating  to  persons  employed, 
output,  and  accidents  at  mines  and  qiiarries 
in  the  British  Colonies  and  in  Foreign 
Countries. 

EMIGRATION   STATISTICS  (IRELAND). 
Report  and  tables  for  the  year  1 899. 

Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  2)  BILL. 
Read  2«  (according  to  order);  Com- 
mittee negatived.  Then  Standing  Order 
No.  XXaIX.  considered  (accoiSing  to 
order),  and  dispensed  with.  Bill  read  3", 
and  passed. 


COPYRIGHT  BILL  [h.l.]. 

COPYRIGHT  (ARTISTIC)  BILL  [h.l.]. 
Order  of  the  day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  :  My  Lords,  I 
understand  that  Lord  Balfour  is  desirous, 
when  these  Bills  are  read  a  second  time, 
of  making  a  statement  on  behalf  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  as  he  unfortunately 
cannot  be  here  to-day  I  have  consent^ 
to  put  off  the  Second  Reading  until 
Thursday.  But,  as  time  is  going  on,  I 
hope,  whether  Lord  Balfour  can  be  here 
on  Thursday  or  not,  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  see  that  there  is  someone  in 
your  Lordships'  House  who  will  be  able 
to  make  whatever  statement  is  thought 
desirable  on  their  behalf.  I  beg  to  ask 
leave  to  put  off  the  Second  Reading  of 
these  Bills  till  Thursday. 

Second 
next. 


Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  My  Lords,  I 
desire  to  call  attention  to  a  small  point  on 
Clause  9.  I  apologise  for  not  having 
raised  it  when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee, 
but  unfortunately  I  was  not  aware  of  it 
until  Saturday  morning,  and  as  the  Com- 
mittee sta^e  was  taken  on  Friday  I  ooold 
not  bring  it  before  your  Lordships  until 
to-day.  Clause  9  provides  that  the  Regis- 
trar General  may,  at  the  request  of  COTtain 
local  authorities,  cause  abstracts  to  be 
prepared  giving  statistical  information 
with  respect  to  the  areas  over  which  those 
local  authorities  have  control.  The  kxal 
authorities  named  in  the  Bill  are  the 
councils  of  any  county,  borough,  or 
urban  district.  I  think  it  is  desinUe 
that  the  number  of  these  authorities 
should  be  slightly  increased,  and  that  the 
privileges  wnich  are  given  to  county, 
boroudi,  and  urban  district  councOft 
should  also  be  extended  to  school  boards 
and  school  attendance  committees.  I  think 
it  will  be  evident  to  your  Lordships  that 
the  information  to  be  obtained  from  the 
census  returns  would  be  especially  useful 
to  such  authorities  as  school  boards  and 
school  attendance  committees,  who  are 
concerned  with  the  number  of  children 
I  within  their  district  of  school  age  or  above 
it.  The  clause,  as  I  would  propose  to 
amend  it,  would  be  as  follows  : — 

"  The  Registrar  General  may,  if  he  thinks 
Ht,  at  the  request  and  cost  of  the  Cooncil  of 
any  County,  Borough,  or  Urban  District,  or  of 
any  School  Board,  or  School  Attendance  Com- 
niittec*,  cause  abstracts  to  he  prepared  by  the 
Superintendent  Registrar  of  the  District  com- 
prisinc  such  County,  Borough,  Urban  District, 
Schoori^rd,or  School  Attendance  Committee, 
containinir  ntatistical  information  which  can 
l)e  derived  from  the  Census  Returns,  bat  is  not 
supplied  by  the  Census  Report,  and  which,  in 
his  opinion,  the  Council,  School  Board,  nr 
School  Attendance  Committee  may  reasonahiy 
require." 


Your  Lordships  will  see  from  the  clause 
that  the  cost  of  preparing  any  such 
returns  is  thrown  on  the  authority  that 
asks  for  them,  and  also  that  the  Registrar 
Reading  put  off  to  Thursday    General  is  in  no  way  obliged  to  give  a 

return  unless  it  is  made  out  to  his  satis- 
faction that  the  return  is  a  desirable  one, 
and  one  that  should  be  given.  Of  course, 
I  am  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  I  thought  the  point  was  one  of 
sufficient  importance  to  bring  forward.  If 
the  Grovernment  will  accept  my  Amend- 
ment I  will  move  it  after  the  Bill  has. 
been  read  the  third  time. 


CENSUS  ((JREAT  BRITAIN)  BILL. 
[Third  Reading.] 

Order  of  the  day  for  the  Third  Reading 
read. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
third  time. — (The  Mtwjuess  of  Salisbury.) 
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PRIVATE  BILLS  (STANDING  ORDER  62 
COMPLIED   WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Repovt  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  that,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  Standing  Order  No. 
62  has  been  complied  with,  viz. : — 

Central  London  Railway  Bill. 

Ordered,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  [Lords]  (STANDING 
ORDERS  NOT  PREVIOUSLY  IN- 
QUIRED    INTO    COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  that,  in  the 


The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) :  The  noble  Lord  has  pursued  a 
course  which,  even  in  this  House,  is  out 
of  order.  He  has  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment— I  do  not  say  it  is  a  very  vital 
Amendment — and  he  has  done  so  without 
giving  notice  of  it  on  the  Paper.  The 
only  mtimation  I  had  of  it  was  just  before 
I  came  down  to  the  House.  Under 
ordinary  circumstances  I  should  not  be 
prepared  to  allow  that  omission  to  inter- 
fere with  the  reasonable  wish  of  the 
noble  Lord,  but,  unluckily,  the  Bill  has 
gone  down  to  the  Queen  for  Commission  | 
to-morrow,  and  therefore  it  is  incapable  of 
being  altered  without  causing  considerable 
delay.  As  the  noble  Lord  is  out  of  court 
in  consequence  of  his  neglect  of  a  reason- 
able rule  of  the  House,  I  do  not  think  it 
is  worth  while  to  postpone  the  Bill.  I 
should  prefer  that  the  Bill  passed  as  it  is. 

On  Question,  agreed  to ;   Bill  read  3^ 
(according  to  order),  and  passed. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 
before  Five  of  the  clock,  tUl 
To-morrow,  half  past  Ten  of  the 
clock. 


case  of  the  following  Bills,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  lirst 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not 
previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied 
with,  viz. : — 

Dundee  Harbour  Bill  [Lords]. 

Menstone  Water  (Transfer)  Bill  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  that  the  Bills  be  read  a  second 
time. 

HAMILTON  BURGH  BILL. 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

AIRDRIE.  COATBRIDGE,  AND  DIS- 
TRICT WATER  TRUST  BILL. 

MORECAMBE    URBAN    DISTRICT 
COUNCIL  (GAS)  BILL. 

OSSETT  CORPORATION  GAS  BILL. 
As  amended,   considered  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 


WAKEFIELD    CORPORATION 
MARKET   BILL. 

As  amended,   considered  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 


GREAT  WESTERN  RAILWAY  BILL. 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LONDON   UNITED   TRAMWAYS    BILL. 
To  be  read  a  second  time  to-morrow. 

SCOTTISH  WIDOWS'  FUND  AND  LIFE 
ASSURANCE  SOCIETY  BILL  [Lords]. 

UNIVERSAL       LIFE      ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  B). 
Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to 
the  Lords  to  request  that  their  Lordships 
will  be  pleased  to  give  leave  to  the  Lord 
Russell  of  Killowen  to  attend  to  be  ex- 
amined before  the  Committee  on  Group 
B  of  Private  Bills  to-morrow  at  three  of 
the  clock. — {Mr.  Oldroyd.) 


PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (NEW 
CODE). 

Petition  from  Bradford,  against  adop- 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

N  2 
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LOCAL    AUTHORITIES    OFFICERS* 
SUPERANNUATION    BILL. 

Petition  from  Morpeth,  against;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL    AUTHORITIES    OFFICERS* 
SUPERANNUATION  BILL. 

Petition  from  Croydon,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE     OF     INTOXICATING     LIQUORS 
ON    SUNDAY    BILL. 

Petitions,  in  favour  ;  from  East  Ardsley, 
and  Bedford ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO 
CHILDREN   BILL. 

Petitions,  in  favour;  from  Glasgow 
(two)  ;  Newton  Heath ;  Coggeshall ; 
London  (two);  Reading  (two);  Saffron 
Walden;  Nelson;  and,  Morpeth;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SALE     OF    INTOXICATING     LIQUORS 
TO    CHILDREN    (No.    2)    BILL. 

Petitions,  in  favour  ;  from  Clack- 
mannan ;  and,  Sheffield  (six) ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

SUNDAY  CLOSING  (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 

Petition  from  Newport,  against;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUNDAY  CLOSING  (MONxMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL 


for  Army  Services  (War  in  South  Africa) 
£10,000,000  and  £13,000,000,  r^pecr 
tively,  will  be  accounted  for  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


Petitions, 
Birkenshaw 
the  'J'able. 


in    favour,   from 
and.  Nelson  ;  to 


SpUsby ; ; 
lie  upon  i 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 


EMIGRATION   STATISTICS  (IRELAND),  j 
Copy  presented,  of  Emigration  Statis- 1 
tics   of   Ireland    for  the  year  1899  [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table.  } 

I 
IRISH   LAND  COMMISSION  (AGRICUL- 
TURAL DEPARTMENT). 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  Prices  of 
Agricultural  Produce  for  the  years  1881 
to  1899,  inclusive  [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

ARMY      (SUPPLEMENTARY     ESTI- 
MATES, 1899-1900). 

Copy  presented,  Statement  showing  the 
Sub-heads  of  the  Army  Estimates  under 
which  the  two  Supplementary  Estimates 


SOUTH  AFRICAN  WAR  —  COURTS 
MARTIAL-QUALIFIED  DELEGATES 
OF  THE  JUDGE  ADVOCATI 
GENERAL. 

Mr,  H.  D.  GREENE  (Shrewsbuiy):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Tr^isuiy 
whether  the  Judge  Advocate  Oenenl 
has  power  to  nominate  a  qualified  persoo 
to  confirm  the  finding  and  sentences  of 
general  courts  martial  in  South  Afrieii 
including  sentences  of  death  and  penil 
servitude  for  not  less  than  five  yean,  and 
to  advise  the  military  authorities  upon 
important  questions  of  law  ;  whether  i 
barrister  of  less  than  three  years  stand- 
ing is  to  be  appointed  to  discharge  these 
important  duties,  or  which  of  Uiem,  in 
South  Africa,  and  at  what  remuneration : 
and  whether  findings  of  courts  martial  and 
sentences  upon  persons  other  tiian 
soldiers  m  Her  Majesty's  service  in 
South  Africa  will  be  finally  dealt  with  by 
anyone  so  nominated  or  appointed,  and 
whether  with  or  without  right  of  appeal 

Mr.  MELLOR  (Yorkshire,  W.R, 
Sowerby) :  A  t  the  same  time  may  I  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
it  is  intended  to  send  the  H[)eputy  Judge 
Advocate  General  to  the  forces  in  South 
Africa  to  advise  the  confirming  offioer 
with  regard  to  the  confirmation  or  not  of 
the  findfings  of  general  courts  martial, 
and  the  military  authorities  with  regard 
to  the  important  questions  of  law  arising, 
especially  as  there  can  be  no  appeal.' 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  a.  J.  Balfour,  Manchestw, 
E.) :  The  power  to  nominate  a  qualified 
person  to  confirm  the  findings  and  sen- 
tences of  general  courts  martial  in  South 
Africa  is  not  included  in  the  functions 
discharged  by  the  Judge  Advocate 
General.  The  confirmation  of  the  find- 
ings and  sentences  by  military  courts  is 
regulated  by  Section  54  of  the  Army  Act. 
The  Judge  Advocate  General  has  the 
power  to  delegate  qualified  persons  to  re- 
present him  in  South  Africa.  Although 
such  persons  would  not  have  the  power 
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to  confirm  the  findings  and  sentences  of  ' 
general  courts  martial,  they  would  be 
entitled  to  advise  the  military  authorities 
on  questions  of  law,  to  withhold  confir- 
mation on  the  ground  of  illegality,  and 
gonemlly  to  advise  them  on  questions  of  - 
law  concerning  the  legality  of  the  find- 
ings of  courts  martial.  A  barrister  of 
less  than  three  years  standing  is  not  to 
be  appointed  to  discharge  those  duties. 
Colonel  Sinclair,  of  the  War  Office,  re- 
ceived a  formal  deputation  to  perform 
those  duties,  and  he  is  now  performing 
them  in  South  Africa,  aided  by  Lord 
Basil  Blackwood,  who  is  a  barrister  of 
more  than  three  years  standing.  Military 
law  and  courts  martial  only  apply  to 
soldiers  in  Her  Majesty's  service  or 
persons  accompanying  the  troops  holding 
passes.  Civilians  as  a  general  rule  do  not 
come  under  the  ordinary  military  law  or 
the  jurisdiction  of  ordinary  courts 
martial. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
As  the  Judge  Advocate  General  is  at 
present,  under  the  new  arrangement,  a 
member  of  the  High  Court  of  J  ustice,  to 
whom  is  he  responsible  for  these  appoint- 
ments? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid 
that  these  legal  points  must  be  put  to  the 
Attorney  General. 

WAR  MEDALS. 
Mr.  SEELY  (Lincoln) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  large  number  of 
troops  (Colonial,  Volunteer,  Yeomanry, 
and  Reserve  men,  now  serving  in  South 
Africa)  who  will  be  discharged  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  war,  the  Government 
would  have  the  medal  which  will  be 
given  for  the  South  African  campaign 
prepared  so  that  it  could  be  issued  to  the 
troops  either  in  South  Africa  or  im- 
mediately on  their  return,  thus  giving 
them  an  opportunity  of  wearing  it  while 
still  in  uniform. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  can  assure 
my  hon.  friend  that  this  matter  will  not 
be  lost  sight  of. 

PUBLICATION    OF    NAVAL    BRIGADE 
DESPATCHES— BATTLE    OF  GRASP  AN. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLF^  (Lynn  Regis) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 


miralty can  he  explain  what  are  the 
regulations  or  customs  affecting  the 
publication  of  despatches  from  naval 
officers  describing  the  proceedings  of 
naval  brigades  when  acting  ashore  under 
the  orders  and  as  part  of  the  force  of  a 
military  general ;  is  the  permission  oi 
sucH  general  required  before  the  Admir- 
alty is  at  liberty  to  publish  such 
despatches;  is  the  permissioa  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  also  re- 
quired ;  and,  in  the  case  of  the  naval 
despatches  describing  the  part  taken  by 
the  Naval  Brigade  in  the  Battle  of  Gras- 
pan,  was  it  necessary  to  obtain  the  permis- 
sion to  publish  those  despatches  of  Gen- 
eral Lord  Methuen  alone  or  any  other  per- 
mission besides ;  and  if  so,  will  he  state 
when  the  necessary  permission  was  applied 
for  by  the  Admiralty,  and  why  it  has 
,  been  so  long  delayed,  seeing  that  the 
military  despatches  were  pubhshed  nearly 
two  months  ago. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY   (Mr.   GoscHEN,   St.    George's, 

;  Hanover  Square) :  There  are  no  regula- 
tions that  affect  the  publication  of  nava) 
despatches  from  naval  officers  describing 
the  proceedings  of  naval  brigades  when 
acting  ashore  with  military  forces.  The 
custom  has  been  that  reports  from  naval 
officers  under  such  circumstances  have 
been  sent  in  duplicate,  one  to  the  officer 

I  in    chief   command  of   the    army    with 

i  which  the  naval  brigade  was  serving,  the 
other  to  the  Commander-in-Chief  on  the 
station  to  which  the  ship  from  which  the 

I  naval   brigade  was  taken  was   attached. 

i  The  permission  of  the  general  to  publish 
such  reports  is  not  required,  but  clearly 
he  ought  to  see  them,  and  to  have  the  op- 
portunity of  commenting  on  them  if  he  saw 
occasion  to  do  so.  In  reply  to  the  third 
question,  the  term  "  permission  "  should 
not  apply  to  the  case.  But  the  Admi- 
ralty would  not  publish  reports  relating 
to  the  conduct  of  the  war,  for  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  responsible,  without 
giving  him  the  opportunity  of  expressing 
his  opinion.  In  the  case  of  the  report 
describing  the  Battle  of  Graspan  it  ap- 
peared doubtful  whether  a  duplicate  had 
been  sent  to  Lord  Methuen,  as  ought  to 
have  been  done,  and  I  am  still  uncertain 
whether  Lord  Methuen  has  seen  it ;  but  I 
have  now  aiTanged,  after  consultation 
with  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  that 
these  reports  shall  be  published  in  the 
next  Gazette, 
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EXPANSIVE  AND  EXPLOSIVE 
BULLETS. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hampshire,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  quantities  of 
explosive  and  soft-nosed  bullets  were 
found  concealed  in  the  evacuated  encamp- 
ments of  the  Boers ;  and  whether  many 
of  the  British  troops  have  been  seriously 
wounded  and  maimed  by  these  bullets,  ' 
and  what  action  he  has  taken  in  the  I 
matter.  I 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE  I 
FOR  WAR  (Mr.  Wyndham,  Dover) :  | 
Lord  Roberts  has  reported  the  discovery 
of  "  expansive  "  bullets  in  Cronje's  laager 
and  elsewhere.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
British  troops  have  been  wounded  by 
these  bullets.  In  view  of  the  reply  of 
President  Kruger  and  Mr.  Steyn  to  Lord 
Roberts'  protest  no  further  action  at  the 
present  time  would  appear  possible. 

Mr.   DILLON  (Mayo,   E.) :  Will  the  \ 
hon.  Gentleman  state  where  any  explosive  | 
bullets     were     found,     and     on    what 
authority  he   makes  the  statement  that 
there  is  no  doubt  that  British  troops  have 
been  wounded  by  expansive  bullets  ? 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM :  I  make  the  state- 
ment on  the  authority  of  a  great  number 
of  medical  reports.  I  used  the  word 
"  expansive,"  and  not "  explosive,"  because 
a  large  number  of  the  bullets  in  question 
are  more  properly  described  as  expansive. 
But  there  have  been  some  sporting 
bullets  used  which  might  be  called  ex- 
plosive. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Will  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man refer  me  to  the  medical  reports  on 
which  he  relies  ? 

Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.) :  Were 
these  expansive  and  explosive  bullets 
manufactured  and  supplied  by  British 
firms? 


under  the  control  of  Mr.  Bhodes;  and 
what  was  the  reason  for  this  action. 

♦Mr.    WYNDHAM:     We    have     no 
official  knowledge  of  any  such  matter. 

CASUALTIES  TO  THE   FORCE  FROM 
INDIA. 

Mr.  MACLEAN  (Cardiff) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  what 
have  been  the  total  casualties  from  all 
causes,  up  to  date,  in  the  troops  belong- 
ing to  the  Indian  garrison  which  are 
employed  on  active  service  in  South 
Africa. 


Officers. 


♦Mr.  WYNDHAM:  The  figures  areas 
follow : — 

N-C.  Officen 
and  Men. 

Killed       15  136 

Died  of  Wounds  ...     3  20 

Wounded 41  465 

Missing     —  338 

Reported      as    pri- 
soners,  including 

15  wounded      ...  19  17 

Deaths  from  disease     2  246 


Total 


80 


1,221 


Mr.  MACLEAN  :  What  was  the  total 
of  the  force  from  India  1 

I    ♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  Between  7,000  and 
I  8,000. 


[No  answer  was  given.] 

SIEGE  OF  KIMBERLEY— MR.    RHODES 
AND  COL.  KEKEWICH. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether,  during  the  siege  of  Kim- 
berley.  Colonel  Kekewich,  as  military 
commander,     suppressed    a     newspaper 


WARM    CLOTHING    FOR    THE 
TROOPS. 

Mr.    HUMPHREYS^WEN    (Montr 

gomeryshire) :  I   beg  to  ask  the  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  if  a 

sufficient  amount  of  warm    clothing  to 

supply  all  the  troops  serving  in  2!^th 

I  Africa  is  not  provided  by  private  benevo- 

I  lence,   the    War  Office    authorities    wiU 

I  make  good  the  deficiency. 

I  ♦Mr.  WYNDHAM:  An  amount  of 
I  warm  clothing  sufficient  for  preserving 
!  the  health  of  the  troops  is  supplied  by 
I  the  War  Office,  and  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  there  will  be  no  deficiency 
in  that  respect.  Public  benevolence  has, 
however,  contributed  additional  supplies 
with  the  view  of  enhancing  the  soldier's 
comfort.  The  War  Office  has  taken  some 
pains  to  discover  and  to  publish  descrip- 
tions of  the  articles  which  can  best  con- 
duce to  that  end. 
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Mr.  COGHILL  (Stok^upon-Trent) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether,  in  view  of  the  appeal 
made  by  the  War  Office  to  the  public  to  1 
provide   extra    warm  clothing    for    the  | 
troops  in  South  Africa,  the  War  Office  ' 
will  undertake  that   any    articles    sent  I 
out    shall    be   expeditiously  distributed  I 
immediately  on  arrival  in  South  Africa.     ] 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  I  must  refer  the  ] 
hon.  Member  to  my  reply  to  his  question  ; 
of  the  16th.  I  can  only  repeat  that  every  \ 
effort  will  be  made  in  co-operation  with  ; 
Mr.  Oatliff  to  secure  that  the  troops  shall  I 
receive  such  comforts  as  expeditiously  as 
the  movements  of  the  field  forces  permit. 

ARMY  COMMISSIONS. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  will  he  state  how  many 
first  commissions  in  the  Army  have  been 
.granted  without  competition  in  the  last 
«ix  months ;  and,  in  particular,  how  many 
to  each  of  the  following  classes : — non- 
"Commissioned  officers;  candidates  in  re- 
cent competitions  who  qualified  but  were 
not  successful ;  from  the  Militia,  and  if 
Any  of  these  had  not  undergone  two 
trainings ;  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief  in  South  Africa,  and 
otherwise  ;  how  many  in  the  same  period 
have  been  obtained  by  cadets  from  the 
Boyal  Military  Academy  and  Royal  Mili- 
tary College  ;  and  how  many  direct  com- 
missions it  is  proposed  to  give  to  the 
Militia,  the  Volunteers,  the  Yeomanry, 
the  Malta  regiment,  the  colonies,  the 
universities,  the  pubUc  schools,  and  the 
Commander-in-Chief  in  South  Africa 
respectively. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM :  The  number  of 
£r8t  commissions  in  the  Army  granted 
without  competition  duiing  the  last  six 
months  (September  to  February)  was 
364.  Eighty-four  were  given  to  the  ranks, 
sixty-six  to  university  candidates  after  a 
qualifying  examination,  and  the  remainder 
to  Militia  officers,  most  of  whom  had 
served  during  two  trainings.  No  recom- 
mendations have  as  yet  been  received 
irom  the  Commander-in-Chief,  South 
Africa.  During  the  same  period  140 
XK>mmissions  have  been  given  to  the 
cadets  of  the  Royal  Military  Academy 
and  231  to  the  cadets  of  the  Royal  Mili- 
iiary  College.     The  number  of  direct  com- 


missions   to  the   Regular  forces  to    be 
offered  are : — 


To  the  Militia 

Volunteers  ... 
Malta  Artillery 
Malta  Militia 
Yeomanry 
Colonies 
Universities  ... 
Public  Schools 
Lord  Roberts 

Total     ... 


...       312 

...       172 

2 

4 

20 

...       276 

...       345 

30 

50 

...    1,211 


It  must  be  understood,  however,  that 
these  numbers  are  subject  to  minor  varia- 
tions depending  on  the  way  in  which  our 
offers  are  taken  up. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  May  I  ask 
whether  these  1,200  commissions  will  be 
given  in  supersession  of  the  cadets' 
claims  ? 

^    ♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  We  have  debated 
I  that  point,  and  I  think  I  have  said  all  I 
have  to  say  on  the  subject. 

COMMISSIONS  FOR  COLONISTS. 

Mr.  MACLEAN  :    I  beg  to  ask  the 

I  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  a 

I  number  of  commissions  in  the  Regular 

I  Army    have    been    set    apart     for    the 

j  colonies ;    and  if  the    Colonial   Grovem- 

ments  have  been  informed  that  officers  of 

the  Regular  Army   in   England   cannot 

live  on  their  pay,  but  must  be  possessed 

I  of  considerable  private  means. 

!  ♦Mr.  WYNDHAM :  The  reply  to  the 
I  first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative. 
I  It  is  believed  that  colonial  candidates  are 
I  sufficiently  informed  of  the  conditions  in 
I  which  British  officers  live,  and  no  specia 
I  communication  has  been  made. 
I 

I      MINTING  AT  THE  CAPE— ENGLISH 
,  BANK  OFFICIAL  AND  THE  PRETORIA 
I  GOVERNMENT. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex,  Ep- 
I  ping) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
I  for  the  Colonies  whether  an  English 
i  banking  company,  with  headquarters  at 
'  Cape  Town  and  Johannesburg,  have  been 
I  affording  help  to  the  Pretoria  Govern- 
ment in  minting  operations  by  the  loan 
I  of  a  salaried  official  of  the  company,  who 
I  is  employed  by  them  as  metallurgist  and 
1  assay er ;  ancf  whether  such  assistance 
j  by  an  Englishman   to  a  foreign  govern- 
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CODE  CABLES  TO  THE  CAPE. 
Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON  (Hythe) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  there  exists  any  valid 
reason  for  allowing  code  messages  to  be 
transmitted  to  Foreign  territories,  notably 
to  Lorenco  Marques,  and  disallowing 
them  in  the  case  of  our  own  possessions 
in  South  Africa  ;  and  whether  in  view  of 
the  discontent  excited  by  this  dis- 
crimination as  against  our  own 
Colonies,  he  would  undertake  to 
extend  to  these  the  privileges  in 
respect  of  cipher  messages  promulgated 
in  the  recent  order. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  discrimination 
was  made  on  military  grounds  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  Commander-in- 
Chief    in     South      Africa,     during     the 


ment  with  which  we  are  at  war  is  legal ;  ^ 
and    if    not,     whether     Her     Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  take  any  steps  in 
the  matter. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberi^ain,  Bir- 
mingham, W.) :  I  have  made  inquiries, 
and  am  informed  that  the  official  in  ques- 
tion was  engaged  bj  the  Transvaal 
Government  in  October  without  com- 
munication with  the  board  of  the  bank, 
or  with  the  general  manager  at  Cape 
Town.  As  soon  as  the  facts  became 
known,  he  was  called  upon  by  the  board 
at  once  to  withdraw  from  his  position  and 
leave  the  enemy's  country.  Before  these 
directions  had  reached  him  the  manager 
at  Johannesburg  had  issued  similar  in- 
structions. But  the  State  Secretary  at 
Pretoria  refused  permission  to  the  official 
to  leave,  and  his  connection  with  the 
bank  was  accordingly  terminated.  I  am 
informed  that  the  State  Secretary  of  the 
South  African  Republic  has  since  recon- 
sidered his  decision,  and  it  is  believed 
that  the  person  referred  to  has  left  the 
Transvaal.  Voluntary  assistance  of  the 
kind  suggested  to  a  foreign  government 
with  which  we  are  at  war  would  not  be 
legal,  but  under  the  circumstances  above 
detailed,  it  does  not  appear  necessary  to 
take  any  steps  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  (Donegal, S.)  : 
WTiat  is  the  banking  company  referred 
to? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  The  Bank 
of  Africa. 


earlier  part  of  the  campaign.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  is  prepared 
to  consult  Lord  Roberts  on  the  subject 
at  an  early  date. 

MISCONDUCT    OF    GOVERNMENT 
CONTRACTORS. 

Mr.  BUTCHER  (York):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  whether  in  regard  to  the  contractft 
recently  made  for  the  supply  of  forsfe  to 
the  War  Office  by  Underwood  and  Co., 
Limited,  under  the  name  of  John  K 
Bennett  and  Sons,  his  attention  has  beeo 
called  to  the  provisions  of  Section  41  of 
the  Companies  Act,  1862,  which  provide 
for  the  name  of  a  limited  company  to  bo 
affixed  conspicuously  on  the  outside  of 
every  place  where  the  business  of  the 
company  is  carried  en,  and  the  name  of 
the  company  to  be  mentioned  in  (anuHiflit 
other  documents)  all  notices,  stdveitise- 
ments,  and  other  official  publications  of 
the  company,  and  in  all  bills  of  paroeL^ 
invoices,  and  receipts  oi  the  company; 
whether  the  provisions  of  this  sectioa 
were  complied  with  by  Underwood  and 
Co.,  Limited ;  if  not,  whether  steps  will 
be  taken  to  enforce  against  the  directon 
and  other  officials  of  the  company  the 
penalties  prescribed  by  Section  42  of  the 
Companies  Act,  1862  :  and,  whether,  in 
all  cases  of  tenders  for  the  supply  of 
goods  being  made  to  the  War  (Mce  by 
firms  trading  under  a  firm  name,  the  War 
Office  will,  with  a  view  to  avoiding  frauds, 
insist  that  the  names  and  addresses  of  the 
partners  in  the  firm  shall,  in  every  case, 
be  mentioned  in  such  tenders. 


♦The  financial  SECRETARY  to 

THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.   J.  Powell. 

Williams,  Birmingham,  S.) :  The  point 

raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 

in  respect  of  the  Companies  Act,  1^62, 

has  been  referred  to  the  Law  Officers  of 

the  Crown.     The  course  suggested  in  the 

third    paragraph    of    the    question  had 

!  already  been  decided  upon    before  the 

I  question  of  the  hon.  Member  appeared 

!  upon  the  Paper. 

j  ARMY  AND  NAVY  CONTRACTS— 
I  COMMITTEE  O**  INQUIRY. 

;  Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  beg: 
I  to  ask:  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
;  whether  the  Grovemment  would  consider 
I  the  advisability  of  appointing  a  small 
I  Parliamentary  Committee  to  examine  and 
I  ireport  upon  the-  alleged  cases  of  fraud  in 
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connection  with  Army  and    Navy  con- 
tracts. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :    In  ordinary  | 
circumstances  I  should  be   reluctant  to  j 
grant  an  inquiry  which  would  throw  a  ; 
considerable  additional  burden  on  a  hardly- , 
pressed  office.    But  a  most  erroneous  idea 
has  gained  currency  that  there  are  facts 
to  conceal,  and  that  there  has  been  a 
desire  to  conceal  them.      We   therefore 
think,  in  justice  to  the  War  Department, 
that  an  inquiry  is  desirable.     The  possi- 
bility of  instituting  criminal  proceedings 
against  certain  defaulting  contractors  is 
under  consideration,  and  no  inquiry  can, 
of  course,  take  place  imtil  this  question  | 
is  determined  ;  but  I  do  not  imagine  that ' 
that   will  involve    any   long  or  serious 
delay.  | 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  : ' 
Pending  the  appointment  of  the  Com- ' 
mittee,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ' 
isBue  a  prodiCmation  offering  soldiers  pro-  j 
tection  in  the  event  of  their  being  willing  j 
to  give  evidence  before  the  Committee  1    j 

[No  answer  was  given.]  I 

DIRECTOR   OF    MILITARY  | 

EDUCATION. 

Sir  j,  FERGUSSON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  why 
no  Vote  is  proposed  in  the  Estimates  for 
a  Director  of  Military  Education ;  and 
why  the  Department  has  been  placed 
under  the  Military  Secretary. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  post  of  I 
Director  General  of  Military  Education  i 
was  abolished  in  1898.  The  work  con- ! 
ducted  by  the  two  branches  of  his  Depart- 1 
ment  was  in  many  cases  subject  to  the  I 
farther  consideration  of  the  Adjutant  I 
General  or  of  the  Military  Secretary  ;  and  I 
it  was  considered  preferable  to  bring  the  I 
work  more  directly  under  the  charge  of  i 
these  officers.  This  decision  was  an-  > 
nounced  and  the  reasons  fully  explained  ' 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  on  11th  July,  I 

1898.*  1 

! 

ROYAL  MILITARY  SCHOOLS.  i 

Mk.  M*KENNA  (Monmouthshire,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  any  record  is  kept  of 
the  percentage  of  boys,  educated  at  the 
Duke  of  York's  School,  Chelsea  and  Dub- 


•  See   The  Parliamentary  Debates  [Fourth 
Series],  Vol.  Ixi,  page  461. 


lin,    who,  not  being    bandsmen,    subse 
qnently  join  the  Army. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  Records  are  kept 
at  the  Royal  Military  Schools,  and  the 
figures  for  the  last  twelve  months  are  as 
follows: — Duke  of  York's  School,  Chel- 
sea :  401  left  the  school ;  of  these  160 
entered  the  Army  as  other  than  bands- 
men. Royal  Hibernian  Military  School : 
255  left  the  school,  and  of  these  154 
joined  the  Army  as  other  than  bands- 
men. 


RIFLE  RANGES— KINDER  SCOUT. 

Mr.  SEELY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
Goveniment  propose  to  purchase  Kinder 
Scout  for  a  camping  ground  and  rifle 
range. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  It  is  not  desirable 
to  state  where  it  is  contemplated  to  pur- 
chase land  for  ranges. 


INDIA— COUNTERVAILING   DUTIES 
ACT,   1899. 

Mr.  MACLEAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  he  can 
now  say  what  has  been  the  result  of  a 
year's  working  of  the  Countervailing 
Duties  Act  passed  in  March,  1899  ;  what 
amount  of  revenue  the  Act  has  yielded ; 
and  what  effect  it  has  had  on  the  importa- 
tion of  cane  and  beet  sugar  respectively, 
as  compared  with  the  Returns  for  the 
years  1897-8  and  1898-9. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  In  the  telegram  from  the 
Viceroy,  giving  an  abstract  of  the  Indian 
Financial  Statement,  which  was  published 
in  the  newspapers  on  Wednesday  last,  it 
was  mentioned  that  for  the  last  nine 
months  the  imports  of  beet  sugar  had 
fallen  off  to  the  extent  of  45  per  cent., 
but  that  the  circumstances  were  such 
that  no  conclusion  could  safely  be  drawn 
from  the  figures.  I  can  add  nothing  to 
this,  nor  can  I  give  as  yet  the  amount  of 
revenue  yielded  by  the  countervailing 
duties.  The  imports  of  cane  sugar  for 
the  same  period  are  not  statistically 
complete,  but  they  are  believed  to  have 
increased  to  the  extent  of  about  12  per 
cent,  as  compared  with  the  average  of 
the  two  preceding  years. 
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THE      BUDGET—  EXCESSIVE     CLEAR- 
ANCES   FROM    BOND. 

Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee) :"  I  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
he  sees  his  way,  apart  from  legal  enact- 
ment, to  make  such  regulation  in  the 
Customs  Department  as  will  preclude  in 
future  years  excessive  payments  to  liberate 
articles  from  bond  immediately  before  the 
introduction  of  the  Budget. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  I  will  inquire  into  the  possibility  of 
doing  this  ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  can  be 
done  effectually  without  legislation. 

LONDON      LOCAL      GOVERNMENT 
ELECTIONS. 

Colonel  DALBIAC  (Camberwell,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  a  house- 
holder resident  in  any  portion  of  a  parish 
transferred  by  the  Boundary  Commission, 
appointed  under  the  London  Government 
Act  of  1899,  to  another  parish  is  eligible 
for  election  on  the  Ist  November,  1900, 
as  a  borough  councillor  for  the  municipal 
borough  from  which  he  has  been  trans 
ferred,  either  as  a  parochial  elector  or  as 
a  resident  in  the  parish  twelve  months 
prior  to  the  election. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) :  The  Local  Gov- 
ernment Board  have  no  jurisdiction  and 
no  authority  to  pronounce  any  opinion 
with  regard  to  this  matter.  It  is  one  of 
the  questions  which  can  be  dealt  with  by 
an  Order  in  Council  under  Section  27  (1) 
(c)  of  the  London  Government  Act,  1899. 
I  have,  however,  communicated  with  the 
Commissioners,  and  I  understand  that  the 
subject  is  being  or  will  be  considered  by 
them  and  the  Privy  Council. 

EXCESS    OF    WORKHOUSE 
ACCOMMODATION. 

Colonel     PRYCE  -  JONES     (Mont- 

fomery  Boroughs)  :    I   beg   to   ask    the 
'resident    of     the     Local    Government 
Board,  whether  he  is   aware  that  in  cer- 
tain parts  of  the  country  the  number  of 
workhouses  is  in  excess  of  the  require-  \ 
menta ;  and  inasmuch  as  this  entails  an  I 
unnecessarily  Jarge    annual  expenditure,  I 
will  he  consider  the  advisability  of  taking 
steps  to  reduce  the  number  of  such  work- 
houses. 


{COMMONS} 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  The  workhouse  accom- 
modation in  some  cases  appears  no  douU 


to  be  in  excess  of  requirements,  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  in  order  to 
maintain  proper  administration  in  a  work- 
house, it  is  necessary  that  separate 
accommodation  should  be  provided  for 
each  class  of  inmates  and  for  the  sick, 
and  that  there  should  be  some  spire 
accommodation  for  each  class  for  use  in 
case  of  need,  as  besides  the  sick  there  are 
seven  different  classes  for  whom  senutte 
accommodation  should  be  provided ;  the 
spare  accommodation  is  often  more 
apparent  than  real. 

LONDON  AND  NORTH-WESTERN  RAIL- 
WAY EXTENSION  —  NEW  DWELL- 
INGS. 

Mr.  graham  (St.  Pancras,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  has  re- 
ceived from  the  London  and  North- 
western Railway  Company  anv  seheme 
for  the  providing  of  new  dwelling?  fcr 
the  inhabitants  of  the  houses  in  Stanhope 
Street,  Granby  Street,  and  Momington 
Road,  already  acquired  by  them  for  the 
extension  of  their  line,  according  to  the 
London  and  North- Western  Railway  Act» 
61  and  62  Vic.  c.  234 ;  whether  he  ou 
state  the  site  of  the  buildings  to  be 
erected,  and  the  niunber  of  inhabitanti 
to  be  provided  for ;  and  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  compel  the  company  to  per 
form  the  conditions  of  the  Act. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  torthi 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M.  White 
Ridley,  Lancashire,  Blackpool)  :  No 
scheme  has  yet  been  submitted  by  the 
railway  company  in  this  case ;  but  I 
have  been  in  communication  with  them 
in  regard  to  their  liabilities  under  the 
Act,  and  shall  certainly  compel  them  to 
comply  with  its  provisions,  as  I  have 
plainly  informed  them. 

LABOUR  BUREAUX— MODEL  RULES. 
Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether,  in  view  of  the  increasing  in- 
terest being  shown  in  labour  bureaux  by 
the  London  local  authorities,  the  Jjabour 
Department  will  prepare  and  issue  for 
their  guidance  and  information  a  set  of 
model  rules  for  the  conduct  of  labour 
bureaux,  with  such  other  information  on 
the  formation  and  management  of  such 
institutions  as  would  be  likely  to  prove  of 
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use  to  any  body  intending  to  institute 
one. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon) :  The 
Labour  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  from  time  to  time  published 
certain  information  as  to  the  constitution 
and  regulations  of  labour  bureaux  in  this 
country  and  abroad.  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  put  himself  into  communication  with 
the  Department,  he  will  be  able  to 
judge  how  far  the  publication  of  any 
further  information  in  their  posses- 
aion  would  answer  the  purpose  of  his 
question.  But  the  Board  of  Trade  are  of 
opinion  that  before  any  model  code  of 
regulations  could  be  adopted  much  more 
experience  is  necessary  of  the  working  of 
those  bureaux  than  has  yet  been  had. 

ALIEN  IMMIGRATION. 
Sir  BARRINGTON  SIMEON  (South- 
ampton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  increase  in  the 
number  of  aliens  arriving  in  the  United 
Kingdom  who  are  not  stated  to  be  en 
route  to  other  countries ;  and  whether  it 
18  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
carry  out  without  further  delay  the 
pledge  given  by  them  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  in  1896,  by  introducing  legislation 
upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  Yes,  Sir,  I  am  aware 
that  there  has  been  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  aliens  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  a  much  larger  one  in  the 
number  of  aliens  passing  through  this 
country;  both  these  tendencies  being, 
doubtless,  encouraged  by  the  activity  of 
trade  here  and  in  the  United  States  and 
the  demand  for  labour.  The  matter  is 
one  the  importance  of  which  has  not  been 
lost  sight  of.  Legislation  on  the  subject 
is  surrounded  with  difficulties  which  I 
hope  may  be  overcome,  but  I  fear  we  shall 
be  unable  to  make  any  proposals  to  the 
House  this  session.  I  may  say  that  we 
hope  the  census  about  to  be  taken  may 
clear  up  some  matters  at  present  ol)scure. 

REGULATION  OF  SEAMEN'S  LODGING 
HOUSES. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  if  he  can  state  whether 
any,  and,  if  so,  which  seaport  towns 
besides  Cardiff  and  Newport  have  adopted 


bye-laws  regulating  seamen's  lodging- 
houses  in  their  districts,  under  the  powers 
of  Section  214  of  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Act,  1894 ;  and,  also,  in  what  places  an 
Order  in  Council,  under  sub-section  5  of 
the  said  section,  is  in  force. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  :  In  addition  to  Cardiff 
and  Newport,  the  following  towns  have 
adopted  bye-laws  for  seamen's  lodging- 
houses  under  the  section  referred  to  in  the 
question  : — Middlesbrough,  South  Shields, 
Liverpool,  Tynemouth,  and  Barry  and 
Cadoxton.  Orders  in  Council  under  sub- 
section 5  are  in  force  at  Penarth,  Barry 
and  Cadoxton,  Cardiff,  and  Newport. 

GREAT  WESTERN  RAILWAY- 
READING  ACCIDENT. 

xMr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  any  com- 
munication has  been  addressed  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  the  Great  Western 
Railway  Company  in  connection  with  the 
accident  at  Reading  on  27th  December, 
1899,  respecting  which  the  inspector 
found  that  it  was  due  to  carelessness  on 
the  part  of  certain  men,  but  remarked  in 
his  report  men  who  have  been  for  four- 
teen or  fifteen  hours  on  the  foot  plate 
could  hardly  be  expected  to  display  that 
unremitting  vigilance  which  is  necessary 
for  safety  ;  and  what  was  the  nature  of 
the  communication,  whether  any  reply 
has  been  received  from  the  railway 
company,  and  what  was  its  nature. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  report 
was  forwarded  to  the  company  on  the 
20th  March — that  is,  immediately  it  was 
issued.  The  Board  of  Trade  have  not 
heard  from  the  company  on  the  subject ; 
if  necessary,  a  further  communication 
shall  be  addressed  to  them.  The  hon. 
Member  no  doubt  observed  that  the 
I  inspecting  officer  himself  inferred  that 
the  long  hours  were  caused  by  the  Christ- 
mas traffic. 


SOUTH  KENSINGTON  MUSEUM— 
BUCKLAND  COLLECTION. 

Sir  MARK  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
l)right) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  any  decision  has  been  arrived 
at  to  remove  the  Buckland  Collection 
from  the  South  Kensington  Museum, 
having  in  view  the  desirability  of  utilising 
it  for    giving     national    instruction    in 
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fisheries  and  pisciculture;  and  whether 
there  is  not  a  sum  of  £5,000  left  to  the 
Buckland  Museum ;  and,  if  so,  in  whom 
is  it  vested  and  to  what  use  is  it 
applied. 

The    VICE-PRESIDENT   of     the 


being 


COUNCIL      ON 

J.    GoRST,     Cam- 

The    answer     to 

is    in    the     nega- 

the   second  para- 


COMMITTEE  of 
EDUCATION  (Sir 
bridge  University) : 
the  first  paragraph 
tive.  In  regard  to 
graph  of  the  question,  there  is  a  sum  of 
about  £4,000  in  the  Chancery  Division 
of  the  High  Court,  of  which  the  interest 
is  payable  to  Mrs.  Buckland  for  her  life, 
and  of  which  the  reversion  was  l)e- 
queathed  by  Mr.  Buckland  for  the  esta- 
blishment of  a  Chair  of  Economic  Fish 
Culture. 

Sir  mark  STEWART  :  Has  nothing 
been  done  up  to  the  present  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST :  Nothing. 

Lord  BALCARRFi>  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  Have  the  Department  done 
anything  to  put  the  collection  in  proper 
order  1 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  I  must  ask  for  notice 
of  that. 


sury,  as  representing  the  Postmuter 
General,  whether  any  steps  will  be  taken 
to  carry  oat  the  s<;beme  introduced  hj 
Mr.  Fawcett,  and  recommended  by  the 
Tweedmouth  Committee,  with  reference 
to  the  abolition  of  classification^  wherfibf 
the  many  hundreds  of  telegraphists  nov 
only  receiving  £160  per  annum,  witiine 
hope  of  advancement,  will  be  permitted  te 
rise  to  a  salary  of  £190  per  annum,  whick 
was  the  prospect  held  out  to  many  of 
them  when  entering  the  service. 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Hanbury,  Pwi- 
ton) :  The  hon.  Member  appears  to  be 
under  a  misapprehension  regarding  Mr. 
Fawcett's  scheme  and  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Tweedmouth  Committee  in 
reference  to  abolition  of  classification. 
So  far  from  recommending  abolition- of 
classification,  Mr.  Fawcett  provided  in 
his  scheme  for  first  and  second  classes  of 
telegraphists  in  TiOndon  with  a  maximmn 
of  £140  a  year  for  the  first  class,  whidi 
subsequently — in  1890 — was  raised  t» 
£160  a  year.  Lord  Tweedmouth's  Com- 
mittee recommended  the  combination  of 
the  first  and  second  classes,  but  distincdy 
limited  amalgamation  to  those  two  cl 
and  expressed  an  opinion  that  the 
TOTTENHAM  SCHOOL  BOARD  —  n^u^i  salary  of  £160  a  year  affords  an 
VACCINATION  KEGULATIONS.  adequate  remuneration  for  the  work  en- 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  trusted  to  a  telegraphist  in  London-na 
Vice-President  of  the  Committee  of  I  opinion  which  was  subsequently  endorsed 
Council  on  Education,  whether  the  I V  the  Postmaster  General  and  myselL 
Education  Department  has  declined  ;  The  prospect  of  advancement  to  the  dsas 
to  allow  the  Tottenham  School  Board  :  o^  overseers  and  senior  telegraphists  whiA 
to  appoint  a  girl  as  a  pupil  tciicher  on  i  ^^  *  maximum  of  £190  has  not  beai 
the  ground  that  she  has  not  been  j  altered  in  any  respect, 
vaccinated,  although  in  other  respects  i 
she  satisfies  all  requirements;  and,  if 
so,  will  he  state  upon  what  statutory  j 
authority  the  Education  Department  | 
professes  to  base  its  action. 


CORK  POST  OFFICE  RELIEF  DUTIES. 


I: 


The  Committee  of  Council  have  power 
under  Section  97  of  the  Education  Act, 
1870,  to  prescribe  the  conditions  of  the 
grant  to  Public  Elementary  Schools. 

telec;raph  service 
classification. 

Colonel  DALBIAC  (Camborwell,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 


Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Cork)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as 
representing  the  Postmaster  G^nend, 
whether    there    is  any    regular    system 

relief    duty 

and    if  so^ 

be  in   accordance  j  is  that  system  always  followed  in  regard 

the    department,  i  to  the  equal  claims  of  the  general  body 


Sir  J.  GORST  :  I  have  no  information 
as   to   the   particular  case   of   the   pupil  !  for     the    distribution     of 
teacher  referred   to   in  the  question,  but  j  at   the  Cork    Post    Office  ; 
such   a   refusal  would 
with    the    practice  of 


of  the  employees. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  Relief  duty  at 
Cork  is  allotted  by  regular  system,  when 
there  are  no  exceptional  circumstances 
w^hich  demand  a  departure  from  such 
system  in  the  interests  of  the  Service; 
and  the  claims  of  all  the  staff  are  dnly 
considered. 
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TELEGRAPH  STATION  AT  AKAHISTA, 
COUNTY  CORK. 

Mr.  GD^HOOLY  (Cork  County,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  as  representing  the  Postmaster 
Gteneral,  whether  a  guarantee  has  been 
pven  for  the  payment  of  expenses  in  con- 
nection with  a  telemph  station  at 
AJcahista,  County  Cork ;  and  whether, 
seeing  that  a  promise  of  the  said  station  has  ' 
been  made,  will  he  explain  what  is  the  ! 
cause  of  delay  in  connection  with  it.  i 

♦Mr.  HANBURY:  A  guarantee  has 
not  been  ^ven  for  the  establishment  of 
m  telegraph  office  at  Akahista;  and  no 
promise  of  an  office  there  has  been  made.     ; 

I 
MEDICAL  ATTENDANCE  FOR  TELE- | 
GRAPH  CLERKS. 

Mr.  M^GHEE  (Louth,  S.):  I  beg  to  | 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  re- , 
presenting     the     Postmaster     General, 
whether    London   telemph    clerks    are 
entitled  to  free  medicid  attendance,  and 
whether  the  official  doctors'  officers  visit 
patients  who  cannot  leave  their  homes ; 
and, whether  the  Postmaster  General  will 
take  steps  to  make  adequate  provision  for 
giving     the    London    telegraphists    free 
medical  attendance,  in    accordance  with  \ 
the  statement  made  in  the  Parliamentary 
Return   issued  on  the    Motion    of  the 
Member  for  the  Blackfriars  Division  of 
Glasgow  in  1898.  , 

Mr.  HANBURY:  There  are  no' 
'  persons  called  telegraph  clerks  in ' 
London.  The  London  telegraphists 
whose  salaries  are  not  over  £160  a  year 
are  allowed  free  medical  attendance  at 
their  offices  or  at  their  homes  provided 
the  homes  are  within  the  prescribed  limit 
of  three  miles  from  the  head  office  of  the 
district  in  which  they  are  employed.  If 
they  reside  beyond  this  limit  they  are 
entitled  to  receive  advice  and  medicine 
on*  application  at  the  surgery  of  the 
medical  officer. 

CORK  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 
Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  repre- 
senting the  Postmaster  General,  whether 
he  is  aware  that  there  are  at  present  three  ' 
fully  qualified  female  substitutes  in  the 
Cork  Telegraph  Department  awaiting 
appointments  in  the  office  for  the  past  six 
years ;  and  will  he  undertake  that  the 
next  vacancies  will  be  filled  by  one  or 
other  of  these  officers. 


Mr.  HANBURY:  Yes;  their  claims 
and  qualifications  will  be  considered  with 
those  of  any  other  eligible  officers. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  SCHOOLS— HEATING 
ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in 
national  schools  in  Ireland  other  than  the 
model  schools,  any  official  arrangement 
exists  for  heating  the  schools  in  winter ; 
whether  the  National  Board  have  any 
power  to  secure  that  the  schools  are  pro- 
perly heated,  and  take  steps  to  do  so,  and 
out  of  what  fimd  the  cost  of  heating  is 
paid ;  and  whether  any  distinction  exists 
in  this  respect  between  ordinary  national 
schools  and  the  model  schools,  which  are 
generally  attended  by  the  children  of 
well-to-do  parents ;  and,  if  so,  what  the 
reason  of  this  distinction  is. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour)  :  No  arrangement  such  as 
referred  to  in  the  first  paragraph  exists, 
but  the  schools  are  supposed  to  be 
kept  by  the  local  managers  in  a  fit  state 
for  the  reception  of  pupils  at  all  times  of 
the  year.  The  Commissioners  have  no 
power  to  compel  the  proper  heating  of 
schools  other  than  model  schools;  they 
would,  however,  draw  the  attention  of 
the  manager  to  any  case  of  serious 
neglect.  The  model  schools  are  under 
the  direct  control  and  management  of  the 
board,  hence  the  duty  of  heating  these 
schools  devolves  upon  the  board. 

KERRY  DEPUTY  SURVEYORS. 
Mr.  FLAVIN:  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  he 
can  state  on  what  grounds  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  ordered  the 
Kerry  County  Council  to  increase  the 
salaries  of  their  deputy  surveyors  from 
£80  to  £150  per  year. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  Londonderry. 
N.) :  The  reasons  which  induced  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  increase  the 
salary  of  the  county  surveyor  for  Kerry, 
and  which  were  explained  by  me  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member's  question  of 
Friday  last,  are  equally  applicable  to  the 
cases  of  the  assistant  surveyors,  whose 
salaries  have  also  been  increased  by  the 
Board  as  stated. 
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Mr.  FLAVIN:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  county  council 
heard  the  evidence  of  these  gentlemen 
and  came  to  the  conclusion  there  was  no 
necessity  to  increase  their  salaries,  as 
there  was  no  increase  of  work  ?  On  what 
ground,  therefore,  did  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  without  consulting  the 
county  council,  increase  the  salanes  by 
100  per  cent  1 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  disagreed  with  the  decision 
come  to  by  the  county  council. 

Mr.  FLAVIN:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  duties  have 
actually  decreased  1 

♦xMr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Member  cannot  proceed  to  argue 
the  question. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.) :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  stated  in  this  Hous3  this 
session  that  the  county  councils  would  be 
consulted  in  these  matters  1 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  That 
is  arguing  the  question. 

DEATH  OF  CONSTABLE  MURPHY  AT 
LURGAN. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  YOUNG  (Cavan,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  l)een  directed  to  the  death 
of  Constable  Francis  Murphy,  R.I.C.  in 
the  workhouse  hospital  at  Lurgan  about 
a  week  ago;  whether,  and  on  what 
dates,  the  constable  was  transferred  from 
the  town  of  Moira  and  thereto  from 
Mayo  Bridge ;  by  whose  directions  was 
he  removed  to  the  hospital,  and  how 
many  hours  he  lived  after  his  admission 
to  the  hospital ;  whether  ho  is  aware  that 
Constable  Murphy  frequently  complained 
of  want  of  medical  attention  while  in 
Moira ;  and  whether  he  is  aware  that,  in 
the  absence  of  an  inquest  as  to  the 
cause  of  death,  and  the  circumstances  in 
connection  therewith,  grave  dissatisfaction 
exists  among  the  people  and  the  friends 
of  deceased,  and  whether  a  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  inquiry  will  be  held  into  the 
matter.  I 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  My  attention  has  ;' 
l)een     directed     to     the     circumstances  i 


attending  the  death  of  this  constable. 
He  arrived  at  Moira,  on  transfer  from 
Mayo  Bridge,  on  the  15th  Februanr. 
He  was  exempted  from  duty  on  the 
1 7th  February,  and  between  that  date 
and  the  10th  instant,  when  he  died,  he 
was  visited  six  times  by  the  constabulnij 
medical  attendant.  The  constable  made 
no  complaints,  nor  had  he  any  reason  for 
doing  so,  i^  the  medical  attendant  wai 
very  attentive  to  him.  Up  to  the  time  of 
his  removal  to  the  workhouse  hospital 
the  deceased  walked  about  the  baniA 
grounds.  He  died  five  hours  after  hii 
admission  to  the  workhouse  hospital  on 
the  10th  instant.  He  had  previoualjr 
expressed  himself  gratified  at  having  been 
removed  to  the  hospital.  The  man  died 
from  natural  causes,  collapse  throuj^ 
heart  disease  accelerated  by  pneumonia 
and  long-standing  bronchial  attacks.  The 
case  does  no  call  for  the  interference  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  whoie 
functions  in  the  matter  relate  only  to  the 
treatment  of  the  deceased  in  the  woik* 
house  hospital,  and  I  see  no  reason  for 
directing  the  Inspector  General  to  hohl 
an  inquiry. 

CARRICKMACROSS  WORKHOUSE. 

Mr.  DALY  (Monaghan,  S.):  Ib€«ta 
ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Irehnd 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Agnew, 
Local  Government  Board  inspector, 
recently  made  an  inspection  of  Garrick- 
macross  .workhouse  between  ei^ht  and 
ten  o'clock  at  night ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  this  inspector  has  been  in  the  habit 
of  making  an  inspection  of  workhouses  in 
several  other  places  in  Ulster  at  night ; 
and  whether  he  will  order  the  discon- 
tinuance of  this  practice  of  disturbing  the 
inmates  after  they  have  retired  for  the 
night. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  lam  informed  that 
Mr.  Agnew  recently  visited  a  couple  of 
the  wards  of  this  workhouse  between  the 
hours  mentioned,  but  that  his  visit  did 
not  extend  to  the  whole  of  the  establish- 
ment. He  is  not  in  the  habit  of  making 
such  visits  at  night,  though  he  has  done 
so  occasionally,  and  the  Local  Grovem- 
ment  Board  see  no  reason  for  interfering 
with  the  discretion  vested  in  their  inspec- 
tor in  this  respect,  and,  on  the  contrary, 
are  of  opinion  that  occasional  inspection 
of  some  of  the  wards  at  night  is  most 
desirable. 
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IRISH  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  OFFICES. 

Mr.  CAREW(I>ubUn,  College  Green) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
has  any  objection  to  grant  the  Return  as 
to  officers  under  the  Local  Government 
(Ireland)  Act,  1898,  which  stands  on  the 
Paper  for  thid  day. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour)  :  I  do  not  think  a  Return  such 
as  is  suggested  would  be  of  sufficient  im- 
portance to  lay  on  the  Table.  If,  how- 
ever, the  hon.  Member  wishes  to  see  a  list 
of  the  names  of  the  officers  referred  to, 
with  their  emoluments,  I  shall  be  happy 
to  show  it  to  him. 


WICKLOW    COUNTY    COUNCIL. 

Mr.  CAREW  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
County  Wicklow  County  Council,  at  the 
suggestion  of  its  secretary,  adopted  a 
relation  on  27th  February,  1900,  direct- 
ing the  secretary  to  inform  the  clerks  of 
the  several  rural  district  councils  that  by 
order  of  the  county  council  the  forms  of 
notice  of  motion,  tender  and  contractor's 
bond,  as  also  forms  11,  12,  13,  and  14, 
prescribed  by  the  District  Accounts  Order, 
1899,  have  been  prepared  and  are  supplied 
free  on  application  to  the  secretary's 
(rfSoe,  and  tnat  the  council  will  not  in 
fature  entertain  proposals  from  rural 
district  councils  unless  made  on  the  forms 
so  provided,  etc. ;  whether  a  county 
council  can  compel  a  district  council  to 
aooept  forms  supplied  at  higher  cost  to 
the  ratepayers  than  the  district  council 
itself  can  procure  by  contract;  and 
whether  it  has  any  power  to  refuse  to 
accept  forms  sent  up  bv  the  district 
council  which  are  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  laid  down  by  the  Local  Government 
Board,  merely  because  they  are  not  the 
forms  supplied  by  a  particular  printer.       | 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  A  resolution  to  the  ! 
effect  stated  in  the  question  was  adopted  I 
by  the  Wicklow  County  Council  at  their 
meeting  on  the  27th  ultimo.  The 
direction  given  would  appear  to  be  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  uniformity  in 
such  matters  and  does  not,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  call  for 
any  interference  on  their  part.  The 
answer  to  the  second  and  third  paragraphs 
is  in  the  negative. 


BELFAST  WORKHOUSE  CEMETERY. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  JOHNSTON  (Belfast, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
crowded  state  of  the  cemetery  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Belfast  Union  workhouse ; 
and  whether  he  will  recommend  that 
additional  accommodation  for  the  inter- 
ment of  paupers  should  be  provided  else- 
where. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  G.  W.  Bal- 
four) :  The  Local  Government  Board 
will  suggest  to  the  guardians  the  pro- 
priety of  acquiring  additional  ground  for 
a  cemetery. 

TOWN  HOLDINGS— SUGGESTED 
COMMISSION. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land whether  the  Government  will  appoint 
a  Commission  to  continue,  complete,  and 
issue  a  Report  upon  the  tenure  and 
security  of  improvements  to  tenants  of 
town  holdings  in  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  This  question  is; 
obviously  one  that  should  be  addressed 
to  my  right  hon.  friend  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury. 

LAND    COMMISSION    SITTINGS    AT 

KANTURK. 
Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
he  can  say  what  was  the  last  date  upon 
which  the  Assistant  Land  Commissioners 
sat  in  Kanturk,  County  Cork  ;  is  he  aware* 
that  upon  that  occasion  not  more  th&n 
half  of  the  cases  listed  were  disposed  of  ; 
and  in  view  of  this  fact  and  of  the  number 
of  additional  applications  to  fix  a  fair 
rent,  whether  the  Land  Commission  will 
arrange  for  an  early  sitting  in  Kanturk. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  A  Sub-Commission 
last  sat  in  Kanturk  in  November,  1899. 
All  the  cases  entered  on  the  list  for  hear- 
ing before  this  Sub-Commission  have 
been  disposed  of.  There  are  only  sixteen 
cases  from  the  Kanturk  district  not  yet 
listed  for  hearing.  A  further  sitting  of  a 
Sub-Commission  will  be  held  at  as  early 
a  date  as  practicable. 

ANNALY    ESTATE. 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL  (Cavan,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire~ 
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land  whether  he  is  aware  that  six  tenants, 
who  made  applications  to  purchase  their 
holdings  on  the  Annaly  (Rathclure) 
Estate,  were  induced  by  the  receiver  to 
sign  agreements  to  have  their  fair  rents 
fixed  by  the  land  valuers ;  and  why  it  is 
that  their  holdings  have  neither  been 
visited  nor  their  rents  so  fixed,  and  will 
he  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  the 
cause  of  the  delay. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  I  understand  that 
a  number  of  tenants  from  this  estate 
agreed  to  refer  their  cases  to  court  valuers 
to  report  as  to  the  fair  rents  of  the 
holdings,  that  the  holdings  were  duly 
•  inspected,  and  that  the  rents  have  long 
since  been  fixed  in  these  cases.  There 
are  no  other  cases  of  this  nature,  so  I 
am  told,  at  present  pending  on  the  estate. 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  supply  me  with 
the  names  of  the  six  tenants  referred  to 
in  the  question,  together  with  the  names 
of  the  town  lands  upon  which  their  hold- 
ings are  situate,  I  will  call  for  a  further 
report  in  the  matter. 

BALTIMORE  RAILWAY  EXTENSION. 
Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  County,  W.^  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  for  Ireland 
whether,  in  view  of  the  importance  of 
Baltimore  as  a  fishing  station,  and  also  of 
the  promises  made  by  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  and  the  Treasury  to  con- 
tribute towards  the  cost  of  the  railway 
extension  at  Baltimore  to  deep  water, 
immediate  steps  will  be  taken  to  have 
this  work  carried  out. 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the  DE- 
PARTMENT OF  AGRICULTURE  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Plunkett,  Dublin 
•County,  N.) :  The  Congested  Districts 
Board  some  years  ago  offered  to  contribute 
rtio  wards  the  cost  of  the  construction  of  a  pier 
at  Baltimore  on  terms  which  were  com- 
municated to  the  railway  company.  The 
railway  company,  however,  have  not 
.agreed  to  the  terms  of  the  offer,  which 
has  in  consequence  been  withdrawn. 

Captain  DONELAN:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  take  steps  to  ascertain 
the  views  of  the  Baltimore  Harbour 
Board? 

Mr.  plunkett  :  Yes,  Sir. 

ROYAL  COLLECiE  OF  SCIENCE, 
DUBLIN. 


Department  of  Agriculture  for  Ireland 
if  the  Estimates  of  1900-1901  contain  any 
provision  for  the  clearing  of  the  site « 
the  new  Royal  Ck>llege  of  Science  in 
Dublin,  this  site  having  been  purchased 
last  year  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Ck>mmittee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  question :  and,  if  not^ 
if  it  is  too  late  to  make  such  provision. 

Mr.  plunkett  :  No  such  proviaicia 
has  been  made.  The  site  in  question  ii 
occupied  by  four  houses  which  w31 
mostly  be  occupied  by  the  new  Depait- 
ment.  Nothing  woidd  be  gained,  and 
something  would  be  lost^  by  clearing  tlia 
site  until  the  scheme  for  the  reformed 
college  has  been  settled  in  its  main  line^ 
firstly  as  regards  the  subjects  to  be  tanghti 
and  secondly  as  regards  the  buildiiig|i 
required  for  teaching  those  subjects.  Kt 
the  Committee  which  is  to  report  aa  to 
the  subjects  and  the  building  haa  ' 
appointed  and  will  hold  its  first 
shortly  after  Easter. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSK 
I  ♦Sir  henry  FOWLER  (Wdver 
;  hampton,  E.) :  With  reference  to  paUic 
I  business  on  Thursday  I  beg  to  aak 
!  whether  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treaaoiy 
I  is  aware  that  on  that  night  a  moat 
;  important  motion  is  on  the  Paper  with 
;  reference  to  the  new  Education  Code,  and 
I  whether  he  can  make  arrangements  to 
;  allow  that  motion  to  come  on,  say,  at 
j  10  o'clock. 

j  iMr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  understand 
;  the  force  of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman's 
appeal.  I  have  not  had  the  opportunity 
!  of  making  myself  acquainted  with  the 
amount  or  the  importance  of  the 
discussion  which  is  likely  to  arise  on 
the  motion  to  which  he  refers,  but  I  have 
no  reason  to  believe  that  it  will  take  very 
long.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  assures 
me  to  the  contrary,  J  will  do  what  I  can 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  hon.  Members 
opposite.  I  think,  however,  that  on 
Thureday  we  ought  to  pass  not  only  the 
reference  to  the  Committee  on  Municipal 
Trading,  but  the  Railway  Accidents  ffiU. 
If  those  orders  are  passed  I  will  not  ask 
the  House  to  go  on  with  other  Bills  after 
10  o'clock. 


Mr.  DILLON :  When  will  the  Chan- 
Mr.  LECKY    (Dublin  University)  :  I  |  table  Loans  (Ireland)  Bill  be  taken  t    1 
beg  to  ask   the    Vice-President  of   the  j  m^y  say  I  wish  to  move  an  important  In- 
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atruction  to  the  Committee.  The  Tithe 
Reqt-charge  (Ireland)  Bill  is  put  down 
for  April  26th — a  most  inconvenient  day 
for  the  Irish  Members  after  the  Eastei 
recess,  and  I  hope  we  shall  have  au 
assurance  that  it  will  not  be  taken  that 
day. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Before  1 
answer  that  ouestion  may  I,  referring 
again  to  Thursday's  business,  say  it  would 
be  useless  to  stop  Government  business  if 
the  only  result  is  to  allow  the  Bills  of 
private  Members  to  come  on.  If  it  is  a 
natter  of  ireneral  agreement  that  if  the 
€k>Yemment  stop  their  business  at  10 
o'clock  no  attempt  will  be  made  to  take 
]iriTate  Bills  on  the  Paper  for  Thursday 
next,  then  I  will  make  the  arrangement. 
I  cantiot  ^ve  a  pledge  not  to  take  the 
Irish  Chantable  Loans  Bill  on  Thursday 
if  there  is  a  sood  chance,  but  if  it  is  in- 
tfonyenient  for  non.  Gentlemen  to  discuss 
the  Tithe  Rent-charge  Bill  on  the  date 
mentioned,  I  will  engage  not  to  take  it  on 
that  day. 

Sir  henry  FOWLER:  Cannot  the 
Oovemment  put  the  Code  debate  immedi- 
ately after  the  Railway  Accidents  Bill  on 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  will  consider 


that  point. 


NEW  MEMBER  SWORN.  I 

James  Farquharson  Remnant,  Esq.,  for  I 
the  Borough  of  Finsbury  (Holborn ! 
Division). 


HOYLAKE  AND  WEST  KIRBY  IM- 

PROVEMENT.BILL.  i 

WOLVEKHAMPTON,  ESSINGTON,  AND  i 
CANNOCK  CHASE  JUNCTION  | 
RAILWAY  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Reports 
to  Ke  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


parishes  and  places  adjacent  thereto,  in 
the  county  of  Northampton."  Higham 
Ferrers  Water  Bill  [Lords]. 

HIGHAM  FERRERS  WATER  BILL    [H.L.]. 
Read  the  first  time;  and  referred    to 
the   Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 


NEfF  BILLS, 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to — 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2;^  Bill. 

Census  (Great  Britain)  Bill,   without 
Amendment. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
"An  Act  for  suppling  with  water  the 
borough  of  Higham  Ferrers,  and  certain 

VOL.  LXXXI.     [Fourth  Series.  | 


ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION   BILL. 

The  vice-president  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on  EDU- 
CATION (Sir  J.  Gk)RST,  Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) :  In  asking  leave  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  Elementary  Education 
Acts,  1870  to  1893,  I  may  briefly  explain 
that  it  embodies  some  small  amendments 
which  tile  experience  of  administration 
has  proved  to  be  necessary  in  the  various 
Education  Acts.  Without  going  through 
each  clause  in  detail  I  may  say  that  there 
is,  for  instance,  an  amendment  as  to  the 
fee  grant,  providing  that  the  average 
attendance  shall  be  calculated  according 
to  the  Code  at  the  time  being  in  force, 
instead  of  according  to  the  Code  of  1891. 
Powers  are  given  to  guardians  to  con- 
tribute to  the  expenses  of  public  elemen- 
tary schools  in  those  cases  where  the  poor 
law  children  are  to  any  extent  sent  to 
those  schools.  There  is  a  provision  to 
relieve  the  parishes  in  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  School  Board  from  contributing,  as 
they  do  now,  twice  over  towards  the  blind 
and  deaf  children  in  their  districts,  and 
in  the  matter  of  compulsory  attendance 
the  maximum  penalty  is  raised  from  5s. 
to  20s.  Finally,  there  is  another  impor- 
tant amendment  raising  the  number  of 
attendances  for  obtaining  what  is  known 
as  the  dunces'  certificate  from  250  to 
350 ;  and  there  is  a  section  empowering 
the  local  authorities  to  make  bye-laws 
affecting  the  school  attendance  of  children 
up  to  the  age  of  fourteen  instead  of 
thirteen. 

1  Bill  to  amend  the  Elementary  Educa- 
tion Acts,  1870  to  1893,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  John  Gorst  and  Mr. 
Attorney  General. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  BILL. 

**  To  amend  the  Elementary  Education 
Acts,  1870  to  1893,"  presented,  and  read 
the  first  time ;  to  he  read  a  second  time 
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upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  142.] 


Monday  next»  and  to  be  printed. 

143.] 


BURIAL  GROUNDS  BILL 
♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M 
White  Ridley,  Lancashire,  Blackpool) :  I 
have  to  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend 

It  carries  v.»v  ^ ^^^ .. — .^..^  v,.  ^..^    j    ■        •  i  •  i  .. 

Committee  which  in  1898  sat  upon  the  '  aofignation,  which  was  open  to  considCT- 


SEA   FISHERIES     BILL. 

The   PRESIDENT  of  the   BOARD 

OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon):  I 

have  to  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 

'  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  sea  fisherim. 


)  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  JJill  to  i  «*"""^  *'"^  ^^»«  ,  R .tt  r^*  "oucim». 
the  law  relating  to  burial  grounds.  ;  J  ™Y  ^xpjain  that  the  Bill  is  one  whicb 
ies  out  the  recommendations  of  the  '  5*^  ^een  before  the  House  under  another 


wx.»*^».wwv.v,  .,... ^.^  «««  upon   v-x.      ,,-...  T   1  •  1    -t^ 

Burial  Acts,  under  the  chairmanship  of  i  ?*^^®  c"^^c^s°^-      ^.  ^*^^"^  ^®  present  titla 
my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- !  ^^  "^^^^  appropriate.      The  object  is  to 
versity  of  Cambridge,  and  which  came  to  \  Prevent  the  present  destruction  of  small 
^   '       •  11      1- ^  .1      and  imniature  fish,  whichy  aocording  ta  the 

Report  of  the  Sea  Fisheries  Committee^ 
can  be  used  for  no  other  purpose  exo^ 
that  of  manure.  This  object  the  fill 
proposes  to  effect  by  prohibiting  the  ttl» 
of  such  fish,  in  accordance  not  only  witib 
the  representation  of  the  Fishmongen' 
Company,  but  with  the  recommendiuioife 
of  a  Select  Committee  of  the  Houee  of 
Commons.  A  law  of  this  kind  is  in 
exisDence  in  nearly  all  the  great  Europetn 
countries,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  it  the 
supply  of  a  very  valuable  food  for  the 
^L  i  people  is  to  be  increased,  it  is  neceewy 
^  I  to  follow  the  example  of  Gontinenttl 
Legislatures  by  limiting  the  size  of 


a.  substantially  fair  agreement  on  the 
points  which  for  years  had  been  engaging 
the  attention  of  the  House.  I  think  it 
would  1x3  a  great  pity  if  this  House  did 
not  take  the  opportunity  of  endeavouring 
to  settle  some  of  these  questions  at  any 
rate.  During  the  autumn  I  had  the 
honour  of  receiving  a  deputation  com- 
posed of  what  I  may  call  the  contending 
parties,"  and  they  were  entirely  at  one  in 
urging  the  Government  to  introduce  a 
Bill  l>ased  on  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee,  and  assuring  me  if  it  were  in 
troduced  it  would  be  approached 
them  with   a  desire  to   bring  alx)ut  an 


amicable  settlement.  I  have  therefore  to  I  ^egisiaiures  oy  nmiwng  tne  size  of  fidi 
ask  leave  to  introduce  this  Bill.  It  does  I  ^*^.?,^  ™*3^  ^  .^^^*-.  ^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^"e* 
not,  as  I  told  the  deputation,  propose  to 


consolidate  or  amend  the  whole  law.   That 
would  be  a  rather  too  ambitious  attempt 
on  my  part,  but  I  hope  it  will  go  a  con- 
siderable way  towards  it.     Dealing  with 
the  two  separate  parts   into   which   the 
Burial    Acts   may    be   divided,   it  leaves  ; 
the     whole    ecclesiastical     side    to    the  i 
Home  Office,  and  the  whole  sanitary  and  I 
financial  part  to  the  Local  Government  ! 
Board.     It  is  hoped  that  by  that  means  i 
the  present  conflict  of  authority  and  con- 
fusion of  interest  may  be  avoided.      Sub- 1 
stantially,  the  whole  of  the  recommenda-  j 
tions  of  the  Select  Committee,  with  the 
exception  of  two  or  three  points  which  '      Mr.  RITCHIE : 
appear  to  be  outside  the  general  tenor  of  .  't   prevents    them 


will  put  a  stop  to  operations  whichiire 
causing    much     injury    to    the    variov 


the  Report,  are  embodied  in  the  Bill. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Burial  Grounds,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Secretary  Sir  Matthew  White 
Ridley  and  Mr.  Jesse  CoUings. 


BURIAL  GROUNDS  BILL. 
"  To  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Burial 
Grounds,"  presented,  and  read  the  first 
time  :   to  be   read   a  second  time   upon 


;  fisheries. 

1      Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  :  Witt 
,  the  Bill  apply  to  Ireland  7 

:      Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Yes. 

Question  proposed,  that  the  Bill  be-noir 
read  a  first  time. 

Mr.  TENNANT  (Berwickshire) :  Does. 
the  Bill  propose  to  place  any  restriction: 
on  the  operations  of  trawlers  within,  a. 
certain  distance  of  our  coasts  ? 


No,  except  so  far  as- 
selling  fish   below  a. 


certani  size. 


Mr.  GIBSON  BOWIES  :  May  I 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  only  mot   1 
to  put  a  question. 

♦Mr.  SPP]AKER :  The  hon..  Member 
for  Berwickshire  has  already  spoken  since 
the  question  was  put.  Further  questiouft' 
are  very  apt  to  develop  into  debate.. 
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Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) : 
Is  it  not  rllowable  to  ask  a  question  ? 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Only,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  did,  while  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  introducing  the  Bill  sat  down. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  Sea 
Fisheries,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Ritchie  and  Secretary  Sir  Matthew 
White  Ridley. 

SEA  FISHERIES  BILL. 

"  To  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  Sea 

Fisheries,"  presented,  and  read  the  first 

time  ;  to    be  read  a  second  time    upon 

Thnrsdayy  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  144.] 


FINANCE  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  (Sheffield, 
Hallam)  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  1 : — 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  which  I 
have  put  upon  the  Paper,  and  which  I 
now  move,  is  to  exempt  Ireland  from  the 
reimposition  of  the  tea  duty.  In  the 
Snt  instance,  the  history  of  this  tea  duty 
in  Ireland  is  rather  interesting.  Before 
1817  the  tea  duty  in  Ireland  was,  com- 
pared with  that  of  England,  very 
smflJl  indeed.  As  well  as  my  recollec- 
tion serves  me,  it  was  four  or  five  times 
as  large  in  England  as  in  Ireland,  but  in 
1817,  as  part  of  the  scheme  of  robbing 
Ireland,  as  we  believe,  this  tax  was 
equalised  in  the  two  countries.  In  1890 
the  tax  was  reduced  to  4d.,  and  now  it  is 
proposed  to  increase  the  existing  taxation 
50  per  cent.,  and  raise  it  to  6d.  As  well 
as  we  can  estimate,  the  additional  amount 
raised  from  Ireland  will  be  £250,000. 
The  production  from  this  tax  in  the  year 
ending  31st  March,  1899,  in  Ireland  was 
je664,000,  and  therefore  it  is  a  fair  esti- 
mate to  say  that  the  amount  produced  in 
Ireland  from  this  addition  to  the  taxation 
tea  may  be  about  £250,000.  I  am 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  very 
►riefly  alluding  to  one  or  two 
matters  raised  by  the  Chancellor 
of      the      Exchequer     in     the    debate 


on 


upon  this    Irish   financial   question   the 
other  night.     At  the  close  of  the  debate, 
and  without  any  warning  or  notice  what- 
ever, he  put  forward  a  number  of  entirely 
new  statements  and  quoted  a  number  of 
figures  which,  on  the  spur  of  the  moment^ 
it  was  impossible  for  us  on  these  benches 
without  examination  and  inquiry  to  deal 
with.     On  this   question  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  laid  it  down  that  the  English 
consumption  was   5Jlb.  per  head  of  the 
population,  producing  a  tax  of  Is.  9d., 
and  that  the  Irish  consumption  was  6  J  lb. 
per  head,  producing  2s.  2d.*     That  is  to 
say,  that,  taking  the   case   of    an  Irish 
family,  say,   of  six  persons,  the  amount 
paid  under  the  old  tax  would  be  ISs.,  and 
now,  under  this  proposal,  that  tax  is  to 
be  raised  on  the  Irish  family  to  19s.  6d. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  laid  down,  I 
think,  an  extraordinary  proposition  when 
he  aligned  that  the  larger  consumption  of 
tea  in  Ireland  was,  forsooth,  something  in 
the  nature  of  an  argument  in  favour  of 
Irish  prosperity  ana  Irish  ability  to  pay 
the  tax.     The   large  consumption  of  tea 
in  Ireland  is  a   proof  of  the  poverty  of 
the  people  instead  of  a   proof   of   their 
prosperity.      It     is     the    very     cheap- 
est   drink    they    can  obtain — something 
like   2d.   a    gallon — and  it   is  probably 
the  cheapest  food  upon  which  any  human 
'  being  can  maintain  life.     It  does  seem  to 
i  me  that  the  argument  is  entirely  the  other 
I  way,  and  that  the  large  consumption  of 
i  tea  in  Ireland  is  a  proof  of  the  poverty 
I  and  not  the  prosperity  of  the  people,  and 
I  of  their  inability  rather  than  their  ability 
i  to  bear  this  additional  impost.     The  right 
'  hon.  Gentleman  laid  down  and  elaborated 
I  the  principle  which  underlies  really  the 
I  whole  or  a  very  large  part  of  the  financial 
'  injustice   under    which    Ireland    suffers, 
1  when  he   propounded   the   old    doctrine 
I  that  identity  of  impost  is  the  same  as 
I  identity  of  burden.     That  was  the  fallacy 
'  underlying    Mr.    Gladstone's    policy    in 
I  1853.     It  is  the  policy  which  underlies 
the  policy  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to-day.     In  his  speech  he  declared 
'  that  anything  in  the  nature  of  differential 
I  taxation  of  the  same  articles  as  between 
j  flngland  and  Ireland  was  a  principle  which 
'  could  never  be  accepted.     He  went  on  to 
'  say-- 

1  "  That  is  a  demand  on  the  part  of  Ireland  to 
'  occupy  the  position  and  to  exercise  the  power 
I  of  a  governing  part  of  this  great  Empire,  and 


*  See  page  123  of  this  Volume. 
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:i.ifD».  isrhn    hoii.  Gentleman  would    leatl    the 

r  ."••!,  i.i  fitjiii^  10  l>elieve  from  his  argument  that 

•Miiiiuii  '^*'-  ^"^^"t  of  Ireland  to  this  arrangement 

II  IS  16  was  an  essential  condition  of  the 

.■»)ntract.     If  it  was,  we  have  a  right  to 

r     -t'.Miv  withdraw  from  the  contract  now,  when  we 

■■•,  ifjie    i[  dmi  that  it  is  unjust  and  oppressive.   The 

•-     •«:i     if  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  complained 

...I    si!-»'«r<i  chat  this  was  an  attempt  of    the    Irish 

.    .'     .ir-Mii^h  people    to    fix    the    taxation   on    Great 

-.V    Lpuii  Britain.  He  denounced  that  as  a  ridiculous 

•:i5  ::ir.*  and  unjust  thing.     But  what  is  he  doine  ? 

-.     \    :he  He  is  allowing  Great  Britain  to  fix  the 

:►     \i.t    ^f  taxation  of  Ireland.     If  one  is  unjust^  I 

-..L...     vrh    .1  contend  the  other  is  equally  so.     Let  me 

*     i/vcH  jrf  swiv  one  word  in  continuation  of  this  point 

■ii     :\vi>  What  has  been  the  result  of  this  imposition 

■:Aai.:«'(i.  or  of  identical  taxation  upon  Ireland  ?   It  has 

•  .    t    uiif  per  Iwen  absolutely  niinous.     I  never  heard  a 

1  ..^     L    »»reat  more  superficial  and  unsatisfactory  speech 

I..  ..-yiv    rjf.iir  than  was  the  speech  of    the   right  hon. 

.  •     -iriarn-'ial  Gentleman  upon  this  point.  He  attempted. 

^.  X-  .       r    jciveii  forsooth,  to  prove  that  Ireland   is  to-day 

..  v  II    rho^e  rapidly     increiising    in    pi-osperity     and 

,  ■  ^11.     ii.'ment  wealth,  when  it  is  common  knowWlge  that 

.     . -.i:!!!- T.Mv^>i>r-  by  comparison  with  any  other  nation  in 

;t-    I    Tiiatter  the  world,  Ireland  has  l)een  retrograding 

•i     '••  iKiy  it.  instead    of    advancing.     The  right  hon. 

•II  men L  chat  it  Gentleman  alluded  with  pride  and  satisfac- 

•  .i«  Ms;  rec-ml  to  tion  to  the  fact  that  emigration  from  Ireland 
.     i     lie   ivpula-  was  diminishing.  Yes,  thank  God,  it  is.  The 

X   *•     li'e  ^viying  emigration  cannot  go  on  for  ever  at  the 

.1.    -i-'LHTcion  to-  rate    it    has    been   going   on    for   many 

iu'   vLuilaiion  decades  ])jist.     Naturally  it  must,  to  some 

.   *i:ih  wiis  one  extent,  diminish  in  volume,  because  the 

K"  cinio  of  pojmlation  left  in  the  country  has  dimi- 

«.    ■  ^'J  to  one  '  nished  by  one  half.     But  even  this  conso- 

S'7     c  was  one  lation  the  right  hon.    GeuUeman  is  not 

•  :.  ui.iM.l  to-day  entitled  to.      He  quoted  the  emigration 

!a:   contniet,  ;  figures  for  1898,  and  pointed  to  the  fact 

u  •Miitliv  unjust    that  only  32,000  had  emigrattnl   in  thai 

■  u    I'-J.ay  would    year.     He   did    not  give  the  figures  for 

v^;     "xt.Mi   ou   the    1899,  M'hich  show  an  increase  of  emigra- 

i-.:;i:!lv  and  un-    tion  from  32,000  to  42,000.    So  that  even 

,   •  I  ■    "veri  more    upon  that  point  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

.*.i  .jujr.     of    the    niiui's  figures  were  misleading  and  inade- 

.;.v;     :mc  the  im-    ({uate.     In    talking   of   this   question   of 

».  .  ».     !  l^lh  had    depopulation,    he   alluded   to   some  rural 

V'' \»  IS  |K»intiHl    parts  of  England  in  which  he  knew  the 

,o  .lu  .r    "'v  one  of    agricultuml  population  was  diminishing. 

>    »   v*i'  had  not    Did    he   really   put    that   forward  as  a 

VS.it       was  I  re^isonable  argument  ?     We  are  not  talk- 

.^.u»     *:   the  Kx- !  ing  about  the  depopulation  of  any  parti- 

.  ■..     v»  Ni'iuething  '  cular  district  in  Ireland.     We  are  talking 

..    '  •  ia  kI  in  the    of  the  depopulation  of  the  country  taken 

*:    ..ii.>tL»usi»any  .  as  a  whohi.      The   country   taken  as  a 

,x    Vi".v  V\itholic    whole  shows  a  terribly  diminishing:  popii- 

.\    y.vA    1885    lation,  and  to   say  because  in   England. 

■  o  'Avi»lo  wei-e    where  the  population  is  increasing  from 

»  X   Vt,»ii*i\      The    year  to  year  by  leaps  and  1>ouik1s,  thew 
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may  be  a  particular  rural  district  the  |  rate  of  increase  per  mile  has  in  ten  years 
population  of  which  is  diminishing,  that  i  been  only  4  per  cent. — a  smaller  increase 
that  is  any  answer,  is  really  unworthy  as  |  than  will  be  found  in  any  oth^r  country 
'  an  argument  of  the  right  hoh.  Gentleman,  in  Europe  or  in  the  world.  Take  the 
He  spoke  also  of  the  receipts  from  railway  i  case  of  joint-stock  companies  in  Ireland. 
traffic !  It  is  said  as  a  proof  of  the  prosperity  of 

I  Ireland  that  they  have  doubled  in  number 
The  chairman  :  Order,  order ! ;  in  the  last  ten  years,  but  it  is  left  out  of 
The  hon.  Member  must  be  aware  that  |  account  altogether  that  included  in  that 
the  rules  of  the  House  preclude  references  I  category  are  those  innumerable  co-opera- 
to  previous  debates  in  the  same  session,  i  tive  societies  which  have  been  established 
The  hon.  Member  must  also  understand  '•  in  Ireland,  the  establishment  of  which, 
that  in  strictness  he  is  bound  by  the  though  they  may  be  most  useful  in  their 
limitci  of  the  present  Amendment  to  the  J  way,  cannot  be  regarded  as  in  themselves. 
position  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  with  a  proof  of  the  increased  prosperity  of  the 
regard  to  the  increase  of  the  tea  duty.        '  people.     Savings  bank  deposits  have  been 

I  alluded  to  as  a  proof  of  increased  pros- 
Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  :  To  take  the  !  perity  and  of  Ireland's  ability  to  bear 
second  point  first,  I  am  arguing  that  I  taxation.  Savings  bank  deposits  show  ia 
this  adaitional  impost  upon  tea  should  '  ten  years  an  increase  of  4|  millions,  but 
not  be  put  upon  Ireland,  because  of  the  I  in  the  same  ten  years  there  has  been  a 
poverty  of  her  people  which,  makes  them  ,  decrease  of  6^  millions  in  Government 
unable  to  bear  it.  With  regard  to  the  funds  and  Indian  stocks,  so  that  if  yoa 
other  point,  I  will  not  further  allude  to  '  take  the  question  of  the  prosperity  of  the 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  will  say  ■  country  as  a  whole,  the  decrease  in  this 
that  a  distinguished  financier  has  recently  '  kind  of  investments  may  be  set  against 
made  these  statements.  A  distinguished  '  the  increase  with  regard  to  savings  banks. 
gentleman  recently  stated  that  the  rail-  ,  I    content     myself     with     this    general 


WBj  receipts  in  Ireland  had  increased  by 
25  per  cent,  in  ten  years. 

The    CHANCJILLOR   of   the    EX- 


statement :  that  the  picture  which  was. 
recently  put  before  this  House  and  the 
country  of  Ireland  as  a  rapidly  im- 
proving and  prosperous  country  is  a 
CHEQUER  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  grossly  exaggerated  one,  and  by  every 
RristoJ,  W.) :  I  rise  to  order.  What  on  test  which  the  ingenuity  of  man  may 
earth  has  this  to  do  with  the  tea  duty  1      '  suggest  Ireland  is  unable   to  bear  this- 

1  additional  taxation  which    is   proposed. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  cannot  allow  the    This  Budget,  even  if  it  were  a  fair  one 

hon.  Gentleman  to  evade  my  ruling  by  so    for  Great  Britain,  is  a  glaringly  unfair 

transparent  an  artifice.  one  for  Ireland.     The  Chancellor  of  the 

,  Exchequer  has  defended  this  Budget  on 
Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  :  I  do  not  the  ground  that  he  is  raising  £8,000,000 
understand.  The  point  put  to  you.  Sir,  ;  from  direct  taxation  and  only  £6,000,000* 
as  a  point  of  order,  is,  whether  I  am  >  from  indirect.  This  is  57  per  cent,  from 
entitled  to  discuss  the  question  of  the  !  direct  and  43  per  cent,  from  indirect 
receipts  for  railway  lates.  On  that  point  1  taxation.  I  admit  candidly  that  for  a  War 
I  would  submit  to  you  that  anything  |  Budget  that  is  a  very  plausible  statement. 
which  shows  the  inability  of  Ireland  to  to  l]^  able  to  make.  If  the  right  hon.. 
bear  taxation  is  a  relevant  argument  on  '  Gentleman  has  to  provide  a  War  Budget, 
the  proposal  to  increase  her  taxation.  then  I  think  the  proportion  of  direct  to- 

indirect  taxation  which  he  lays  down  is  a 
The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member    reasonable  one.     But  so  far  as  the  appli- 
is  entitled  to  argue  the  general   poverty  |  cation  of  this  Budget  to  Ireland  is  con- 
of  the  resources  of  Ireland.  cerned,  that  statement  is  an  absolute  and 

complete  misrepresentation.  In  Ireland 
Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  Then,  Sir,  '  the  application  of  the  Budget  will  work 
if  anyone  says  that  these  receipts  from  out  in  this  way.  The  direct  taxa- 
railway  traffic  have  increased  in  the  last  I  tion  raised  will  be  only  33  per  cent. 
ten  years  by  25  per  cent.,  I  should  call  of  the  whole,  and  the  indirect  taxation 
attention  to  the  fact  that  mileage  has  ;  will  be  67  per  cent,  of  the  whole.  I 
inereased  by  12i  per  cent.,  and  that  the  j  have  endeavoured,  as  far  as  possible^  to 
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get  accurate  figures  and  accurate  estimates. 
The  income  tax  produced  in  Ireland 
last  year  £704,000.  It  is  proposed  to 
increase  it  by  50  per  cent.,  producing 
<£300,000.  The  tea  duty  produced  last 
year  £564,000  ;  the  increase  of  50  per 
cent,  will  be  £250,000.  Tobacco  pro- 
duced £1,201,000,  and  the  increase  of 
12J  per  cent,  will  produce  £150,000. 
Beer  produced  £773,000 ;  an  increase 
of  15  per  cent,  gives  £100,000,  and 
an  increase  of  5  per  cent,  on  spirits 
gives  £100,000  more,  making  in  all 
about  £900,000asa  result  of  this  increased 
budget  upon  Ireland.  These  figures,  if 
they  are  correct,  show  that  Ireland  will 
be  paying  £300,000,  or  33  per  cent.,  of 
direct  taxation,  and  £600,000,  or  67  per 
cent,  of  indirect  taxation,  whereas  in 
Great  Britain  the  proportions  are  reversed, 
and  Great  Britain  will  be  paying  only  43 
per  cent.,  of  indirect  and  57  per  cent,  of 
direct.  So  that  the  main  argument 
upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
defended  this  Budget,  namely,  that 
there  was  a  fair  and  equitable  distinc- 
tion between  the  amount  to  be  borne 
by  indirect  and  direct  taxation,  falls 
to  the  ground  altogether  when  you  apply 
it  to  the  case  of  Ireland.  It  seems  to  me 
that  in  itself  is  a  strong  argumient  why 
this  increase  of  the  duty  on  tea  should  be 
omitted.  I  would  suggest  what  would 
be  a  fair  thing  for  him  to  do.  Why  can- 
not Ireland  be  treated  the  same  as  Great 
Britain  in  this  Budget?  Why  cannot 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be  content  to 
raise  only  the  same  proportion  of  direct 
and  indirect  taxation  that  he  is  raising  in 
Great  Britain  ]  If  he  would  be  content 
to  do  that,  he  would  to  some  extent  at 
any  rate  mitigate  the  injustice  which  I 
think  he  is  perpetrating  on  the  country. 
If  he  did  that,  he  could  do  it  by  levying 
direct  taxation  in  Ireland  as  it  is  under 
his  proposal  at  £300,000,  and  by  keeping 
only  the  beer  and  spirit  duties— £200,000 
more — and  confining  his  demand  upon 
Ireland  to  these  three  items.  Then  the 
taxation  upon  Ireland  would  fall  in 
exactly  the  same  proportion  as  he  pro- 
poses it  should  fall  upon  England,  and 
he  would  in  that  way  save  Ireland  from 
the  imposition  on  her  poor  people  of 
this  harsh  additional  tax  on  tea 
and  on  tolwicco.  Of  course  we  take  the 
position  that  we  object  to  pay  a  single 
penny  of  additional  fixation,  for  the 
double  reason  that  we  think  we  are 
overtaxed  alrciidy,  and  that  we  object 
Mr.  John  Redmond, 


\  to    the   object    to    which     the    moner 
I  is  to  be  devoted.     Of  course,  we  know  as 
;  practical  politicians  we  cannot  defeat  this 
:  Budget.     We  are    powerless    to  do  la 
:  All  we  are  able  to  do  is  to  register  our 
I  protest  in  the  division  lobby.      If  we^  as 
I  practical  men,  can  get  any  alleviation  for 
Ireland,  I  think  we  ought  to  do  our  best» 
and  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  do  what  I  think  is  a  reasonaUe 
thin^,  let  the  taxation  direct  and  indirect 
fall  111  the  same  proportion  as  in  England, 
that  will  be  a  relief  to  our  country.    It 
will  diminish   the  total  amount  of  the 
additional  taxation,  and   it  will  lemore 
to  some    extent  the  sense  of  injustice 
under  which  we  suffer.  For  these  reasons, 
I   beg  to  move  this  Amendment,  and  I 
invite  the  serious  and  sympathetic  atten- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  On  pag  3  1,  line  16,  to  leave  oat  the 
*or  Ireland.*"— {if r  John  Redmond,} 


Question  proposed — "  That  the  words 
proposed  to   be  left  out  stand   part  of 

the  Clause." 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  (DohotI, 
S.)  said  that  having  no  special  knowleogp 
in  matters  of  finance  he  should  not  have 
intervened  in  the  debate  except  for  the 
fact  that  the  increase  on  the  duty  upon 
tea  verv  greatly  affected  a  large  numW 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Donegal,  to  whom 
tea  was  not  so  much  a  luxury  as  an 
actual  article  ot  food.  The  class  of 
people  whom  he  represented  were  the 
poorest  in  the  world.  In  this  question  of 
finance  he  noticed  one  of  the  most  cruel 
instances  of  the  injustice  which  was  done 
to  Ireland  by  the  Government,  as  was 
shown  by  the  fact  that  the  whole  of  the 
Irish  representatives  were  votingagainstthe 
extra  taxation  of  their  own  country,  and 
being  out-voted  by  the  'majority   of  the 


House,  who  would  not  have  to  pay  the 
I  tax  which  they  were  imposing.  With  re- 
gard to  the  wav  in  which  it  affected  his 
constituency,  he  drew  attention  to  the 
fact  that  in  1896  a  Committee  sat  to  con- 
sider the  incidence  of  taxation  between 
the  two  countries,  and  in  the  Majority  Re- 
port, which  was  signed  by  Mr.  Childers, 
one  of  the  greatest  financial  authorities  of 
his  day,  it  was  stated  that  the  same  system 
of  taxation  falling  on  the  two  countries 
had  the  effect  of  making  Ireland  contribute 
about  £2,500,000  in  excess  of  what  she 
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ought  to  contribute.  The  Report  pointed 
out  that  if  the  wealth  per  head  of  one 
country  was  much  less  than  that  of  the 
other,  the  tax  upon  taxable  articles 
would  fall  very  heavily  upon  the  poorer 
country  of  the  two.  The  main  cause  of 
the  inequality  of  taxation  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  might  be  said  to  be 
tea,  tobacco,  and  spirits,  which  were  all 
heavily  taxed,  and  the  consumption  of 
which  in  Ireland  was  equal  to  the  con- 
sumption in  Gieat  Briiain,  except  in  the 
case  of  tea,  which  was  consumed  to  a 
larger  extent  in  Ireland  than  here,  and  in 
the  case  of  all  these  articles,  while  the  tax 
remained  the  same  in  both  countries, 
the  wealth  with  which  to  purchase  them 
was  less  in  Ireland  than  in  Great  Britain. 
To  refer  to  the  effect  of  the  tea  duty  in 
Donegal,  he  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  Mr,  O'Donnell  gave  evidence  before 
the  Commission,  and  he  insisted  strongly 
on  the  fact  that  tea  was  the  food  of  the 
Donegal  peasant,  and  that  it  was  cruel  to 
exact  a  large  duty  in  regard  to  it. 
His  evidence  showed  that  there  was  a 
iarge  increase  in  the  consumption  of  tea 
•even  in  the  congested  districts,  and  that 
it  was  not  unusual  for  the  peasants  to 
have  tea  and  bread  at  two  out  of  their 
three  daily  meals.  How  could  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  tax  those  unfortu- 
nate people  by  an  additional  twopence  a 
poond  on  tea  ?  They  had  heard  a  good 
^eal  about  the  scarcity  of  milk  in  Kim- 
l)erley  during  the  siege,  but  the  peasants 
•of  Ireland  could  not  get  milk  because  it 
had  to  be  sold  for  the  benefit  of  the  land- 
lord. The  evidence  proved  that  the 
poor  people  of  Ireland  did  not  have  meat 
more  than  two  or  three  times  a  year, 
while  in  Great  Britain  the  great  mass  of 
the  population  habitually  consumed 
butcher's  meat,  and  even  in  Scotland  the 
food  of  the  poor  was  much  superior  to 
what  it  was  in  Ireland.  Those  poor 
peasants  were  the  persons  who  were  to 
be  the  victims  of  the  extra  taxes  in  order 
to  support  the  stockjobbers  in  the  City. 
Tea  was  absolutely  vital  to  the  very 
existence  of  the  poor  in  Ireland,  and  Dr. 
O'Donnell  was  not  the  only  person  who 
bore  testimony  to  this  fact.  Sir  Pxiward 
Hamilton  was  examined  by  Mr.  Sexton, 
jmd  he  was  asked,  if  Irishmen  were  unable 
to  indulge  in  luxuries  which  paid  no 
.taxes  such  as  beef  and  bacon,  and  had  to 
resort  to  tea  and  dry  bread,  how  could 
that  be  proof  of  the  taxable  capacity  of 
Irishmen^  and  he  replied  that  he  haotlly 


thought  that   tea   was  a   substitute  for 
beef    or    bacon,  and    that    although  he 
would  not  say  that  tea  and  alcoholic  drinks 
were  luxuries  yet  they  were  rather  expen- 
sive tastes  in  which    Irishmen  indulged. 
With  what  heart  could  men  who  in  the 
whole  course  of  a  long  life  never  knew 
what  it  was  to  be  hungry,  increase  the 
burdens  on  those  poor  people  who  were 
in  a  chronic  state  of  want — a  condition, 
too,  which  was  the  direct  result  of  English 
misgovernment  1    To  gentlemen  in  easy 
circumstances  of  life  it  was,  he  knew,  very 
I  difficult  to  realise  that   one  shilling,  six- 
\  pence,  or   even   one  penny  made  a  vast 
!  difference  with  these  poor  peasants.     An 
I  increase  of  twopence  in  one  pound  of  tea 
I  was  of  far  more  consequence  than  £10,000 
!  to  many  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
I  the    House.      They    were    taxing  these 
I  peasants  with  a  high  hand  as  much  against 
i  their  wishes  as  if  all  the  Irishmen  were 
'  expelled  from  the  House.     To  talk  of  the 
'  grievances  of    the  money-grubbing  Uit- 
I  landers    in    the  Transvaal  in    the  same 
I  breath   when    they  were   imposing    this 
I  additional    taxation    on    the   poor  Irish 
peasants  was  cruel  h3rpocrisy.     He  never 
spoke  in  a  debate  of  this  kind  without 
'  recollecting  reading  of  the  historic  scenes 
!  when     Daniel     O'Connell  —  who     was 
I  praised     now    so    much   for    his    mode- 
'  ration     and     loyalty  —  made     his    last 
!  speech   in  the  House.     By  the  courtesy 
I  of   the     House    he    was    permitted    in 
!  his  weakness  to  address  the  House  from 
'  the  seat  on  the  Treasury  Bench    where 
i  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  now 
!  sitting,  and,  in  accents  nearly  inaudible, 
he  said,  on  the  eve  of  the  famine,  that  he 
was   asking   for    bread    for   his    people. 
And  now  the  Government,  whose  mem- 
bers never  knew  what  want  was,  had  the 
face  to  prey  on  the  vitals  of   the  Irish 
poor  to  pay  for  a  vile  and  infamous  war. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  said  it  had 
been  proved  to  (lemonstration  that  tea 
was  a  necessity  of  the  Irish  people.  It 
could  not  be  called  an  expensive  taste  or, 
least  of  all,  a  luxury.  If  there  was  one 
axiom  in  regard  to  general  taxation  more 
than  another  conceded  by  all  authorities, 
it  was  that,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
indirect  taxation  on  commodities  which 
were  necessaries  of  life  should  be  reduced, 
and  on  the  other  hand  that  direct  taxa- 
tion on  property  and  wealth  should  be 
increased,  so  far  as  consistent  with  justice. 
That  principle   was  grossly   vioVaXiftdL  \xv 
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the  present  Budget,  and,  in  regard  to 
Ireland,  violated  in  the  most  unconscion- 
able manner.  It  had  been  proved 
that  the  increase  of  2d.  in  the 
lb.  on  the  tea  duty  would  amount 
in  Ireland  to  £250,000,  which  was  a 
startling  sum  to  levy  from  the  very 
poorest  of  the  poor.  If  tea  was  a  neces- 
sary to  the  poor  washerwoman  and  the 
factory  hand  in  this  country,  it  was  an 
article  of  still  greater  necessity  to  a  much 
larger  proportion  of  the  population  of 
Ireland  at  the  present  moment.  Milk 
was  scarcer  in  Ireland  than  in  London, 
because  the  great  portion  of  it  was  ex- 
ported or  converted  into  butter,  and  the 
consumption  of  tea  was  therefore  cheaper 
than  milk,  and  it  had  become  the  staple 
food  of  the  people  eked  out  with  potatoes 
and  Indian  meal.  It  was  said  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
enormous  consumption  of  tea  in  Ireland 
was  a  proof  of  the  prosperity  of  the 
country ;  but  he  had  never  heard  a  more 
fallacious  argument  from  an  intelligent 
statesman.  Insteid  of  that,  it  was  a 
proof  directly  the  other  way — that  the 
poor  people  had  been  driven  to  the  use  of 
tea  as  a  substitute  for  other  things.  If 
they  could  eat  their  own  bacon,  or  beef, 
or  mutton,  as  the  prosperous  working 
classes  in  Great  Britain  did,  tea 
would  not  form  such  a  large  item 
in  the  expenditure  of  the  households 
of  Ireland.  Sir  Edward  Hamilton  had 
furnished  some  figures  to  the  Royal  Com- 
mission as  to  taxation  from  1819  to  1894  ; 
and  these  figures  had  been  scrutinised  by 
Treasury  experts,  who  could  not  be  ac- 
cused ot  sympathy  with  Irish  views  on  the 
matter.  These  figures  proved  that  the  in- 
direct taxation  on  commodities  had 
increased  from  about  lis.  per  head  of  the 
population  in  1819  to  something  like 
£1  2s.  at  the  present  day  ;  whereas  there 
was  an  enormous  decrease  during  the 
same  period  in  the  taxation  levied  on 
commodities  in  Great  Britain.  How 
could  they  with  any  justice  or  sense  of 
fair  play  ask  an  increase  of  100  per 
cent,  on  the  indirect  taxation  of  the  poor 
people  of  Ireland  ?  It  might  be  said  that 
if  they  were  not  to  impose  the  tea  duty 
in  Ireland  they  v/ould  have  to  establish  a 
Customs  barrier  between  the  two 
countries.  Well,  why  not  1  That  was, 
one  of  the  things  Irish  Members  were 
contending  for.  Their  complaint  was, 
when  the  old  Customs  regulations  were 
abolished  in  the    twenties,  Ireland    was 

A(r,  Flynn. 


deprived  of  the  great  part  of  the 
trade  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
They  could  not  at  present  tell  whether 
Irish  exports  were  or  were  not  pro- 
gressing. The  argument  might  be  used 
that  the  abolition  of  the  duty  oo  tea  in 
Ireland  would  involve  a  separate  Irish 
Custom  House  or  department,  hut  at 
present  Customs  officers  in  Ireland  were 
underworked,  their  duties  wiere  light,  and 
their  hours  were  short,  and  there  ouj^ 
to  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in  the  way 
of  establishing  regulations  whidk  wooU 
permit  of  a  hi^er  duty  on  tea  in  Gkeit 
Britain  than  in  Ireland.  He  thought  an 
unanswerable  case  had  been  made  out  as 
regarded  that  aspect  of  the  case.  If  there 
were  one  thing  more  striking  than  andher 
in  the  Budget  it  was  that  the  present  timB 
should  have  been  selected  in  cider  to  in- 
crease the  duty  on  tea.  Not  Ions  aflo 
one  of  the  great  principles  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  to  gire 
a  free  breakfast  table  ]^  instead  of  that  he 
now  proposed  to  increase  its  cost^  Bot^ 
oi  course,  they  could  not  have  their  eake 
and  eat  it — ^they  could  not  go  ta  warani 
expect  not  to  pay  for  it.  What  had 
become  of  all  the  economic  reformeis  wh» 
were  so  earnest  for  the  reform  o£  finanee 
ten  or  twelve  years  ago  ?  Wa»  no  protest 
to  be  raised  except  by  the  Irish  Membera 
against  this  system  of  taxation  1  Tliej 
might  naturally  expect  tba  help  of  thrir 
friends  the  Irish  LFnionists^  who  a  year 
or  two  ago  with.  conmLendable  puhlic 
spirit  joined  them  in  an  endeavour  to 
reform  the  financial  relations.  Sur^ 
they  ought  to  come  forward  and  join  in 
protesting  against  all  the  increases,  not 
least  against  the  increase  of  duty  on  aa 
article  Avhich  was  a  necessary  article  of 
food  to  the  great  bulk  of  the  Irish 
people. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Waterford,  who- 
moved  this  Amendment,  hasi  paid  me  a 
very  high  compliment,  because  he  ooca- 
pied  practically  the  whole  of  his  speech 
not  with  reasons  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment, but  in  replying  to  some  observations 
which  it  was  my  duty  to  address  to  the 
House  on  Thursday  last  on  the  debate  on 
the  Financial  Relations  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  did  not  reply  on  that  occasion,. 
although  possibly  his  reply  might  have- 
influenced  the  result  of  the  debate, 
so    that    I     can     only    suppose    that 
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lation  based  on  the  amount  of  tobacco,. 


my  statements  were  so  difficult  to 
answer  that  he  postponed  replying  until 
this  evening.     I  will  not  follow  the  hoii. 


tea,     spirits,     wine,     beer,     and     sugar 
consumed  in  the  respective  countries,  and 


and    learned     Member    for     Waterford   therefore  obviously  at  that  time  they  did 
into  the  subject,  which  is  indirectly  con-    consider  that  the  amount  of  the  consump- 
nected  no  doubt-— but  only  indirectly  con- '  tion   of  these  articles  was  a  test  of  the 
nected — with  the  Amendment  before  the  ,  taxable  capacities  of  the  two  countries. 
Committee.     The  standpoint  from  which 

he   and  hon.  Members   below  the  gang-        ^i^   SWIFT  MacNEILL  :  They  were- 
way   approach     this   matter    is    utterly  '•  ^  j^ore  meat-eating  population. 
different    from     mme.     They   persist  m  '  o  r  r 

all  matters  of  taxation  in  treating;  Ireland  i  „ci  ^r  TTTr^rrci  t»t^a/>.tt  t 
as  a  sepamte  country.  I  treat  it  as  part  '  *SiR.  M  HICKS  BEACH :  I  cannot 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  from  that  I  f^^^^  I" 'H**  opinion  of  the  hon.  Mom- 
point  of  view  I  am  utterly  unable  to  see  i  b.«'-  ]  f ''^  »«*  quote  the  extra  consump- 
why  the  poor  man  in  Ireland  should  pay  ,  *'«"  »*  .^  3"  Y^  wu  ?T  -^  •#  ? 
less  duty  on  tea  than  the  poor  man  in  '  P^o^Pe"*)' «UJ^«1*"^-  J"}"^  \  ^'^.'l^ 
either  EngUnd  or  Scotland.  The  hon.  remember  aright,  was  that  the  fact  that  a 
and  leamS  Member  for  Waterford  was  greater  amount  of  tea  per  head  w.w  con- 
good  enough  to  make  a  proposal  to  me.  ?"°'«<i  »"  ^'■«l*"d  Z"^  certainly,  as  far  as 
He  said  that  as  a  result  of  ttisincreased  ;  >*  *'«"*',  \^T^  ^^^  f  -^  Tu" 
taxation  Ireland  would  have  to  pav  i  "«*  ,ff  ^^^^^"^  2"  ,^"*''"''"  ^^'^tu''? 
X900,000.  I  think  it  is  extremely  difli-  ■  ^ngliahmen  or  Scotchmen.  I  think 
cult  to  tell  exactly  how  much  ,  ^^at  is  a  perfectly  fair  ar^ment,  to  de- 
wiU  faU  on  Ireland,  or,  as  I  would  prefer  to  ■  ^"^^  J""""  •^^'  ^«?«^  ^J'^'''^  ^«"-  ^«"''''; 
»ay,  on  the  Irish  taxpayers,  but  that  is  not  i  ™«"  have  referred  There  is  one  part  of 
aa  unfair  estimate,  ^he  hon.  and  learned  1  this  question  which  was  not  referred  to  by 
Member  says  that  this  additional  taxation  **»«  ^«"-  ""^  }«*"'««'  Member  'orj^ater- 
18  too  much  for  Ir«land,  but  he  is  good  (o"^' **'0"«'' '«^^f  ^^''•^'^  5?X  •*«"• 
enough  to  offer  me  ^6300,000  from  the  !  Member  for  North  Cork.  The  hon.  and 
income  tax,  and  £200,000  from  indirect ;  If™?,'!  Member  did  not  refer  to  the  fact 
taxation,  reducing  the  contribution  of  Ire-  ">**  '^  we  were  to  have  one  rate  of  duty 
land  to  jE400,000  The  total  additional  tax-  i  ?"  ,*«*>"  ^treat  Britain  and  another  rate  m 
ation  levied  in  the  United  Kingdom  would  !  Ireland,  we  must  hi;ve  a  system  of  custom 
then  be  £13,800,000,  and  of  that  Ireland  i  houses  between  the  two  countries.  .  The 
would  pay  about  one-twentv-seventh  or '  h«n.  Member  for  North  Cork  suggested 
considerably  less  than  according  even  to  :  ^^at  the  old  system  of  separate  custom 
the  much  quoted  Report  of  the  Royal  i  houses  should  be  restored  in  order  that 
Commission  on  the  Financial  Relations  her  T?  ^""^^^  statistics  might  be  obtained 
taxable  capacity  would  enable  her  to  ;  «J  '^e  commerce  of  Ireland.  But  under 
pay.  I  do  not  think  I  need  dwell  that  system  it  is  perfectly  obvious  that 
on  the  fairness  or  unfairness  of  that  Iceland,  as  far  as  trade  was  concerned, 
proposal.  The  hon.  Member  for  South  would  be  a  foreign  country  as  compared 
Donegal  said  that  as  his  constituents  J'^ith  Great  Britain,  and  that  the  trade 
were  exceptionally  poor  and  excessively  ■  between  Ireland  and  Great  Britain 
fond  of  tea  the  tax  was  exception-  7«")d  have  to  be  dealt  with  as  a 
aUy  hard  on  them.  I  said  on  Thursday  foreign  trade.  That  we  should  have  to 
last  that  the  amount  of  tea  consumed  ,  establish  custom  houses  iHStween  the  two 
in  Ireland  per  head  of  the  popu-  countries  is  not,  m  the  opinion  of  hon. 
lation  was  very  considerably  grater  Gentlemen  opposite,  an  objection  at  all. 
than  in  England  and  Scotknd,  and  ^or  my  part  I  think  that  no  more  fatal 
that  that  was  no  proof  of  the  poverty  of  1  F?Po«aJ  "J^l^f  ^o'  Ireland  or  Great 
IreUnd.  That  view  is,  I  think,  one  that  i  ]^"tain  could  be  suggested.  It  may  be 
would  have  been  accepted  bytheframers  of  '  ^elt  by  the  poorer  classes  in  Ireland  that 
the  Act  of  Union,  because  it  is  a  curious  !  the  ad(lition  of  2d.  per  lb.  to  the  duty 
fact  that  among  the  alternatives  which  ;?»  tea  is  a  serious  burden,  but  it  would 
the  framers  of  the  Seventh  Article  of  the  '  he  an  infinitely  worse  thing  for  them  to 
Act  of  Union  suggested  to  the  proportion  '  have  separate  custom  houses. 
of  2  to  15  as  the  respective  contributions  I 
of  Ireknd  and  Great  Britain  was  a  calcu- 1      Mr.  FLYNN  :  Why  ? 
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♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  Because 
separate  custom  houses  between  the  two 
countries  were  found  intolerable  in  days 
when  communication  and  trade  between 
them  were  as  nothing  compared  to  what 
they  are  now.  We  have  now  all  kinds  of 
facilities  by  railways,  steamships,  and 
other  means  of  communication  between  the 
two  countries  which  did  not  then  exist, 
and  nothing  could  be  more  destructive  ojf 
Irish  commerce  and  industry  than  separate 
custom  houses  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland.  I  am  told,  for  example,  there  is 
an  important  establishment  in  Belfast,  a 
great  part  of  whose  business  is  concerned 
in  the  distribution  of  tea  in  small  quanti- 
ties in  Scotland  as  well  as  in  Ireland. 
Separate  custom  houses  would  absolutely 
stop  this,  and  really  I  am  unable  to 
understand  the  desire  which  some  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  seem  to  entertain 
to  establish  what,  from  my  point  of  view, 
would  be  a  far  worse  thing  for  Ireland 
than  any  of  the  increased  taxation  pro- 
posed in  this  Budget.  I  think  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  from  Ireland  object  to  this 
additional  tea  duty,  their  simpler 
course  is  to  divide  against  the  clause. 
Their  proposal  is  absolutely  impracticable, 
and  would  be  an  injury  and  not  a  benefit 
to  Ireland. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) :  I  confess  that  although 
I  aa^  going  to  support  this  clause  and  this 
duty  in  the  Budget  proposal,  I  suppoi  t  it 
most  unwillingly.  But  this  is  part  of  a 
war  taxation,  and  it  seems  to  me  essential 
that  all  classes  of  the  community  should 
eontribute  towards  it.  It  would  be  a 
very  great  encouragement  to  war  if  you 
exempted  a  large  class  of  the  community 
from  all  the  bui"deri  of  the  war,  and 
that  being  so  it  is  quite  plain  that  there 
would  be  a  very  large  class  in  this  country 
who  would  not  pay  income  tax,  who 
would  not  pay  beer  and  spirit  duty,  and 
who  would  not  pay  tobacco  duty.  It  is 
no  doubt  a  misfortune,  but  one  of  the 
misfortunes  that  accompanies  this  war  is 
that  this  tax  falls  upon  the  poorest  class 
of  the  community,  both  in  Ireland  and  in 
England.  I  have  always  recognised  the 
fact  that  Ireland  is  a  poor  community. 
You  may  say  of  it  that  it  is  part 
of  the  same  nation,  but  you  must 
distinguish  it  as  a  poor  community. 
We  have  poor  communities  of  the 
same  kind,  though  more  scattered,  in 
England,  but  you    are  unable  to  make 


a  differential  taxation  for   a  poor  oornma- 
nity  in  England,  or,  for  the  samo  reason, 
for  a  poor  community  such  as   Ireland. 
But  no  doubt  it  is  much  more  easy  where 
you  have  a  poor  community  collected  » 
it  is    collected    in    Ireland.      There  are 
large    bodies     quite    as     poor     in    tlie 
metropolis  and  in  other  towns  in  England 
who  would  equally  deserve  exemption ;  I 
have  stated  that  reasoning  beforo,  and  I 
will    not    enlarge    on    it  now.      I   was 
very    much    struck  with  the   argument 
stated  this  afternoon  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterf ord  ad  to  the  contrast  be- 
tween the  relative  incidence  of  direct  and 
indirect  taxation  in  Englandandin  Ireland. 
I  have  always  attributed  great  importanee 
to  the  keeping  up  of  a  due   proportion 
between  direct  and  indirect  taxation.  We 
have  been  labouring  in  that  direction  and 
not  without  success  in  England  for  manv 
years.     I  do  not  say  that  we  have  accom- 
plished all  that  is  to  be  done   in  that 
direction  in  P]ngland ;  but  there  is  not  the 
smallest  doubt  that  from  the  character 
of  the  population  nf  Ireland  indirect  taxa- 
tion falls  there  with  a  much  heavier  pro- 
portionate weight,  and  if  I  saw  any  method 
of  correcting  that  in  Ireland  I  should  be 
very  much  disposed  to  support  it.     But  I 
have  always  felt  exactly  what  has  been 
stated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
just  now,  that  you  could   not  create  a 
differential  duty  on    tea  or   any   other 
commodity   in   England   and  in   Ireland 
without   bringing  back  the  old  customs 
system  between  the  two  countries.     The 
removal  of   that   inconvenience   did   not 
go  as  far  back  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said.  It  was  only  removed  when 
the  English  and  Irish  duty  on  spirits  was 
finally  equalised  in  1858,  followed  by  what 
was  done  by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  previous 
years.    Therefore,  down  to  that  date  there 
did  exist  a  customs  barrier  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.  I  admit  that  this  is  a  very 
great  fiscal  inconvenience,  and  until  you 
can  arrive  at  some  method  by  which  you 
can  relieve  the  poorer  classes  of  the  com- 
munity from  the  weight  of  indirect  taxa- 
tion   that  falls   upon   them    as   a  much 
heavier  burden,  both  in  England  and  Ire- 
land, we  must  seek  some  remedy  which 
has  not  yet  been  proposed.     Therefore,  I 
should  have  been  very  glad  if,  both  for 
the  sake  of  the  poorer  classes  in  England 
and  Ireland,  I  could  have  voted  against 
the  increase  of  the  tea  duty,  but  for  the 
reason  I  have  stated,  this  being  a  war 
I  tax,  which  must  press,  and  which  ought 
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to  press,  upon  all  classes  of  the  community,  i  was  a  necessary  incident  of  the  relations 
I  feel  bound  to  support  the  proposed  f  between  the  two  countries.  On  the  con- 
increase  in  the  duty.  i  trary,  they  believed  that  this  fiscal  injus- 
tice which  was  inflicted  upon  them  was 
Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  said  ;  one  of  the  strongest  reasons  for  impress- 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  <  ing  upon  the  House  and  the  country  the 
sat  down  had  stated  that  this  was  a  war  I  demand  they  had  made  in  regard  to  the 
tax,  and  that  the  imposition  of  a  war  tax  relations  existing  between  the  two  countries 
upon  all  classes  of  the  community  was  both  in  point  of  finanee  and  in  point  of 
necessary  in  order  to  inculcate  upon  them  •  legislation.  He  did  not  quite  understand 
-a  proper  sense  of  the  responsibilities  of  what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
war.  They  wanted  no  such  stimulus  in  said  in  respect  to  the  question  raised  by 
Ireland  in  regard  to  this  war.  They  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford.  The 
were  not  responsible  for  the  war.  They  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  took  occasion, 
did  not  believe  in  it.  There  was  an  old  as  was  inevitable,  to  reply  to  some  obser- 
maxim  that  said,  "  He  that  calls  the  tune  '  vations  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
must  pay  the  piper."  This  was  a  case  I  Exchequer  made  in  a  previous  debate. 
of  making  the  party  pay  the  piper  who  '  Whatever  the  niles  of  the  House  might 
had  no  voice  whatever  in  calling  the  tune,  be,  it  was  almost  impossible  to  delate  the 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  not  ex-  question  raised  by  this  Amendment,  with- 
peet  that  those  at  any  rate  in  that  quar-  '  out  referring  to  topics  dealt  with  by  the 
ter  of  the  House  would  regard  it  as  any  i  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  other 
consolation  for  the  increase  of  the  tea  ;  night.  He  did  not  luiderstand  whether 
duty  that  it  was  calculated  to  impress  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
upon  individual  Irishmen  a  proper  sense  :  night  did  or  did  not  continue  to  maintain 
of  responsibility  in  connection  with  this  the  view  that  the  increased  consumption 
war.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  tea  in  Ireland,  and  the  increased  pro- 
had  found  out  a  new  consolation  for  the  '  portion  in  which  tea  was  consumed  in 
injustice  of  this  tax.  He  told  them  that '  Ireland  as  compared  with  England  was  a 
it  was  a  tax  not  upon  Ireland  but  upon  '  proof  that  Ireland  had  become  more 
Irishmen.  That  was  the  sum  and  sub-  prosperous,  and  was  not  in  a  position  to 
atance  of  the  argument  upon  which  he  '  refuse  to  pay  the  tax.  The  Chancellor  of 
had  founded  his  refusal  to  recognise  Ire-  the  Exchequer  t^aid  the  makers  of  the 
land  as  a  separate  fiscal  entity.  He  said  !  union  would  have  recognised  that  argu- 
that  to  raise  this  question  of  the  i  ment,  and  he  said  that  one  of  the  alterna- 
fiscal  separation  of  Ireland  in  this  i  tives  proposed  by  the  authors  of  the  Act 
debate  was  to  renew  the  question  i  of  Union  was  to  take  a  number  of  articles 
of  the  financial  relations  between  the  ,  and  estimate  the  relative  consumption  of 
two  countries.  If  this  tax  was  unjust,  ,  those  articles  in  the  two  countries,  and 
he  could  hardly  expect  them  to  be  recon-  base  the  fiscal  system  on  the  relative  con- 
eiled  to  it  when  he  told  them  that  it  was  i  sumption.  The  hon.  Member  could  under- 
not  Ireland  that  was  being  unjustly  ;  stand  that  that  would  be  a  fair  and  proper 
taxed,  but  that  it  was  individual  Irish- ,  method  of  calculating  taxation,  because  it 
men  who  had  the  burden  to  bear.  He  would  take  a  very  large  number  of 
eould  wish  no  worse  fate  to  the  Unionists    different  articles,   or  at  any  rate   more 

in  that  House  than  that  they  should  be  '  than  one,  and  the  fallacy 

compelled     to    acknowledge    that     they 

could  not  maintain  the  Union  except  in  '      Sir  M.  HICKS    BEACH  :    All  these 
the  manner  in  which  this  tax  had  been    articles  were  subjects  of  taxation  previous 
inflicted  upon  Ireland.     That  was  what    to  the  present  Budget. 
the    right    hon.    Gentleman's    argument ' 

came  to  on  this  point.  He  said  that  as  '  Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  said  the 
long  as  Ireland  was  a  portion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  appreciate 
Empire  they  could  not  differentiate  '  the  point  he  was  making.  He  wsis  de- 
England  and  Ireland  in  this  matter.  It '  monstrating  the  fact  that  the  consump- 
had  been  demonstrated  that  this,  amongst '  tion  of  tea  in  Ireland  had  increased,  and 
other  incidents  of  their  fiscal  system,  was  '  that  its  consumption  in  Ireland  was  rcla- 
unjust  to  Ireland.  It  certainly  would  !  tively  greater  than  the  consumption  in 
not  in  the  least  reconcile  them  to  that  ,  Great  Britain.  He  believed  it  was  a  fact 
state  of  things  to  be  told  that  injustice  '  that  the  consumption  of  tea  had  increaA^id 
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the  United  Kingdom.  It  might  be 
argued  that  if  the  people  abstained  from 
drinking  tea  or  whisky  they  would  be 
relieved  of  these  taxes,  and  it  might  be 
better  for  them,  but  these  finandiu  ques- 
tions had  to  be  afgued  with  regard  not 
to  the  moral  results  produced  by  the 
taxes,  but  to  the  fiscal  effects.  This  in- 
creased tea  duty  would  further  im- 
poverish the  people  of  Ireland,  especiailj 
the  poorer  classes.  The  Irish  Nationalist 
representatives  would  never  regard  as  a 
reason  for  not  protesting  against  sucb  a 
tax,  the  fact  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  could  not  redress  the  injusdee 
without  changing  his  fiscal  system,  or 
I  without  ceasing  to  regard  Ireland  as  a 
opposite.  The  increased  consumption  of  ;  part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  If  such  «n 
tea  by  the  Irish  iaboiu*er  indicated  a  worse  injustice  as  that  against  which  he  was 
condition  of  the  people.  It  meant  a ;  protesting  could  be  remedied  only  Hy 
transition  from  a  healthy  diet  to  an  :  granting  Ireland  Home  Rule,  or  by  estab- 
unhealthy  diet.  Now  the  food  of  the  fishing  a  separate  Customs  House,  thit 
Irish  labourer  was  very  largely  bread  and  was  the  strongest  possible  reason  why 
tea.  Could  anyone  argue  that  this  state  those  demands  should  emanate  from  tb» 
of  things  represented  an  improvement  in  i  Irish  Members.     For  the  reasons  he  had 


Ireland.  Perhaps  it  was  also  true 
that  the  increase  in  the  consumption  of 
tea  had  been  coincident  with  somewhat 
increased  prosperity  amongst  the  labour- 
ing class  in  Ireland,  but  he  Hid  not  think 
there  had  been  any  increase  in  the  rate  of 
wa^es  amongst  the  labouring  class  in 
Ireland  if  they  took  the  last  twenty 
years.  If  they  took  the  last  fifty  years 
there  had  been  a  substantial  increase  in 
the  rate  at  which  the  labouring  class 
had  been  paid,  but  was  it  just  to  connect 
these  two  phenomena — the  increase  in 
wages  within  the  last  fifty  years,  and  the 
increase  in  th»i  consumption  of  tea — 
and  argue  that  the  one  was  the  result  of 
the    other  ]    The    fact    was    quite    the 


diet.  Any  doctor,  and  any  man  who  had  ] 
studied  the  subject  of  diet,  would  say  that : 
a  diet  of  potatoes  and  milk  aided  by  meal 
was  a  far  more  healthy  diet  than  a  diet  of 
white  bread  supplemented  by  tea.  The 
past  fifty  years  had  seen  an  entire  change 
in  the  conditions  of  local  life.  Increased 
facilities  of  transit  enabled  farmers  to  get 
much  better  prices  for  milk,  eggs  and 
butter.  As  long  as  the  farmer  was  not 
able  to  get  these  better  prices,  milk  was 
a  common  article  of  diet  with  the  labour- 
ing people,  but  that  was  no  longer  the 
case.  The  same  might  be  said,  with 
regard  to  eggs  and  butter.  The  general 
diet  now  was  bread  and  tea,  and  that  could 
only  result  in  the  deterioration  of  the 
mental  and  physical  capacities  of  the 
Irish  labouring  population.  Tea  was  the 
vulncFable  point  of  the  Budget.  Less 
could  be  said  in  favour  of  this  tax  than  of 
any  other  which  it  was  proposed  to  in- 
crease, and  if  the  Budget  in  this  par 
ticular  was  unjust  and  mischievous  to  the 
poorer  classes  in  England,  it  was  much 
more  so  when  it  came  to  be  applied  to 
the  poorer  classes  in  Ireland.  No  one 
could  read  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Financial  Relations  Commission  without 
being  struck  hy  the  enormous  proportion 
of  the  population  of  Ireland  who  lived  in 


given,  he   should    heartily  support 
mover  of  this  Amendment. 


the 


iMr.  DOOGAN  (Tyrone,  E.)  ooukl  not 
see,  judging  from  the  position  taken  op 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  need  expect  any 
redress  from  the  present  Oovemment  rf 
the  financial  injustice  under  which  they 
suffered.  England  had  enormously  in- 
creased in  wealth  and  population,  while 
Ireland  had  greatly  diminished  in  those 
respects,  and  yet  they  were  to  be  treated 
on  exactly  the  same  basis  as  when  a  dif- 
ferent state  of  things  obtained.  Any 
taxation  which  aggravated  the  wretched 
condition  of  the  Irish  people  was  an  evil 
and  a  crime.  No  juggling  with  figures 
could  convince  anybody  who  knew  Ire- 
land that  the  people  were  not  miserably 
poor.  The  number  of  paupers  in  the 
workhouses  and  of  lunatics  in  the  asylums 
was  increasing  in  an  enormous  degree 
year  by  year,  and  he  belie  veil  that  the 
lunacy  was  largely  attributable  to  the 
wretchedness  of  the  diet.  The  physique 
of  the  Irish  people  was  suffering  from  the 
I  same  cause,  combined  with  emigration. 
The  best  of  the  bone  and  sinew  of 
the  country  went  to  other  lands,  leaving 
behind  the  weaker  and  unhealthy  members 


a  condition  of  abject  poverty  such  as  was  '  of  the  community.  The  Chancellor  of 
not  known  in  England.  Tea;  entered  into  ,  the  Exchequer  ap]»arently  pinned  his  faith 
the  domestic  life  in  Ireland  to  a  degree  to  the  doctrine  that  the  present  systfflnof 
not  at  all  equalled  in  any  other  part  of    indirect  taxation  was  fair  to  the  peq^e 
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of  Ireland,  but  it  was  admitted  by  most 
students  of  political  economy  tbat  identity 
of  taxation  did  not  imply  equality  of 
burden ;  and  that  was  one  of  the  points 
of  view  from  which  this  question  should 
be  considered.  Where  there  were  two 
countries  in  which  the  habits  and  tastes 


constituency  and  other  places  the  change 
which  this  Budget  involves  does  largely 
increase  the  relative  proportion  paid  by 
indirect  to  direct  taxation.  Where  the 
poor  live  very  largely  upon  certain 
articles  which  are  heavilv  taxed,  and 
where  they  consume  alcohol  and  spirits, 


of  the  respective  peoples  were  altogether  any  alteration  of  the  taxes  upon  those 
different,  it  was  very  difficult  for  a  Chan-  articles  must  largely  affect  the  relative 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  sit  down  and  ,  proportion  of  those   two  items  of  taxa- 


aelect  articles  on  which  to  impose  taxation 
which  should  be  felt  equally  in  both 
countries.  When  the  union  between 
England  and  Ireland  was  discussed 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  confine  his  remarks  to  the  tea 
duty. 

Mr.  DOOGAN  said  he  wanted  to  ex- 
plain how  difficult  it  was  for  a  Chancellor  should  do  away  with  this  taxation  upon 
of  the  Exchequer  to  find  articles  common  alcohol.     We  should  keep  our  eyes  most 
to  both  countries,  upon  which  the  same  carefully  upon  the  relative  proportions  of 


tion  ;  and  although  my  right  hon.  friend 
says  we  have  adjusted  it  by  the  large 
increase  in  the  income  tax,  still 
that  does  not  affect  the  poor  in 
any  way.  But  the  fact  remains 
that  nobody  can  suggest  any  possible 
scheme  which  would  do  away  altogether 
with  this  anomaly  ;  and  so  long  as  that 
is  the  case  no  one  can  claim  that  in  order 
to   get    an    accurate   tax  ail   round   we 


tax  could  equitably  be  imposed.  In  Ire- 
land, tea  as  an  article  of  cheap  diet  has 
become  a  necessity  to  the  bulk  of  the 
people,  and  more  of  it  per  head  is  consumed 
than  in  England.  The  poor  of  Ireland 
mainly  subsist  on  tea  and  bread ;    they 


direct  and  indirect  taxation,  because  any 
increase  of  indirect  taxation  is  a  great 
hardship  on  the  poor.  The  present 
Budget  is  fair  because  it  tends  to  make 
every  class  pay  their  share  towards  this 
war.     Although  the  people  do  not  like  to 


very  rarely  indeed  are  able  to  procure  i  pay  taxation,  it  would  be  very  unwise  if^ 
animal  food.     Hence  the  poor  of  Ireland  I  after  having  indulged  in  a  war,  we  allowed 


will  be  harder  hit  by  this  war  tax  on  tea 
than  the  people  of  Great  Britain.  Was  it 
not  an  irony  of  fate  that  the  people  of 
Ireland,  who  opposed  this  war  as  being 
unnecessary  and  unjust,  should  be  more 
heavily  taxed  than  the  rest  of  the  United 


any  section  of  the  community  to  avoid 
any  part  in  the  payment  for  that  war. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clare, 
E.) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down   said  that  all  classes  of  the  com- 


Kingdom  in  order  to  contribute  towards    munity  should  be  called  upon  to  defray 
its  enormous  expenditure  ?    He  protested  '        "   '  ..... 

against  the  proposed  extra  tax  upon  tea, 
and  heartily  supported  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  friend. 


Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) :  No 
doubt  it  is  true  that  the  proportion  of 
indirect  to  direct  taxation,  to  a  certain 
extent,  has  been  altered  by  this  particular 
Clause  in  the  Bill.  I  have  taken  very 
great  interest  in  these  forms  of  taxation, 
and  I  have  always  felt  that  the  true  policy 
should  be  to  readjust  them  equally,  and    and  reasonable,  do  you  not  endeavour  to 


some  portion  of  the  cost  of  this  war,  and 
that  all  classes  were  ready  if  not  anxious 
to  do  so.  As  far  as  the  Irish  people  are 
concerned  that  statement  has  no  founda- 
tion. We  are  not  anxious  to  contrilmte 
one  shilling  towanls  the  cost  of  this  war, 
which  we  regard  as  iniquitous  and  unjust, 
and  we  think  it  is  an  intolerable  grievance 
that  Irish  taxpayers  should  be  called 
upon  to  pay  for  it.  But  if  Ireland  is 
to  be  taxed  for  this  war  and  further  bled, 
why,   in  the  name  of  all  that  is  humane 


that  we  have  done  now  for  several  years, 
It  is  true  that  this  Budget  alters  that, 
more  especially  in  the  poorer  districts, 
where  the  increased  taxation  falls  more 
heavily  upon  the  poor  than  upon  the  rich, 
although  it  is,  to  some  extent,  counter- 
balanced by  other  duties.  But  this  is 
quite  as  true  in  the  poorer  districts    of 


raise  your  taxes  in  Ireland  in  some  way 
which  will  not  fall  heavily  upon  the  very 
poorest  class  of  people  in  the  country  ?  It 
would  be  quite  out  of  order  to  allude  at 
any  length  to  the  proposed  taxation  in 
this  Bill  uiwn  spirits  and  beer.  I  do  not 
propose  to  do  so  until  the  proper  time 
comes.      But    whatever    is    to    be    said 


Knglandy  and  in  many  parts  of  my  own  i  against  the   taxing  of  alcohol,  there  is 
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nothing  to  be  said  for  putting  an  in- 
creasecf  tax  upon  tea,  especially  in  Ireland. 
Tea  in  Ireland  is  almost  as  necessary  as 
bread,  for  it  is  the  common  article  of  diet 
from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the 
other ;  and  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer were  to  spend  all  his  intelligence 
in  endeavouring  to  discover  what  would 
be  most  disastrous  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  fall  most  heavily  upon  them, 
he  could  not  have  made  any  greater  dis- 
covery in  that  direction  than  by  coming 
to  the  conchision  to  put  a  tax  upon  tea. 
We  are  often  told  that  the  Irish  people 
indulge  too  much  in  alcohol.  That  is  a 
statement  which  is  perfectly  untrue,  and 
which  the  figures  will  not  for  a  moment 
support.  But,  whether  it  be  true  or  not, 
why,  if  you  believe  it  to  be  tme,  should 
you  discourage  temperance  by  putting  a 
tax  upon  what  is  the  substitute  for 
alcohol,  and  that  is  tea?  It  is  a  most 
unjust  and  unfair  thing,  and  it  is  a  sur- 
prising thing  to  me  that  the  whole  Liberal 
party  are  not  prepared  as  one  man  to  resist 
the  imposition  of  taxation  upon  an  article 
consumed  by  the  poorest  of  the  people. 
The  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the 
Member  for  West  Monmouthshire,  spoke 
of  the  hardship  that  would  be  inflicted 
by  this  and  other  taxation  on  the  poorest 
communities,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  he  would  be  glad  to  have  the 
poor  communities  relieved  to  some  extent. 
We  deny  altogether  the  right  of  any 
statesman  on  either  side  to  refer  to  Ireland 
as  a  poor  community.  The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Islington  admitted  that  this 
would  fall  heavily  upon  the  poorer  classes 
in  Ireland,  but  he  said  that  there  were 
equally  poor  classes  in  this  country  and 
amongst  a  portion  of  his  own  constituency. 
That  is  pei-fectly  true  no  doubt,  but  the 
Irish  people  are  entitled  to  separate  and 
special  treatment  in  the  matter  of  taxa- 
tion under  the  Articles  of  the  Act  of 
Union.  I  know  that  it  would  not  be  in 
onler  for  me  to  discuss  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  Union,  but  I  give  it  as  one  of 
my  reasons  against  this  fresh  taxation 
that  under  that  Act  we  were  entitled  to 
have  special  treatment,  and  under  the 
special  circumstances  which  exist  I  say 
it  i«t  a  most  unfair  thing  to  put  this 
additional  tax  upon  the  Irish  people. 
I  do  not  know  exactly  how  much  it  is 
estimated  that  this  fresh  tax  upon  tea 
will  realise,  but  I  am  perfectly  certain 
that  the  amount  required  could  have  been 
obtained  by  taxing  some  other  commodity 
Mr,  JFUliam  Erilmond. 


which  would  not  fall  so  heavily  upon  the 

rorer  classes  as  the  tax  upon  tea  will  da 
cannot  describe  this  tax  as  anjrthing 
but  a  cruel  proposal,  because  it  says  to 
the  very  poorest  people  of  the  countij 
that,  in  order  to  defray  the  expenses  of 
this  war,  we  will  put  a  tax  upon  that 
article  which  you  consume  at  every  one 
of  your  meals.  If  this  tax  is  carried 
through,  I  hope  that  every  Irish  man, 
woman,  and  child,  whenever  they  taste 
a  cup  of  tea,  either  in  the  morning,  mid- 
day, or  evening,  will  remember  that  while 
doing  so  they  are  compelled  by  the 
Government  of  this  country  to  help  to 
pay  for  the  slaughter  of  their  own  kith 
and  kin  in  South  Africa.  You  talk  about 
the  valour  of  Irish  soldiers  abroad,  and 
that  valour  is  now  to  be  rewarded  by  pat- 
ting fresh  taxation  upon  the  Irish  pvoide, 
and  you  are  making  them  pay  for  the 
blood  of  their  own  brave  fellow-country- 
men which  has  been  shed  in  South  Africa. 
This  is  not  only  cruel,  but  it  is  the  height 
of  meanness.  It  is  about  the  meaneBt 
thing  England  has  done  towards  Ireliod 
—and  that  is  saying  a  very  great  thing 
indeed— to  say  that  the  Irish  people,  the 
great  majority  of  whom  are  utteriy 
opposed  to  the  policy  of  which  tins 
taxation  is  the  outcome,  should  be  called 
upon  to  pay  for  it  This  is  not  Ireland's 
war,  but  it  is  England's  war,  and  the 
Irish  people  ought  not  to  be  asked  to  pay 
more  for  their  tea  in  order  to  pay  for  the 
cost  of  a  campaign  with  which  they  have 
had  nothing  to  do.  Why  does  not 
England  accept  this  Amendment  and 
exempt  Ireland  from  fresh  taxation  on 
teal  Why  does  not  England  have  the 
common  decency  to  pay  for  her  own 
bloodthirsty  transactions  without  asking 
us  to  do  so?  If  the  people  were  in  a 
position  in  Ireland  they  would  be  amply 
justified  in  refusing  to  pay  a  single  penny 
of  fresh  taxation,  and  I  believe  that  if  you 
taxed  any  other  article  not  so  necessary 
as  tea  the  consumption  of  that  article 
would  fall  off.  You  know  perfectly  well 
that  the  people  must  drink  tea,  because 
there  is  no  substitute  to  be  had  for  it ; 
and,  therefore,  I  believe  that  tea  is 
selected  by  the  Government  in  order  to 
wring  fresh  taxation  from  the  Irish 
people.  I  can  only  say  that  the  whole 
of  this  thing,  in  my  opinion — and  I  do 
not  care  what  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite or  around  me  may  think  of 
my  statement  —  is  what  I  regard 
as    common     brigandage     and    plunder 
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and  pillage,  and  it  is  a  cruel  attempt  to  ' 
make  people  pay  for  transactions  of  which 
they  do  not  approve.  Although  there  is 
no  doubt  that  this  Finance  Bill  will  pass, 
and  Ireland  will  be  taxed  to  the  tune  of 
an  additional  million  of  money  to  keep 
this  war  going,  I  say  that  sooner  or  later 
the  time  will  come  when  not  merely  the 
people  in  Ireland,  but  the  working  classes 
of  this  country,  will  also  object  to  be 
called  upon  to  have  their  breakfast  table 
taxed  in  order  that  a  war  for  the  benefit, 
not  of  the  masses,  but  for  a  gang  of 
millionaires  may  be  carried  on. 

Mr.  PINKERTON  (Galway) :  I  think 

if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 

increased  the  tax  upon  wine  we  should 

have  had  a  much  more  lively  discussion  in 

this  House.     I  do  not  look  at  this  matter 

from  an  Irish  standpoint.     I-  think  it  was 

a  great  mistake  to  put  a  tax  upon  tea 

either  in    England  or    Scotland.       The 

extra  tax   should  have  been   put   upon 

intoxicating  drinks  which  are  so  largely 

consumed  by  the  drunken  patriots  who 

sing   "The    Absent-minded  Beggar"   at 

music  halls.     You  are  now  putting  a  tax 

upon  the  very  men  who  are  opposed  to 

this  war.      I  have  a  very  strong  personal 

feeling  upon  this  matter  as  one  who  does 

not  drink  tea,  as  a  non-smoker,  and  also 

as  a  non-drinker  of  alcohol,  and  I  feel  that  I 

have  been  treatedvery  badly  in  this  matter. 

It  is  not   necessary  for  the   right  hon. 

Gentleman  to  suggest  to  me  that  we  are 

paying  the  penalty  for  this  war  policy  of 

the  GU>vernment.     The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  turns  to  Ireland,  and  he  finds 

there  that  the    consumption   of  tea    is 

larger  than  in  England  and  Scotland,  and 

so  ne  puts  his  finger  upon  our  country  in 

order  to  raise  this  amount  of  money  to 

defray  the  cost  of  this  very  unjust  war. 

The  hon.  Member  for  South  Behast  is  now 

supporting    a    tax   which   presses    very 

heavily  upon  the  very  poorest  people  in 

Ireland,  and  so  he  is  as  much  to  blame  as 

any  of  the  drunken  jingoes    who  go  to 

music-halls.     Upon  this  question  I  a^ee 

in  the  main  with  what  has  been  said  by 

previous  speakers.     I   remember  a  time 

not  long  ago  when  farm   labourers  used 

to  consume  wholesome  food  which  would 

not  have  caused  them  to  be  overtaxeri, 

but  owing  to  changes   over   which   the 

people  themselves  had  no  control  tea  has 

been   substituted   as   an   article  of  food. 

I  think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exohecjuer 

might   have  avoided    this  difficulty    by 


putting  a  tremendous  tax  upon  wines  and 
spirits  and  other  commodities  of  that  kind, 
and  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  South  Belfast  will  rise  and  support 
what  I  am  putting  before  the  Committee 
now.  In  Ireland  we  are  opposed  to  this 
war.  It  is  true  that  in  certain  parts  of 
Belfast  they  have  said  that  they  are  in 
favour  of  this  war ;  but,  nevertheless,  they 
refuse  to  enlist.  When  I  look  through 
the  lists  of  those  who  have  been  killed 
and  wounded  in  this  war 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  not  be  in  order  in  referring  to  that 
subject. 

Mr.  PINKERTON :  I  was  only  fol- 
lowing in  the  lines  of  previous  speakers. 
The  tea-drinkers  will  find  this  tax  press 
very  heavily  upon  them.  Nino- tenths  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  are  opposed  to  this 

•  war,  and  it  is  only  in  those  parts  of 
Ireland  where  they  do  not  drink  tea,  but 

;  something  stronger,  that  the  war  policy 

I  is  supported, 

Mr.  WILLIAM  JOHNSTON  (Belfast, 
S.) :  That  is  a  slander  upon  Belfast. 

'      Mr.  PINKERTON  :  I  have  no  desire 
!  to  run  counter  to  the  ruling  which  has 
i  just  been  given.     I  look  upon  this  tax 
^ipon  tea  not  only  as  disastrous  to  Ire- 
land, but  also  as  having  a  very  bad  effect 
'  in  England  and  Scotland,  because   you 
I  are    showing  to   every  aober  man  and 
I  woman  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland 
that   the    jingo   policy    of    the    present 
Government  is  one  that  paxjsses  unduly 
I  upon  the  people,  and  that  the  men  who 
have     been    instrumental     in     causing 
'  this     war     are    now     trying    to    frame 
the  Budget  so  as  to  escape  taxation. 

I  ♦Seiueant  HEMPHILL  (Tyrone,  N.)  : 
As  I    understand   this  Amendment,    ita 

,  object  is  to  enter  a  protest  against  the 
imposition  of  this  additional  auty  upon 
tea  so  far  as  Ireland  is  concei  ned.     That 

I  Amendment  has  been  met  by  the  right 

i  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  a  two-fold  way.  First  he 
argued  that  this  imposition  was  a  just 
one,  and  he  put  the  case  assuming  that  it 
pressed  unfairly  or  unequally  on  Ireland, 

'  yet  he  said  that  there  were  no  means 
of  rectifying  it,  because  it  was  impossible 

I  to  differentiate  the  duty    on   the  same 

1  article  in    the  two    countries.      If  that 
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ent  according  to  the  different  cir- 
aces  of  the  country.  That  was  a 
compact  between  the  repre- 
rea  of  the  people  of  Ireland  and 
tish  Parliament,  and  that  compact 
beii^  departed  from.  While  I 
hat  it  is  a  difficult  matter  to  dis- 
1  between  the  two  countries  in 
56  to  this  particular  tax,  I  say  that 
Leans  should  be  devised  to  prevent 
justice  upon  Ireland,  because  no 
nt  has  been  advanced  from  the 
ide  to  show  that  it  is  an  una  void- 


DALY  (Monaghan,  S.) :  I  have 
reat  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
ment  of  my  hon.  friend  the  Mem- 

Waterford.  I  cannot,  however, 
ith  some  of  the  remarks  made  by 
ht  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
n.  He  »gretted,  its  I  regret  also, 
ere  should  be  a  tax  upon  tea.  He 
ed  that  the  tax  should  be  taken 
^land  as  well  as  Ireland,  but  the 
of  England  are  not  making  any 
)n  to  it,  and  I  take  it  for  granted, 
.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
ot  made  any  objection,  that  they 
lite  satisfied  with  the  proposals 
Jhancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  We 
,  and  protest  bitterly  and  strongly, 

this  tax,  because  it  will  strike 
ird  on  poor  people  in  Ireland,  and 
I  it  is  imposed  for  the  purpose  of 
g  on  a  war  which  seven-eighths  of 
•pie  in  Ireland  protest  against  and 

According  to  the  Clmncellor  of 
chequer,  more  tea  per  head  of  the 
ion  is  used  in  Ireland  than  in 
i,  and  therefore  the  tax  will  be 

on  Ireland  than  on  this  country, 
had,  from  time  to  time,  an  oppor- 
of  seeing  the  food  of  labourers  and 
ople  in  Ireland,  and  I  can  assure  the 
btee  that  tea  is  used  at  almost  every 
It  might  be  said  that  milk  should 

more  than  tea,  but  the  farms  in 
[)art8   of    Ireland  are   very  small, 

is  more  difficult  to  get  milk  in 
ountry  places  than  in  the  City  of 
.  Since  the  creameries  have  been 
hed  in  Ireland  nearly  all  the  milk 
to  them,  and  the  consequence  is 
%  and  tea  alone  is  the  beverage 
;  almost  every  meal.  Labourers 
5  in  th'3  fields  and  on  the  roads 
»r  their  dinner  meal  a  pot  of  tea 
it  of  bread.  Another  objection  I 
)  this  tax  is  that  it  will  add  a 
.  LXXXI.    [Fourth  Series.] 


quarter  of  a  million  to  the  taxation  o 
Ireland,  which  has  been  already  proved 
beyond  all  contradiction  to  be  over-taxed 
to  the  extent  of  three  millions.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  it  would 
be  very  unfair  to  tax  labourers  in  England 
more  heavily  than  labourers  in  Ireland, 
but  wages  in  this  country  are  better  than 
in  Ireland,  and  labourers  can  afford  meat, 
whereas  there  is  no  such  thing  as  meat 
used  by  labourers  in  small  farms  in 
Ireland.  Potatoes  and  **stirabout"  and  tea 
are  what  they  live  on.  I  think,  therefore, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  do 
well  not  to  impose  this  extra  tax  on 
Ireland.  I  would  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  many  manufactures  are 
carried  on  in  this  country  which  benefit 
the  labourers,  and  therefore  it  would  not 
matter  so  much  if  laboiu-ers  were  taxed 
in  this  country  as  it  would  in  Ireland, 
Scarcily  any  of  the  money  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  expended  in  Ireland  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  war,  and  I  hope,  therefore,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  recognise  that 
it  is  not  fair  to  put  Ireland  on  a  com- 
parison with  this  country. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  I  desire  to  say  one  or  two  words 
with  regard  to  the  argument  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  connection 
with  the  present  proposals  in  reply  to  ob- 
servations addressed  to  him  from  these 
benches.  First  of  all,  he  dwelt  upon  the 
fact  that  the  taxation  on  the  con- 
sumption of  tea  among  the  poorer  classes 
was  the  same  in  this  country  as  in  Ireland. 
I  think  a  very  great  distinction  ought  to 
be  drawn  between  the  two  countries  in 
respect  of  the  presen*  taxation.  The  dis- 
thiction  is  founded  on  the  fact,  that 
whereas  the  £250,000  extra  which  is  im- 
posed on  the  taxpayers  of  Ireland  is 
drawn  away  from  Ireland,  the  extra 
taxation  imposed  upon  the  taxpayers  of 
Great  Britain  is  not  drawn  away  from 
Great  Britain  It  is  paid  in  Great 
Britain,  and  is  spent  in  Great  Britain, 
but  the  extra  quarter  of  a  million  is  drawn 
away  from  Ireland  and  is  spent  in  this 
country.  It  is  one  of  a  large  number  of 
taxes  all  filtering  in  the  same  way,  and 
constituting  a  stream  which  is  always 
running  to  the  depletion  of  Ireland  and 
the  enrichment  of  England.  What 
is  the  necessary  economic  result  ? 
Let  me  take  as  an  illustration  two 
adjoining  areas.  Supposing  that  from 
them   we    have  a  constant    process    of 
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evaporation,  and  that  the  moisture  from 
that  evaporation  is  condensed  in  the 
higher  regions,  and  then  falls  as  rain  on 
one,  and  only  one,  of  these  two  areas ; 
what  is  the  natural  result  1  Clearly  that 
one  area  becomes  arid,  while  the  other  is 
moistened  and  fertilised  and  made  rich. 
That  is  precisely  the  position  in  which 
Ireland  and  Great  Britain  stand  to  each 
other.  The  taxation  drawn  from  Ireland 
and  Great  Britain  is  combined  in  one 
^eat  reservoir,  which,  however,  is  opened 
only  for  the  purpose  of  irrigating  one 
ijountry  and  one  country  only.  That  is 
the  great  distinction  between  the  effect 
of  taxation  in  Ireland  and  in  P]ngland. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  suggests 
that  because  this  tax  is  paid  equal]^  by 
all  poor  people  in  England  and  in  Ireland 
there  is  therefore  nothing  more  to  be 
said.  That  is  no  answer  whatever,  and 
for  this  reason :  we  have  a  good  ground 
for  our  complaint.  Have  the  poor 
people  of  England  no  ground  for  com- 
plaint 1  Yes,  they  have,  but,  un- 
fortunately for  them,  they  have  no 
spokesmen.  The  people  of  England  are 
in  many  respects  very  astute,  and  the 
ruling  classes  are  very  good  politicians, 
but  there  is  probably  no  population  on 
the  face  of  the  earth  which  is,  from  a 
political  point  of  view,  more  intensely 
stupid  and  doltish  than  the  people  of 
England.  I  say  so  for  this  reason.  The 
people  of  England  in  the  mass  have  the 
power,  if  they  will,  to  return  to  this 
House  their  own  representatives  and 
to  dictate  to  them  what  taxes  shall  be 
imposed.  No  one  will  deny  that  proposi- 
tion. But  what  do  they  do  1  They  send 
back,  election  after  election,  men  who  have 
assented  to  the  imposition  of  burdens 
entirely  in  the  interests  of  the  privileged 
classes  and  entirely  at  the  cost  of  the 
industrial  community.  The  great  mass 
of  your  income  is  raised  from  indirect 
taxation,  and  if  the  aphorism  of  Garlyle 
that  the  great  majority  of  mankind  are 
undeniably  fools  were  not  true  the  people 
of  England  would  not  be  guilty  of  the 
folly  of  sending  to  Parliament  men  who 
allow  taxation  to  be  imposed  always  for 
the  relief  of  the  privileged  classes.  We 
Irishmen  witness  it  from  year  to  year 
with  astonishment  as  well  as  with  regret. 
Our  interests  and  the  interests  of  the 
English  working  classes  are  identical,  but 
the  British  being  a  stupid  people  take 
long  to  learn.  W  e  have  above  the  gang- 
way on  this  side    hon.    Gentlemen  sup- 

Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor, 


posed  to  represent  the  intelligenoe  of  the 
commercial  community.  What  do  we 
hear  from  them  with  remrd  to  the  in- 
cidence of  direct  or  indirect  taxatioD! 
Nothing  more  than  a  pious  opinion  from 
an  ex-Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
rises  merely  to  say  that  because  this  is 
a  war  tax  the  people  should  bear  it.  Why 
should  the  working  people  of  Enffland 
and  Ireland,  who  do  not  want  to  be  at 
war,  be  called  upon  to  pay  an  extra  tax 
to  meet  its  expenses  ?  Why  should  not 
those  who  want  the  war  bear 
the  cost  of  it  1  Why,  the  consumers  of 
wine  in  this  very  Budget  do  not  con- 
tribute a  farthing.  Are  not  they  con- 
cerned in  this  war?  Why  should  thejr 
be  let  off,  while  the  consumers  of  tea  are 
compelled  to  pay  twopence  in  the  pound! 
It  is  because  the  people  of  England  are 
not  properly  represented  in  this  House  of 
Commons. 

Dr.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W.) :  Anyone 
who  has  studied  the  question  must  admit 
that  the  financial  case  of  Ireland  ia  as 
different  from  that  of  England  as  chalk 
is  from  cheese.  You  have  been  found 
guilty  by  a  Commission  of  your  own 
financial  experts,  with  your  own  paid 
servants  of  the  Crown  as  witneasea. 
They  have  admitted  that  Ireland  is 
already  over-taxed  to  the  extent  of  2} 
millions,  and  yet  for  the  purposes  of  this 
war,  which  is  condemned  by  tne  people  of 
Ireland  (except  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Arma^ 
who  would  not  eo  out  except  Her  Majesty 
made  him  a  field  marshal),  you  propose  to 
impose  an  additional  quarter  of  a  million. 
I  think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  be  better  advised  if  he  put  a  tax  on 
other  things,  for  example  on  property. 
Property  is  handed  down  from  one 
generation  to  the  other,  and  why  should 
it  not  be  taxed,  instead  of  putting  an 
additional  tax  upon  the  poor  peo^e  of 
Ireland  ?  If  property  were  taxed  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
probably  be  putting  his  hand  in  his  own 
pocket.  In  Ireland  tea  is  the  only 
beverage  of  the  people ;  there  is  no  inil&, 
owing  to  the  creameries,  and  the  mflk 
that  is  returned  from  them  is  not  fit  for 
drinking  purposes.  As  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, I  object  to  this  additional  taxation 
on  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Cork):  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  certainly 
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dealing  very  hardly  with  the  people  of 
Ireland.  The  taxation  of  tea  is  entirely 
out  of  proportion  to  the  other  taxes  he 
is  dealing  with.  Tea  is  an  article  in 
very  extensive  consumption  among  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  more  consideration 
tor  them  ought  to  have  been  shown.  It 
18  not  a  luxury,  it  is  an  absolute  necessity. 
If  the  money  is  required  it  ought  to  be 
obtained  from  taxation  on  articles  much 
better  able  to  bear  it  than  tea ;  such  as 
wines,  especially  expensive  wines.  In 
connection  with  the  increased  taxation 
on  tea  I  notice  a  peculiar  omission.  I 
would  like  to  understand  why  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  dealing 
with  tea  in  a  different  manner  to 
that  in  which  he  is  dealing  with  spirits, 
and  why  he  has  not  included  a  clause 
aimilar  to  Clause  8  with  regard  to  tea. 
If  not  too  late,  I  would  now  move  such 
a  clause. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :  May  I 
point  out  that  I  have  a  clause  down  for 
that  very  object. 

♦Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.) :  Ireland 
already  contributes  about  three-quarters 
of  a  million  of  duty  on  tea  to  the  British 
Empira  With  the  addition  now  proposed 
we  may  estimate  that  the  aggregate  tea 
duty  which  Ireland  will  be  compelled  to 
pay  for  the  year  1899-1900  will  amount 
to  a  million  of  money,  and  we  believe 
that  that  taxation  will  press  very  severely 
on  the  poor  of  Ireland.  Of  course  the 
ailment  may  be  used  that  if  the  Irish 
people  cease  to  consume  tea  they  will  save 
the  expense.  The  same  kind  of  argu- 
ment has  been  used  in  connection  with 
the  Catholic  university  question.  You 
ask  us  to  enter  Trinity  College,  and  we 
refuse.  We  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  this  tax  is  imposed  on  tea  simply 
because  the  Irish  people  in  proportion  to 
their  population  consume  a  larger  quan- 
tity of  tea  per  head  than  you  consume  in 
Ei^land.  It  has  been  estimated  that  Qv^ry 
inhabitant  in  Ireland  consumes  7  lb.  of 
tea  per  annum,  as  compared  with  5^  lb. 
<son8umed  per  head  in  Great  Britain. 
Therefore,  not  only  is  every  man  and 
woman  in  Ireland  compelled  to  pay  a 
larger  amount  per  head  for  their  tea,  but 
also  an  increased  amount  in  duty  as  com- 
pared with  Great  Britain,  although  in  Great 
Britain  the  average  income  of  a  family  is 
larger.  If  you  take  the  average  wage  of 
an  agricultural  labourer  in  Ireland  and  ir 


England  the  difference  will  be,  roughly 
speaking,  100  per  cent,  in  favour  of  the 
latter.  Personally  I  can  state  that  the 
average  wage  of  an  agricultural  labourer 
in  the  county  of  Kerry  does  not  reach 
10s.  a  week  throughout  the  year,  and 
how  much  harder,  therefore,  is  it  for  the 
poor  labourer,  who  generally  has  a  larger 
family  than  the  Lnglish  agricultural 
laboiu-er,  to  bear  this  increased  duty.  We 
have  made  our  protest  and  have  refused 
by  our  votes  in  the  division  lobby  to 
agree  to  this  increased  duty,  and  we  have 
also  refused  to  associate  ourselves  in  any 
way  in  discharging  the  debt  you  have 
incurred  in  endeavouring  to  suppress  the 
freedom  of  the  Transvaal. 

Mr.  JORDAN  (Fermanagh,  S.)  said 
he  joined  with  his  hon.  friends  in  pro- 
testing against  this  additional  tax  of  two- 
pence in  the  pound  on  tea.  He  was  in 
Ireland  when  the  Budget  speech  was 
delivered,  and  when  he  opened  the  news- 
papers the  next  morning  he  was  amazed 
and  indignant  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  have  thought  of  raising 
a  quarter  of  a  million  on  tea.  This  tea 
tax  would  fall  much  heavier  on  Irishmen 
than  on  Englishmen  or  Scotchmen ;  for 
the  average  wage  of  an  Irish  labourer  was 
not  more  than  two  shillings  a  day,  com- 
pared with  the  average  wage  of  four  shil- 
lings of  the  English  or  Scottish  lalwurer, 
while  the  Irish  labourer's  family  drank  far 
more  tea  than  the  English  or  Scotch.  Tiie 
poor  people  of  Ireland  had  now  no  milk, 
and  had  to  take  to  tea,  and  therefore  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might  as 
well  have  taxed  milk,  since  tea  was  the 
substitute  of  milk.  Instead  of  increasing 
the  tax  OR  tea  it  ought  to  have  been 
reduced  :  in  fact,  there  ought  to  be  no 
taxation  on  tea  whatever  to  pay  the 
expense  of  this  most  unjustifiable  and 
iniquitous  war.  They  ought  to  tax  the 
capitalists  who  promoted  the  war.  It 
surely  ought  not  to  pass  the  wit  of  man 
to  make  tea  as  free  of  taxes  as 
bread.  Luxuries  and  the  property  of 
the  wealthy  ought  to  be  taxed 
for  the  whole  expenses  of  this  war.  Some 
of  the  ardent  enthusiastic  jingoes  ought 
to  have  their  property  taxed,  instead  of 
the  poor  Irish  peasants  who  were  eking 
out  a  miserable  existence,  scarcely  know- 
ing how  they  were  to  get  a  bite  on  the 
morrow.  He  entered  his  protest  against 
the  increase  of  the  tax  on  tea,  which,  in- 
deed, should  be  free. 
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The  Committee  divided, — Ayes,  204  ;   Noes,  49.     (Division  List  No.  79.) 
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Qnilter,  Sir  Cuthbert 
Kasch,  Major  Fredtsrie  CaiDfl' 
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Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E. 
Ambrose,  Robert 
Baker,  Sir  John 
Bany,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 
Blake,  Edward 
Olancy,  John  Joseph 
Oondon,  Thomas  tjoseph 
drean,  Eiit^ne 

dorran,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal) 
Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S.) 
Daly,  James 
Dillon,  John 

FiSSrWiUiam  (Dublin) 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Gibney,  James 
Hammond,  John  (Carlow) 


{26  March  1900} 

NOES. 

I  Harwood,  George 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Uealy,  Maurice  (Cork) 

Hemphill,  Kt.  Hon.  Chas.  H. 

Hogan,  James  Francis 

Joraan,  Jeremiah 

Labouchere,  Henry 

Lough,  Thomas 

Macaleese,  Daniel 

MacDonnell,DrM.A(Queen*8C 

MacNeill,  John  Grordon  Swift 

M*Dermott,  Patrick 

M^Ghee,  Richard 

Molloy,  Bernard  Charles 

Moore,  Arthur  ( Liondonderry) 

Morris,  Samuel 

O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
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O'Connor,  J.  (Wicklow,  W.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
O'Malley,  William 
Parnell,  John  Howard 
Pinkerton,  John 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Redmond,  John  E.  ( Waterf  rd) 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Sullivan,  Donal  ( Westmeath) 
Wilson,  Frederick  W.  (Norfolk 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbro'gh) 
Yaung,  Samuel  (Cavan,  Esit) 

Tellers  for  the  Noes  : 
Captam  Donelau  and  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien. 


Tab  chairman  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper,  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bolton  : — "  Clause  1,  p,ge  1,  line  20, 
leave  out  *  Tea,  one  pound,  sixpence,'  and 
insert  *  Coal,  for  export,  one  shilling  the 
ton,' "  is  not  in  order,  as  it  proposes  a 
new  tax. 

Mr.  harwood  (Bolton) :  Will  I  be 
in  order  to  explain  ? 

The  chairman  :  No. 

Mr.  lough  said  he  had  handed  in 
an  Amendment  to  substitute  on  page 
I,  clause  1,  line  20,  the  word  "  four  " 
for  the  word  "six."  The  effect 
«f  that  Amendment  would  be  to  keep  the 
tea  duty  at  the  present  figure.  He  had 
already  stated  on  the  Second  Reading  of 
^e  Bill  that  he  believed  the  increase  on 
Abe  tea  duty  was  not  necessary,  and  that 
other  taxes  might  have  provided  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  all  the 
money  that  he  required.  His  objection  to 
the  increased  duty  on  tea  was  that  it  was 
oat  of  all  proportion  to  all  other  indirect 
taxation.  It  was  an  increase  of  100  per 
cent.,  while  the  other  increases  were  only 
121  per  cent.,  and  it  went  against  the 

Soficy  pursued  by  the  House  of  Commons 
uring  the  last  fifty  or  sixty  years.  Since 
1837  the  tea  tax  had  been  gradually 
reduced,  and  he  was  sure  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  in  reversing  that 
policy,  would  not  realise  from  it  what  he 
expected.  It  would  be  the  same  as  in 
the  case  of  the  tobacco  tax.  A  great 
many  Members  believed  that  the  best 
policy  to  pursue  was  that  of  the  free 
breakfast  table.  Owing  to  the  reduction 
in  the  tea  duty  and  the  increased  con- 
sumption   of    that    commodity    in    this 


country,  a  great  new  industry  had  sprung 
up  in  the  colonies — especially  in  the 
island  of  Ceylon,  where  tea  cultivation 
rivalled  that  of  the  tea  gardens  of  India ; 
and  the  raising  of  the  tea  duty  would  be 
a  great  blow  to  the  industry  in  that 
colony.  No  less  than  250,000,000  lbs.  of 
tea  were  distributed  in  this  country,  and 
on  account  of  this  new  duty  the  whole 
course  of  that  trade  would  be  altered,  and 
the  public  would  have  to  pay  for  it. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  paije  1,  line  20,  to  leave  out  the  word 
'  six '  and  insert  the  word  *  four '  instead 
thereof. " — (Mr,  Lough. ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*  six '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire,  E.) 
said  that  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
West  Islington  had  not  put  the  case  too 
strongly,  as  it  affected  not  only  Ireland,  but 
the  whole  country.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  proposed  to  raise  £5,500,000 
additional  from  indirect  taxation,  and  a 
third  of  that,  or  £1,800,000,  was  to  be 
taken  from  the  tea-drinkers,  who  were  the 
poorest  class  of  consumers  in  the  country. 
Of  course,  women  largely  drank  tea,  to 
whom  it  was  not  a  luxury,  but  a  necessity  of 
life,  as  well  as  to  a  large  proportion  of  the 
industrial  community.  What  they  ought 
to  consider  was  the  proportion  which  this 
tax  bore  to  the  value  of  the  commodity 
itself.  When  Mr.  Gladstone  reduced  the 
tea  duty  in  1865  to  Is.,  and  afterwards 
to  6d.,  it  was  on  the  ground  that  the  pro- 
portion of  the  duty  to  the  wholesale 
value  of  the  tea  was  too  great.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself  ad- 
mitted that  the  value  of  tea  averaged  9d. 
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in  the  pound,  and  a  duty  of  6d. 
on  9d.  was  166  per  cent.,  and  it 
was  regrettable  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  should  have  come 
down  so  heavily  on  that  particular 
article.  He  could  only  surmise  that 
political  reasons  had  had  more  in- 
fluence with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer than  financial  reasons.  He 
remembered  that  when  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  came  into  office  he  said 
that  tea  was  dnink  by  Radical  teetotalers, 
and  perhaps  that  idea  was  in  his  mind 
when  he  proposed  to  increase  the  duty  on 
tea;  for  it  was  a  matter  of  common 
knowledge  that  the  tea  industry  was  not 
politically  organised  as  was  the  liquor 
traffic,  and  could  not  bring  the  same  in- 
fluence to  bear  on  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  thought  this  was  a  most 
unequal  method  of  dealing  with  taxation 
in  this  country.  In  conclusion,  he  hoped, 
though  the  increase  of  taxation  might  be 
only  temporary,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  refrain  from  commenting 
upon  that  fact.  The  scheme  on  which 
taxation  ought  to  be  raised  was  that  the 
taxation  was  permanent,  as  indeed  the 
present  increase  might  be,  because  no  one 
could  say  how  long  the  war  would  last. 

Colonel  MHiWARD  (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-on-Avon)  said  he  had  listened 
in  vain  to  see  what  alternative  would  be 
suggested  by  the  last  speaker  in  place  of 
the  tea  duty,  because  if  the  tax  was  taken 
off  tea,  he  presumed  it  must  be  placed 
upon  something  else.  The  hon.  Member  for 
West  Islington  had  said  it  could  be  made 
up  from  another  source — that  meant  that 
it  could  be  made  up  by  direct  taxation. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposed 
to  raise  £6,667,000  by  direct  and 
£5,000,000  odd  by  indirect  taxation,  but  if 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Islington  were  followed  £8,000,000  would 
be  raised  by  direct  and  only  £3,000,000 
by  indirect  taxation.  In  his  opinion  tea 
was  a  perfectly  fair  subject  for  taxation, 
and  in  times  of  emergency  such  as  a  war 
the  Government  were  quite  justified  in 
putting  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
money  required  upon  tea.  Tea  was  a 
source  of  indirect  taxation  which  bore 
upon  everybody  throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick^ :  The 
hon.  Member  must  surely  be  a 
teetotaler. 

Colonel  MIL  WARD  said  that  at  the 
time  of  the  Crimean  War  tea  was  taxed 
Mr,  Buchanan. 


I  at  Is.  2d.  a  pound,  and  when  it  was  re- 
I  duced  to  Is.  that  was  said  to  be  the  final 
!  reduction  that  could  be  made.   It  was  not 
I  the  backbone  or  a  component  part  of  any 
I  other  article  of  consumption,  it  was  aa 
I  article  consumed  by  itself,  and  that  was. 
{ the  one  reason  why  it  was  a  fair  subject 
I  of  taxation.     The  only  other  article  of 
I  food  which  had  in  times  of  emergencj 
been  pressed  into  service  was  sugar,  but- 
I  there  was  one  great;  difference  between 
i  sugar  and  tea.     Sugar  was  largely  used 
I  in  the  manufacture  of  many  other  articles 
I  of    food,    and    you    could    not    tax   it 
I  without    taxing,    for    instance,    confec- 
tionery, jams,  sweets,  chocolate,  and  even 
beer.      A     large     trade      had     grown 
up  in  this  country  in  the  manufacture  of 
jams,  one  of  the  reasons  being  that  the 
ingredients  thereof  were  not  taxed.    If 
sugar  was  taxed  at  twopence  a  pound  it 
would  raise  £28,000,000.   It  had  been 
suggested  that  it  might  be  possible  at  this^ 
time  to  put  a  duty  on  sugar,  and  so  get 
rid  of  the  sugar  bounties. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order  r 
The  question  of  sugar  does  not  arise,  and 
I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  confine 
his  illustrations  entirely  to  tea. 

Colonel  MIL  WARD  said,  that  being 
so,  he  could  only  reiterate  the  statement 
that  tea  was  a  fair  subject  of  taxation. 
The  taxes  proposed  were  war  taxes,  and 
would  be  borne  by  the  country  without 
a  murmur,  and  he  congratulated  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  desired 
to  support  him  in  the  proposals  he  brought 
forward. 

Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  (Northumberknd,. 

Tyneside)  opposed  the  increased  duty  on 

tea  because  he  believed  it  interfered  with 

the  trade  in  India  and  Ceylon  which  he 

desired  to  see  developed,  and  he  wished 

to  know  from  the  ri^ht  hon.  OentlemuL 

the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether,. 

before  he  increased  the  tax  upon  tea,  he 

had    conferred   with   the  authorities  in 

India  and  Ceylon  as  to  what  would  be 

the  effect  of  his  proposals  there.     The 

I  right  hon.   Gentleman   would   no  doubt 

{ remember    that    a  suggested   tax   upon 

1  cotton  brought  about  a  very  great  dis- 

I  placement  in  that  particular  trade,  and 

I  resulted  in  a  Committee  being  appointed 

I  to  inquire  into  the  matter.     He  thought 

j  the  present  proposal  was  likely  to  have  a 

I  corresponding  effect  in  India  and  Ceylon. 
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♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  The  only 
way  in  which  I  can  answer  the  question 
is  by  saying  that  I  do  not  believe  it  will 
have  any  effect  at  all.  The  reduction  in 
consumption  in  consequence  of  the  increase 
of  duty  will,  I  believe,  be  very  small,  and 
in  proof  of  that  I  may  say,  although  the 
subject  has  been  before  the  country  now 
for  some  weeks,  I  have  not  had  a  single 
representation  against  the  tax  from  any- 
one interested  in  the  cultivation  of  tea. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfarshire)  said 
he  desired  to  protest  against  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, who  justified  the  proposals  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  by  the  fact 
that  they  were  extraordinary  proposals. 
He  could  not  forget  the  warning  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  some  years  pre- 
viously, when  he  said  that  if  the  expen- 
diture was  not  kept  within  limit  the 
country  must  be  prepared  at  some  time 
to  bear  new  burdens.  The  increase  of 
the  tea  duty  was  to  be  regretted  not 
because  of  the  amount  of  duty  imposed, 
but  because  of  the  fact  that  an  impost 
of  this  kind  always  fell  most  heavily  on 
the  poorest  in  the  land.  Although  the 
richer  classes,  no  doubt,  drank  tea  in  about 
the  same  quantity  as  the  poorer,  the 
tax  fell  much  more  heavily  on  the 
cheaper  qualities  of  tea  than  on  the 
dearer,  and  taking  the  tax  as  a  whole, 
there  was  no  doubt  that  the  poorer  classes 
contributed  a  greater  proportion  of  the 
amount,  raised  by  such  a  tax  than  the 
rich.     The  arguments  advanced  years  ago 


in  favour  of  a  reduction  in  the  tax  on  tea 
^  ere  just  as  applicable  now  as  then,  and 
he  regretted  it  was  necessary  to  reimpose 
a  burden  of  this  character. 

Mr.  DALY  was  of  opinion  that  direct 
taxation  should  }>e  adopted  to  raise  the 
larger  amount  of  the  money  required.  It 
was  the  action  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  which  had 
caused  the  war  for  which  the  money  was 

'  now  asked,  and  he  thought  that  it  was 
only  right  that  they  should  pay  the 
larger  share  of  the  cost.  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  at  the  time  of  the  Crimean  War 
tea  was  heavily  taxed,  l)ut  the  consumption 

I  was  at  that  time  only  one  pound  per  head, 
whereas  now  it  was  six,  and  consequently 
the  tax  now  would  bear  more  heavily 
upon  the  people.  He  thought  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman   the   Chancellor  of  the 

>  Exchequer  was  very  ill  advised  to  say  that 
this  tax  was  only  for  a  year,  because  if  any 
war  like  that  of  the  Transvaal  broke  out,  or  a 

'  general  election  occurred,  the  duty  on  tea 
might    go    up    to    Is.   6d.    the  pound. 

I  There  was  no  knowing  what  the  present 
Government  would  do,  and  to  say  the  tax 

!  was  going  to  be  temporary  to  meet  an 

I  emergency  when  no  one  knew  how  long 
the  war  would  last  was  absurd.  The 
right    hon.    Gentleman    would    be  well 


advised  to  drop  the  tax  altogether  and 
thus  do  what  would  be  a  most  popular  act 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  135  ; 
Noes,  62.     (Division  List  No.  80.) 


Acland-Hood,  Capt.  Sir  A.  F. 
Archflale,  Edward  Men-yn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Atkinson,  Kt.  Hon.  John 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorlnhire) 
Bailey,  Jan^es  (Walworth) 
Baillie,  J.  £.  B.  (Iiivemes.s) 
Baird,  John  G.  Alexander 
Balfour.Kt.  Hn.  A.  J.(Manch'r) 
Barry,RtHnAHSmith  (Hunts 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Beach,KtHnSir  MH.  (Bristol) 
Bethel],  Commander 
Biddulph,  Michael 
Blakiston- Houston,  John 
Blnndell  Colonel  Henry 
Bousiield,  William  Robert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Bullard,  Sir  Harry 
Cavendish, V.  C.W.(Derby8h.) 
Chamberlain.  J.Aunten  (\Vor. 
Chaplin,  Rt.Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 


AYES. 

Clare,  Octaviua  Leigh 
Coirhill,  Douglas  Harry 
Collings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jen^e 
Colomb,  Sir  John  Chaa.  Ready 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.Athole 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambetli) 
Corn  wallis,  FienncHStanley  W. 
Cox,  Irwin  Edwd.  Bainbridge 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henrj- 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Col.  Philip  Hugh 
Davies,Sir  Horatio!) .  (Cnat'm 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickinson,  Robert  Edmond 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edwanl 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Dyke,  Rt.  Hon.  SirWm.Hart- 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Etlw. 
Finch,  (ieorge  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robt.  liannatyne 
Fison,  Frederick  William 


Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Fletcher.  Sir  Henry 
Flower,  Ernest 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
(varfit,  William 
Gibbs,Hn  A.G.  H.(Cityof  Lend 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
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Questi  3n    proposed, 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 


'That    Clause    1 


Mr.  FIELD:  I  beg  to  move  the 
omission  of  Clause  1.  I  do  so  because, 
first  of  all,  I  object  to  this  tax  on  a 
ground  of  principle.  I  believe  it  is  a  wrong 
policy  to  pursue  at  this  age  to  increase 
an  indirect  tax.  In  my  opinion,  direct 
taxation  is  the  proper  method  by  which 
such  money  should  \ye  raised,  and  the 
incidence  of  taxation  generally  should 
press  fairly  upon  the  rich  and  the  poor. 
In  the  history  of  the  Reform  Party  the 
great  programme  was  a  free  breakfast- 
table.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  policy  of 
the  right  hon.  (xentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  taking  a  retrograde 
direction,  because  everyone  in  the 
country    knows   that    tea    is    an    abso- 


lute necessity,  and  by  this  tax  we 
are  falling  back  on  the  old  exploded 
system  of  putting  taxes  on  food.  An 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite 
assured  the  House  that,  as  well  as  he 
could  recollect,  the  reduction  in  regard 
to  the  taxation  on  tea  at  a  certain  period 
came  to  a  finality.  So  far  as  I  can  under- 
stand the  policy  of  this  House  in  regard 
to  taxation,  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a 
finality  to  the  reduction  of  taxation  to  be 
laid  down,  nor  could  the  doctrine  of  a 
limit  to  the  increase  of  taxation  be  up- 
held. If  ever  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  who  proposed  such  a  doctrine  as 
that  comes  to  be  Chancellor  of  the  fix- 
chequer  he  will  find  out  that  it  would 
not  be  easy  to  act  up  to  those  dogmaa 
Tea  is  the  beverage  of  the  poor,  especiaUy 
in  Ireland,  and  that  is  one  of  the  reasons 
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why  I  object  to  this  clause  in  toto. 
I  have  been  in  the  West  of  Ireland 
during  the  time  of  the  distress,  and 
I  have  seen  the  poor  people  there  drinking 
tea  at  all  hours  of  the  day  and  in  the 
evening.  They  could  obtain  neither  meat, 
cocoa,  nor  coffee,  and  it  is  because  I  feel 
80  strongly  that  tea  is  the  beverage  of 
especially  poor  people  that  I  am  impelled 
to  object  to  this  clause.  The  better  classes 
have  a  great  many  other  beverages  to 
which  they  can  adhere  if  they  choose, 
but,  and  particularly  in  Ireland,  the 
poorer  people  have  nothing  to  drink  but 
tea.  Tea  is  the  very  worst  article  on 
which  an  increased  tax  should  be  levied. 
If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is 
desirous  of  levying  a  new  tax  I  would 
suggest  that  it  should  be  put  on  some 
imported  manufactured  articles,  and  not 
on  an  article  of  food  generally  consumed 
amongst  the  poor.  I  have  another  objec- 
tion to  this  clause  from  a  temperance 
point  of  view.  I  hold,  as  a  temperance 
man,  that  the  Government  ought  to  en- 
courage sobriety,  and  not  to  tempt  or 
drive  people  to  the  use  of  alcoholic  drinks. 
Tea  is  undoubtedly  the  safest  beverage  of 
which  the  people  generally  can  partake, 
and  it  is  a  step  altogether  in  the  wrong 
direction  that  the  tax  thereon  should  be 
increased.  Particularly  at  this  present 
moment  and  for  the  present  purpose  do  I 
object  to  any  such  taxation.  One  of  the 
reasons  why  the  consumption  of  tea  has 
increased  is  because  the  amount  of  duty 
has  been  so  much  reduce  i  that  it  has 
enabled  tea  to  come  into  more  general 
use  amongst  the  poorer  classes.  I  think 
that  is  a  reason  why  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  accept  the  arguments  and 
considerations  which  have  been  advanced 
by  Irish  Members.  I  quite  admit  that  the 
amount  of  the  present  increase  is  not  in 
itself  such  as  will  prevent  poor  people 
buying  tea,  but  I  would  like  the  right 
hon.  Gfentleman  to  remember  that,  if  you 
begin  on  a  wrong  principle,  and  if  it  is 
found  an  easy  matter  to  levy  an  increased 
duty  on  tea,  the  probability  is  that  that 
duty  will  continue  to  go  up.  I  am  alto- 
gether opposed  to  that,  and  I  am  con- 
vinced that  this  is  a  step  in  the  wrong 
direction.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
told  us  just  now  that  no  strong  represen- 
tations had  been  made  to  him  from  any 
part  of  England  against  this  increase  of 
taxation. 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH   was   under- 


stood to  say  that  he   alluded  to  India, 
where  tea  was  cultivated. 

Mr.  field  :  Probably  he  has  not  had 
representations  from  India  about  matters 
of  this  kind,  but,  unfortunately,  India  has 
a  famine  on  hand,  which  at  the  present 
time  takes  up  all  her  energies.  However, 
I  would  not  be  surprised  if  in  this  country 
there  were  very  few  representations  made ' 
on  this  point.  My  reason  for  holding 
that  view  is  that  the  expenditure,  to  meet 
which  taxation  is  levied  on  the  community 
at  large,  is  generally  made  in  England 
and  on  English  work,  and  therefore,  if  a 
small  additional  tax  is  put  on  tea,  the 
English  people  are  somewhat  repaid  by 
the  employment  which  is  provided  in  this 
country.  But  that  argument  does  not 
hold  good  with  us.  One  of  the  reasons 
why  we  are  so  much  opposed  to  this  over- 
taxation of  Ireland  is  that  we  get  no 
share  whatever  in  the  expenditure,  whether 
with  regard  to  militarism  or  anything  else. 
Moreover,  as  an  Irishman  I  protest  against 
any  increase  of  taxation  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  on  a  war  which  certainly  is  not 
popular  in  Ireland.  We  Irish  Members 
and  the  Irish  people,  taken  as  a  whole,  are 
opposed  to  this  war,  and  we  have  a  right 
to  protest  against  a  war  undertaken 
against  our  wishes.  Naturally,  as  we  are 
a  minority  in  the  House,  we  are  obliged 
to  bow  to  the  will  of  the  majority,  but 
this  House  of  Commons  is  apparently 
the  only  place  in  England  at  the  present 
time  where  this  right  of  free  speech  can 
be  exercised,  because  if  a  man  goes  to  a 
pro-Boer  meeting  outside  he  is  exposed  not 
only  to  insult  and  calumny  but  also  to  per- 
sonal danger.  Perhaps  I  am  getting 
rather  outside  the  subject,  but  I  think  it 
is  a  useful  thing  to  be  able  to  exercise 
that  privilege  in  this  House  when  we  are 
not  allowed  to  do  so  outside.  I  will  not 
pursue  the  subject  any  further  than  to 
say  that  I  am  sure  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  if  he  had  the  power,  would 
not  desire  to  deny  us  the  privilege  of 
expressing  our  opinions  in  this  House, 
and  as  an  Irish  Member,  representing  a 
not  unimportant  constituency,  I  must 
protest  against  a  further  tax  being 
levied  on  tea  in  order  that  this  war 
may  be  carried  on.  I  trust  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  consider 
these  arguments,  which  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  put  before  him  with  tolera- 
tion, and  I  trust  ^vith  a  certain  amount  of 
completeness,  from  the  point  of  view  from 
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which   I   have  looked  at  the  subject —  1 
namely,  as   a  temperance  man,  as    one 
opposed  to  the  war,  and  as  an  advocate 
for  the  poorer  classes. 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  There  is  a 
geniality  about  the  hon.  Member  which 
compels  me  to  say  a  few  words  in  regard 
to  this  Amendment.  I  can  assure  him 
it  is  no  agreeable  thing  for  me  to  be 
obliged  to  impose  additional  duty  on  tea. 
I  know  that  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom  it  is  the  drink  of  many  persons, 
especially  of  the  poorer  classes.  Though 
I  do  not  happen  to  drink  it  myself 


Mr.  field  :  Sugar.    [Cries  of  "  No :  '^ 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEAliH  :  That  sugges- 
tion is  met  with  a  negative  even  from  the 
colleagues  of  the  hon.  Member  himself. 
It  appears  to  be  thought  that  I  might 
have  placed  it  upon  alcoholic  liquors ;  but 
I  have  not  spared  the  trade  in  alcoholic 
liquors  in  this  Budget.  I  do  not  wish  to  de- 
tain the  Committee  anv  longer,  but  I 
thought  it  right  to  make  these  few  ob^ent- 
tions  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member.  The  sub- 
ject  has  been  thoroughly  threshed  out^ 
and  I  hope  we  may  soon  be  permitted  to 
come  to  a  decision  upon  it. 


Mr.  FIP:LD:  So  much  the  worse  for  |      Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
you.  !  The  Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer   says 

absolute 


♦Sir  xM.  HICKS  BEACH :  I  know  it  is 
a  very  mateiial  comfort  to  them  in  their 
lives,  which  are  often  hard  enough,  and  it 
is  with  very  great  regret  that  I  feel 
myself  obliged  to  impose  this  additional 
duty.  But  the  hon.  Member  does  me  an 
injustice  if  he  thinks  that  I  look  upon 
this  as  an  instalment  towards  high  taxa- 
tion upon  tea.     I  should  be  very  sorry  to 


;  that  this  tax  on  tea  was  an 
I  necessity.  Does  he  mean  to  say  it  was 
I  impossible  to  obtain  the  money  inany  othor 
way  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  aski 
upon  what  other  articles  taxes  could  have 
been  levied.  There  are  hundreds.  I 
could  give  the  right  hon.  (rentleman  a 
list  of  a  great  many  taxes  which  to  my 
mind  would  be  much  fairer  and  more 
equitable  than  this  tax  on  tea.     So  far  as 


consider  it  in  any  such  light,  and  I  am  |  I  am  concerned,  I  shall  take  a  division 


sure  that  in  saying  that  I  am  voicing  the 
opinion  of  practically  every  Member  of 
the  House.  This  extra  twopence  is  purely, 
in  my  opinion,  an  exceptional  tax,  levied 
for  the  purpose  of  the  present  war.  I 
have  already  expressed  to  the  House  my 
view  on  the  subject.  In  our  judgment — 
and  that  judgment  has  been  confirmed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Monmouth  to-night  —  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  that,  having  to  levy 
additional  taxation   for  the  purposes  of 


against  this  clause.  One  of  my  reasons 
is  the  general  one  that  I  am  opposed  to 
the  whole  system  of  indirect  taxation.  I 
do  not  believe  in  indirect  taxation.  By 
indirect  taxation  you  get  a  large  amoont 
of  money  out  of  the  people,  without 
their  really  realising  that  it  goes  into 
the  Treasury,  and  therefore  they 
do  not  pay  sufficient  care  and  attention 
to  the  expenditure  of  the  country.  When 
I  came  into  Parliament  the  whole  taxation 
of   the  country  was  about  £50,000,000, 


the  war,  that  taxation  should  be  so  levied  |  and  if  you  had  levied  direct  taxation  I 
as  to  apply  practically  to  the  whole  |  am  perfectly  convinced  you  would  never 
country.     We  have  levied  the  bulk  of  it ;  have  arrived  at  the  point  when  a  Chan- 


on  the  income-tax  payer ;  we  have 
levied  the  remainder  on  alcohol,  on 
tobacco,  and,  finally,  on  tea.  If  tea 
had  been  omitted  there  would  have 
been  a  very  large  part  of  the  population 
of  the  United  Kingdom  who  would  have 


cellor  of  the  Exchequer  might  propose  a 
Budget  of  about  £100,000,000,  and  when 
there  was  a  surplus  not  take  off  any 
taxation.  I  would  have  direct  taxation 
for  everything,  except  in  regard  to  those 
who  have  only  the  absolute  necessaries  of 


contributed  practically  nothing  towards  \  life.  When  a  person  has  a  struggle  to 
the  expenses  of  the  war.  I  am  bound  to  '  keep  himself  and  his  family  going  I  do 
say  that,  in  my  judgment,  for  every  fiscal  ;  not  think  the  State  has  any  right  to  take 
reason  and  for  every  political  reason,  such  ;  anything  from  him,  Ijecause  by  so  doing 
a  policy  would  have  l>een  a  grave  mistake,  ;  it  is  taking  away  from  what  is  necessary 
and  I  could  not  have  consented  to  any-  ■  for  life.  I  would  have  a  proportional 
thing  of  the  kind.  Perhaps  I  may  be  '  income  tax,  if  you  like  to  call  it  ao, 
asked  why  I  did  not  choose  some  other  charging  more  and  more  according  to  the 
article  than  tea,  but  no  hon.  Member  had  j  amount  the  individual  has.  In  that  way 
suggested  any  such  article.  1 1   would   put  the   burden   on   the  right 

Mr.  Field,  ' 
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boulders,  whatever  that  burden  might  |  servative  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did 
le.  But  if  you  have  indirect  taxation  it  I  away  with  it.  At  that  time  it  was 
tfypears  to  me  that  to  impose  it  upon  tea  I  said  that  sugar  was  necesgary  in  so 
■  one  of  the  most  unfair  modes  in  which  i  many  ways,  but  the  confectionery 
poa  can  levy  it.  As  has  been  said  again  |  business  was  not  then  so  largo  as  it  is 
nd  again,  tea  is  really  the  beverage  of  ,  now.  It  was  said  that  a  tax  upon  sugar 
iie  poorest  in  the  country.  A  great  many  was  a  tax  upon  the  poorest  people,  and 
bpend  for  their  enjoyment  of   life    on    upon  that  ground  it  was  done  away  with, 


heir  being  able  to  get  this  tea.  There  is 
aother  reason  why  I  should  not  put  it 
o  tea,  and  that  is  that  you  do  not  have 


What  is  the  result  1  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Elxchequer  does  not  now  dare  to  come 
forward  with  a  proposal  to  put  a  tax  upon 


n  ad  mhrem  duty  on  tea.     1  perfectly  j  sugar  ;  he  would  be  imposing  a  new  tax, 
dmit  that  there  would  be  the  greatest  |  But  because  there  happens  to  be  a  duty 
OBsibie    difficulty    in    imposing    an    (id    upon  tea  he  thinks  there  will   be  no  diffi- 
%lortrn  duty  on  an  article  such  as  this,  i  culty  in  getting  the  extra  twopence  from 
at  that  would  be  rather  a  reason  for  not  i  that  source,  and  therefore  it  is  imposed. 
avinca  tax  on  tea.     Take  tea  at  lOd.  per  i  I  am,  as  I  have  always  been,  opposed  to 
oand ;  that  would  be  only  Ss.  per  annum  |  this  tax  upon  tea.     I   am  in  favour   of 
>  the  individual.     But  take  a  family  of  |  direct    taxation  ;    but,  if    you   have   in- 
ix  persons ;  it  then  represents  18s.  per  j  direct  taxation,  for  goodness'  sake  do  not 
imum,  and  18s.  is  a  very  large  sum  to  levy  I  take  the  one  article   which  is  the  most 
n  a  family  in  this  way,  when  the  family  '  used  by  the  very  poorest  in  the  country, 
as   perhaps  a  wage  of  J&50  a  year  or '  Take  it  from  the  rich.      The  Chancellor 
Dmething  of  that  sort,  and  they  have  to  ,  of  the  Exchequer  is  always  boasting  that 
ay  rates  and  so  on  in  addition.     There  i  the  wealth  of  the  country  is  going  up  by 
I  one  argument  which  has  not  yet  been  |  leaps  and  bounds.     It  is  not  going  up  so 
bated,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  it  is  rather  ,  far    as    the    poor    old    woman    in    the 
difficult  one  to  meet.     I  think  the  right  I  workhouse       is       concerned  ;      it       is 
lon.    Gentleman   the   Chancellor  of    the '  g&ing     up       with      the     richer     class. 
Exchequer  entertains    the    same    sound  '  When  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
«aeti<»d  view  with  regard  to  the  enfran- '  says  he  has  done  his  duty  by  calling  upon 
hiaement  of  women  that  I  do.     But  has    the  rich  to  pay  a  certain  portion  of  this 
m  oonsidered  this  point — that  no  special  |  amount,  and  then  calling  upon  the  poor, 
az  should   be  levied  on  women  if  they  i  I  say  that  the  rich  would  be  able  to  pay 
fe  not  represented  1     I  come  forward  as  ,  without  any  difficulty  far  more  than  they 
lie  advocate  of   women  in   this   House    at  present  do  pay,  whereas    when    you 
lecause   I  am   opposed  to  them  having    come  down  upon  the  poor  and  ask  them 
rotes.     Women  are  the  great  tea-drinkers    to  pay  this  extra  tax  you  are  asking  them 
if  the  country,  and  you  are  really  im- ;  really  to  limit  the  only  comfort  they  have 
posing  a  larger  tax  upon  the  female  sex    at    the   present   time.      The   right   hon. 
khan  upon  the  male  sex  proportionately  I  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
irhen  you  put  a  duty  on  tea.      The  right  i  quer  says  he  has  received  no  objections 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  the  increase    from  India,  but  it  is  an  obvious  economic 
irill  not  be  lasting,  and  that  this  is  not !  fact  that  if  you  reduce  the  taxation  upon 
ui  instalment  of  a  high  duty  on  tea.     I  i  an  article  of  this  kind  the  consumption  of 
q[uite  agree  with  him ;  I  do  not  suppose  !  that  article  increases,  and  if  you  put  on 
it  ig;  but  still   it  is  not  a  step  towards  ,  taxes  the  contrary  is  the  result.     There- 
doing  away  with  the  duty  on  tea  alto-    fore,  India  will  suffer  to  a  certain  extent. 
Kther.     One  of  the. reasons  I  am  abso-    During  the  Crimean  War  the  case  was 
tely  opposed  to  this  is  that  a  Chancellor  i  different,  because  we  got  most  of  our  tea 
of  the  Exchequer  will  naturally  seize  upon    from  China  and  not  from  India,  and  it 
Ml  existing  tax  when  it  is  necessary  to  I  does  seem  to  me  preposterous  while  we 
riiae  extra  money.     So  long  as  there  is  a  '  are  hearing  so  much  about  Imperial  Fede- 
duty  on  tea  there  will  always  be  a  strong  i  ration  and  the  "  union  of  hearts  "  among 
behnation  to  increase  that  duty  if  it  is  i  q^.  colonies  that  we  should  put  an  import 
ijeceasary  to  impose  additional  taxation.  |  ^^^.  ^^^  ^^^^^,^3  ^^^^^^  are  grown 

Therefore  the  only  way  to  put  an  end  to  i  .      -^     ^    .     -  ...    _^^    .  ..  ^  »  „„,v.»i  n£ 
AL        •  /  ^u  ^  i.      •    ^    I  in  one  part  of  this  area  oi  the      imion  oi 

these  increases  of  the  tax  upon  tea  is  to  I ;"     '^  ,r     ,   .         ,      ,  .  .  -4. 

do  away  with  the  tax  altogether.    We  did  I  hearts."     1  intend  taking  a  vote  against 
away  with  the  tax  upon  sugar.     A  Con- 1  this  clause,  and  whether  it  is  carried  or 
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rxx,  .  4tia4.  ^i^r.  iat-*  'cie   ttsz^rumnc.  oc 

Mi      .rAMr>      L«>'ATHZri.       Sen:. 
»r.mt»  -,?  'c.K  ir£":nirr.-§  "lAiti  '■"■7  :iie  i«:c- 

,.'-  r-*:/*."''!  Vi  :£•.-*  ■•  irsri'.r-  :hac  ice  *iaa  oc 
'.rr.>:-;''.r.  tat  KX\Kf^\  ir.7  c.i:*«»i'l?*  -irrors  oc 
'iorTirr*  :.*.-; -'jr..  Pr..*  h-vr..  Mczi'**i:r  wao  aa* 
;  ■;.-?,  »^c  'i-jTFr*  r.A*  <rlTrrr.  cxpr^a^i'in  to 
v^fir  •■  rr/  ••j'ir.d  ^QtLin^r.D-.  f'>r  ''nrre  -ir** 
TtLUiV  people  vh-:-  fail  to  riisLisc  the  im- 
l^frrjiZJzH  of  :h:*  »i»;e:?t:on.  I  am  gla#i  to 
r.o'ive  :ri**t  :.i  O'lr  grirac  ^ii-g»>venung 
coioriies*  the*rr  •i'lej-tioa*  have  been  verj' 
promifieritly  «von*idcreil  I  do  not  know 
whether  hor;.  Memr^r-  o''«rr^eii  in  their 
newip^p^r!*  to^iay.  and  als«>in  Satuniajs 
riew^tpAp^rr^.  rep^^rt.^  of  a  moet  importaat 
di>tciiA->ion  in  the  Cana^iian  Hoii^  of 
Commons.  I  think  it  is  worth  while 
referring  to  what  took  place  there.  The 
Cari;i/iian  Budget  wa^  under  considera- 
tion. It  wari  not  a  Little  Canadian 
Budget,  i%A  th\i  is  a  Little  England 
Bijrlget.  It  w^4  a  great  Imperial  financial 
Atatement,  which  aimed  at  drawing 
elfHicr  the  tie»  Viet  ween  the  mother 
country  and  the  colonies.  A  resolution 
woH  Hubmitterl  providing  that  after  the 
Ist  of  July  next  preferential  duties 
Hhould  lie  imposecl  in  favour  of 
British  pffxlucts  to  the  extent  of 
33^,  fjer  cent.  So  that,  for  every  three 
dollapH  importer!  upon  the  products  of 
foreign  countries,  only  two  dollars  would 
lie  inifXiK(;rl  ufx>n  those  from  Great 
iiritain.  After  that  I  take  it  that  the 
UiHA  from  Ceylon  and  other  portions  of 
the  British  Umpire  will  have  an  advan- 
tage over  the  tea  from  China.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  (Tcntleman  will  read  the  speech 
of  Sir  W.  I^urier  in  detail,  for  I  gather 
that  similar  facilities  to  those  which  have 
bc<jn  offered  to  Great  Britain  are  to  l>e 
granted  to  those  ix>rtions  of  the  British  i 
F^mpinj  which  reciprocate.  If  this  is  so,  j 
Ceylon  tciis,  which  are  now  taxed  higher, 
will  get  into  Canada  for  two  dollars,  as 
against  throe  dollars  placed  upon  China 
UuM.  1  may  point  out  that  not  long  ago  | 
the  Prime  Minister  of  Canada  was  the  re-  I 
(!ipi(;nt  at  the  hands  of  my  right  hon.  | 
friend  the  iVhjmber  for  Bodmin  ofthe  gold  j 
medal  of  tlu^  C^ohden  Club.  I  think  the 
(JlwuKufllor  of  the  Kxchequer  would  do 
well  to  imitjite  this  Canadian  Budget, 
which  has  boon  promoted  under  the 
Mr.  h(lnnirhf'rf', 


ijnSTwnniienfi  of  m  gotd  medallist  reoentlv 
deci^ra&fid  by  the  Cobden  Club. 

T^  CHAIRMAN  :  I  tbink  the  rigb 
h^jQ.  Genclenukn  is  going  away  from  the 
«ar>i<cc  before  the  Committee,  and  hii 
Arz^imeats  are  too  remote. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER :  This  qii» 
a*xi  has  been  debated  all  round  on  veir 
gtenerdi  Line«.  I  complain  in  this  ckue 
of  the  sins  <>t  omission  quite  as  much  h 
Any  hocL  Member  has  complained  of  ou 
i-ji  oi>mTnianon.  Taxation  ought  to  be 
wiihoac  a  preferential  element 

The  CHAKMAN  :  The  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  must  confine  bimself  to  the 
•^aestioD. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER :  My  ridrt 
hon.  friend  is  intensely  a  Little  Englander 
in  dnance.  [An  Hex.  Member  :  A  nev 
version.]  I  say  it  is  the  true  versioa  oi 
it.  I  contend  that,  when  all  parts  of  oar 
Empire  are  co-operating  m  a  wM 
national  movement,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Elxche«iuer  is  in  duty  bound  to  coiuider 
the  rights  and  interests  of  our  variooi 
colonies.  I  have  shown  that  in  arranging 
their  duties  the  Legislature  of  Canada  hai 

f'ven  preference  to  British  products,  and 
think  one  good  turn  deserves  an^iher. 
I  .say  that  all  Budgets  framed  by  any 
Ck>vernment  ought  to  be  constructed 
upon  lines  of  general  policy  and  not 
merely  upon  isolated  circumstances  wfaidi 
concern  only  the  community  which  hare 
to  provide  the  taxes.  It  is  time  that  the 
customs  arrangement  between  QtM 
Britain  and  her  colonies,  by  which  our 
trade  is  carried  on,  should  be  placed  on  « 
more  favourable  footing.  The  Prime 
Ministers  of  the  various  colonies  in  1897 
had  a  conference  on  this  question,  and 
what  was  the  result  1  They  passed  the 
following  resolution — 

"  In  the  hope  of  improving  the  trade  reb- 
cion<i  between  the  mother  country  and  the 
colonies,  the  Premiers  present  undertake  to 
confer  with  their  colleiigaes  with  a  view  of  tee- 
ing whether  such  a  result  can  be  properly 
secured  by  a  preference  being  given  by  the 
c^)lonies  to  the  products  of  the  l/nited 
Kingdom." 

That  brings  the  matter  more  and  more 
home  to  this  House.  This  was  a  resolu- 
tion unanimously  adopted  by  all  the 
representative  Prime  Ministers  of  all  the 
self-governing  colonies  of  the  Empire, 
and  they  entertained  this  view 
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'   ♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  must  rise 
rto  order.      The  colcmial  Premiers  who 

fpused  the  resolution  which  the  right 
man.  Grentleman  is  discussing  represented 
Mlonies  not  one  of  which  produces  tea. 
The  CHAIRMAN:  I  have  already 
i  warned  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  his 
^lemarks  are  not  relevant. 

{      Mr.  JAMES   LOWTHER:    I  accept 

iy  that  ruling.     I  am  aware  that  Ceylon  is 

\^  not  a  self-governing  colony,  and,  perhaps, 

:  on  theae  technical  grounds  it  is  not  desir- 

%§ble  that  I  should  go  deeply  into  the  sub- 

^  ject.     But  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

the   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thinks 

he  is  going  to  burke  a  great  question  like 

this  by  rising  to  a  point  of  order  he  is 

Tfocy    much    mistaken.     My    right  hon. 

{  friend   has  introduced  a  Ldttle  England 

get,   and   has  defended   it  by  Little 

ad    arguments,     and     he    is    now 

mnning  coun^icr  to  the  policy  adopted  by 

^  the  eolonies  of  the  Empire. 

[  Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) :  I  am  afraid  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
■lan  who  has  just  sat  down  has  prejudiced 
a  good  case  by  too  much  generalisation. 
But  I  am  sure  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  not  be  deterred  by  the 
taunt  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
has  produced  a  Little  England  Budget. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER:  I  was 
giving  expression  to  the  opinion  of  the 
oolonies. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  Others 
as  well  as  himself  have  had  to  bear  the 
brunt  of  that  epithet.  I  again  say  that 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  has  prejudiced 
a  good  case  by  indulging  in  this  incursion 
into  generalised  finance.  I  think  there 
was  a  certain  amount  of  truth  in  the 
protest  he  made  on  behalf  of  Indian  tea. 
He  referred  to  Ceylon  tea,  but  I  presume 
he  meant  India  tea  as  well.  I  think 
that  case  was  well  stated  by  my  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Northampton.  I 
understand  that  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  our  Indian  fellow-subjects  live  upon 
the  tea  industry,  and  I  should  be  very 


sorry  to  do  anything  which  will  add,  as 
this  Budget  does,  an  obstruction  to  the 
development  of  that  industry.  I  do  not 
at  all  agree  with  the  larger  views  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  indulged  in, 
and  I  will  not  follow  him  into  those 
points.  On  every  possible  occasion  for 
many  years  I  have  voted  against  this 
duty,  and  I  have  always  voted  in  favour 
of  the  reduction  of  the  tax  upon  tea.  I 
should  have  voted  against  this  increase 
which  is  now  proposed  in  the  division 
which  I  understand  has  taken  place,  but 
unfortunately  I  was  not-  present  when 
the  division  was  taken,  and  the  only  op- 
portunity I  have  of  recording  my  opinion 
is  by  voting  against  the  clause  as  a  pro- 
test against  any  portion  of  this  war  tax 
being  laid  upon  the  tea-drinkers.  I 
sympathise  with  what  has  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  in  the 
speech  he  has  just  made.  Considering 
the  resources  of  this  great  country 
and  the  other  means  which  might 
have  been  brought  under  taxa- 
tion,  it  is  most  hard  and  unfair 
that  any  portion  of  this  tax  should  he 
placed  upon  the  very  poorest  of  the  poor. 
But  it  is  no  use  enlarging  upon  that  topic. 
I  suppose  the  principle  which  the  right- 
hon.  Gentleman  goes  on  is  that,  as  far  as; 
possible,  you  ought  to  deduct  from  the: 
supposed  income  of  every  individual  tax- 
payer what  is  necessary  for  the  main- 
tenance of  life,  and  that  taxation  should 
have  reference  to  this  theory.  Neverthe- 
less, I  think  fourpence  a  pound  on  tea  is 
too  much,  because  you  put  a  large- 
responsibility  for  this  war  upon  the  very- 
people  who  are  least  able  to  bear  it. 
There  is  one  fact  I  have  gathered  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  and  it  is  that  an  Indian 
tea  merchant  tells  me  that  the  very  best 
teas  have  their  best  market  in  Ireland,, 
and  that  Indian  teas,  will  not,  after  all, 
suffer  so  much  by  this  taxation.  With 
reference  to  other  sources  of  taxation,  I 
refer  to  licensed  duties.  I  think  the 
proper  occasion  to  deal  with  this  matter 
would  be  on  the  additional  taxation  whicn 
is  proposed  on  liquor  under  this  Bill,  and 
I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  it  at  this  stage, 
only  to  say  that  I  do  not  agree  that  an 
increase  of  the  duties  on  licences  for  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  would  be  a  tax 
upon  the  commodity  itself.  It  would  be 
a  tax  on  the  monopoly,  but  not  on  the 
commodity,  and  I  hope  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  to  increase  the  tax  on  that  com- 
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modity  to  say  that  I  do  not  propose  to 
accept  it.     [Cries  of  "  Divide,  divide  !  "] 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis): 
I  am  very  much  surprised  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  join  in  the  cry  of  "  Divide, 
divide,"  because  I  have  not  discussed  this 
question  at  all.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken  does  an  injustice  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  by  re- 
proaching him.  with  not  having  levied 
the  tax  upon  those  responsible  for  this 
war.  I  say  the  women  are  more  respon- 
«ible  for  this  war  than  the  men,  for  it  is 
the  women  who  drink  tea.  The  hon. 
Member  also  said  that  there  are  other 
taxes  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  have  levied  in  preference  to  this. 
He  forgets  that  in  order  to  do  what  he 
suggests  he  would  have  to  provide  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  an 
imagination  and  a  capacity  for  estimating 
the  different  values  of  different  taxes, 
and  the  different  capacities  of  the  tax- 
payers of  the  Empire  to  pay  them.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  not 
^^onsider  any  other  forms  of  taxation,  and 
he  rejecte<i  some  very  modest  sugges- 
tions which  I  made  with  regard  to  turs 
and  feathers,  and  other  things.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  truly  observed  that 
90  per  cent,  of  the  tea  which  comes  into 
this  country  is  furnished  by  growers 
of  tea  in  British  possessions.  That 
is  a  strong  argument  for  increasing 
the  tax  on  tea.  It  would  not  be  in  order 
for  me  upon  this  clause  to  go  into  the 
question,  which  has  been  so  fully  debated 
by  the  Irish  Members  opposite,  as  to 
whether  some  part  of  the  Empire  should 
be  exempted  from  this  tax.  Still  1  do 
say  that  the  fact  that  this  tax  affects  to  a 
large  extent  the  Queen's  subjects  abroad 
is  a  stronj^  reason  for  voting  against  this 
clause.  The  right  hon.  Gentleimm  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Flxchequer  always 
iiisists  upon  piling  his  taxes  upon  existing 
ijources  of  taxation.  He  has  had  to  meet 
A  large  increase  in  the  expenditure,  and 
he  does  it  first  of  all  by  frittering  away  his 
surphis.  Then  he  puts  fourpence  upon  the 
income  tax  and  twopence  on  tea.  This  is  a 
most  stupendous  and  enormous  tax  upon 
tea.  It  is,  taking  the  average,  an  increase 
of  sixty  per  cent.,  for  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  tea  comes  into  this  country  which  is 

Mr,  Edmund  Robertson, 


only  worth  sixpence  a  pound  or  less,  and  on 
the  whole  of  that  tea  which  is  drunk  by 
the  poorer  classes  the  increase  in  the  tu 
to  them  must  be  quite  100  per  a 
Fine  teas  fetch  4s.  and  ds.  per  pound,  h 
the  case  of  tea  at  5s.  per  pound,  which  ii 
the  sort  that  some  of  us  drink,  the 
increase  in  the  tax  is  only  about  ta 
per  cent,  instead  of  100  per  cent 
The  Committee  will  see  the  stupendou 
difference  in  a  tax  which  imposes  as 
increase  of  only  ten  per  cent,  in  tne  case  of 
the  rich  people  and  a  tax  which  practicallT 
amounts  to  100  per  cent,  in  the  case  df 
the  tea  mostly  used  by  the  poor.  Surely 
there  is  something  wrong  in  a  tanlHi 
which  taxes  per  pound  weight  instead  of 
per  pound  value.  This  is  only  another 
instance  of  the  extraordinary  way  m 
which  we  deal  with  our  indirect  taxation, 
and  we  profess  to  be  a  Free  Trade  countiy. 
I  think  we  have  the  most  insane  custoai 
revenue  in  the  world.  We  levy  man 
duties  than  any  other  country  in  the 
world,  except  the  United  States,  and  we 
levy  our  taxes  upon  three'  or  four 
articles  alone  on  the  most  extravaguit 
and  outrageous  rates.  Under  these  cb 
cumstances  our  system  taxes  the  prodooen 
in  our  colonies  and  our  own  consumer^ 
and  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  considered  some  other  class  of  the 
community  besides  the  landed  claas  I 
think  he  would  have  reconsidered  this 
clause  in  regard  to  tea,  and  he  would 
have  had  some  patience  for  those  who 
desire  to  discuss  it.  Why  he  should  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  interrupt  me  I 
before  I  had  said  a  word  I  am  still 
unable  to  imagine,  and  I  can  only  suppoee 
that  it  was  owing  to  the  irritation  caused 
by  the  thrust  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Meml)er  for  Thanet,  which  he 
endeavoured  to  parry  by  directing  a 
thrust  at  me.  1  am  not  preparea  to 
vote  against  the  clause,  because  the 
country  is  in  difficult  straits  and 
we  must  find  the  money.  But  I 
do  feel  that  the  tea  duty  cannot  go 
on  as  it  is  now,  and  that  at  some  future 
time  we  shall  have  to  consider  the  whole 
bearing  of  our  taxation  and  especially 
the  extraordinary  and  outrageous  amount 
of  our  indirect  taxation  as  compared  to 
direct  taxation. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  172 ; 
Noes,  69.     (Division  List  No.  81.) 
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Mendl. 


Mr.  WILLIAM  RFDMOND,  in  moving 
the  Amendment  standing  next  on  the 
Paper  in  his  name,  said  that  he  moved  it 
because  he  believed  that  next  to  the  tax 
upon  tea  the  tax  upon  tobacco  would  falJ 
more  heavily  upon  the  poorer  classes  in 
Ireland  than  anything  else.  He  had  no 
objection  whatever  to  the  increased  tax 
on  cigars  and  the  better  class  tobaccos, 
such  as  cavendish  and  negro  head,  I)ecau8e 
those  who  smoked  those  classes  could 
afford  to  pay  ;  what  the  people  of  Ireland 
did  object  to,  and  object  to  most  strongly, 
was  the  increased  taxation  of  the  cheaper 
kinds  of  tobacco  consumed  by  the  great 
majority  of  the  poorer  classes.  He  was 
not  surprised  at  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
who  both  inside  the  House  and  elsewhere 
were  in  the  habit  of  indulging  in  the 
luxury  of  a  cigar  costing  Is.  6d.  or  2s. 
[Cries  of  Oh,  oh !]  -Hon.  Gentlemen 
need  not  attempt  to  stop  him  ;  he  was  a 
member  of  the  Kitchen  Committee,  and 
he  knew  what  he  was  saying.  It  was  a 
common  thing  for  hon.  (xcntlemen,  both 
inside  the  House  and  elsewhere,  to  smoke 
<iuantitic8  of  cigars  at  the  prices  he  hiul 
stated,  and  he  was  surprised  to  find  that 
there  wjis  only  an  extra  sixpence  on  the 
pound  put  upon  these  importe<l  cigars, 
whilst  on  orflinary  manufactured  tobacco 
there  was  an  increase  in  the  duty  of 
fourpence.  Such  taxation  was  altogether 
unfair  and  unjust,  and,  not  only  so,  but 
from  the  information  which  he  had  received 
from  people  interested  in  the  tolmcco 
trade,  it  was  urmecessary,  inasmuch  as 
imported  cigars  would  easily  bear  an 
incrciised  duty  of  2s.  on  the  pound,  whilst 
the  extra  fourpence  on  the  pound  on  the 
cheaper  tobacco  would  press  most  un- 
fairly and  out  of  all  proportion  upon  the 
chiss  of  the  people  who  smoked  it.  It 
was  an  altogether  unfair  arningement  that 
the  imported  cigars  of  the  rich  people  of 
the  country  should  l>e   increased   by  so 


small  an  amount,  whilst  the  tobacco  of  the 
poor 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man's argument  would  be  more  relevant 
to  the  Amendment  which  follows  lower 
down  in  the  clause  than  that  at  present 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  Mig)it 
I  ask  you,  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley,  to  point 
out  the  Amendment  to  which  you  refer  t 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  horn  Membei'ft 
Amendment  is  to  omit  the  words  ''or 
Ireland,"  and  his  observations  are  not 
relevant  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said  ho 
was,  by  his  observations,  endeavouring  to 
show   his  objection    to  the   increase  of 
taxation  in   Ireland,  because   it  preand 
not  so  heavily  on  imported  cigars  but  on 
unmanufactured    tobacco    of   a    cheaper 
character,  which  was  smoked  by  the  gmt 
bulk  of  the  people  of  Ireland.     He  sob- 
mitted  with  great  deference  that  he  wv 
in  perfect  oi^er  in  the  remarks  he  had 
made.     Had  a  proportionate  amount  of 
Is.  or  Is.  8d.,  or  even  28.,  a  pound  been 
put  OH'importcd  cigars,  he  would  not  then 
have  moved  to  remit  this  tax,  as  it  would 
not  in  that  case  have  been  so  unfair,  but» 
in  his  opinion,  it  was  monstrously  unfair 
to  say  that  those  who  could  afford  to  pay 
extmvagant  sums  for  a  cig^  which  they 
could  smoke  in  ten  minutes  should  only 
pay  an  extra  duty  of  sixpence  on  the 
pound,  and  that  the  poor  man,  who  could 
only  aifbrd  to  smoke  tobacco  of  the  cheapest 
kind,  should  |)ay  fourpence.    It  was,  to  his 
mind,  a  most  unequal  proposal,  and  one 
which  did  not  hold  a  just  balance  between 
the  consumers  of  high-class  tobaccos  and 
those  who  could  only  afford  to  consume 
the  cheaper  kinds.     He  desired  to  know 
whether  the  right   hoiL    Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of    the   Exchequer    had    le- 
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oeived  any  representation  from  those 
intorested  in  the  tobacco  trade, 
upon  the  subject  of  the  increase  in  the 
duty  on  tobacco  as  against  that  imposed 
on  cigars.  Whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  representations  made  to 
him  or  not,  he  (Mr.  Redmond)  did  not 
know,  but  he  did  know  that  he  (Mr. 
Redmond)  had  been  asked  by  persons 
connected  >vith  the  largest  houses  in  the 
tobacco  trade  whether  arrangements 
eould  be  made  for  a  deputation  to  wait 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  point 
out  the  injustice  of  these  new  impositions 
He  could  not  understand  the  principle 
apon  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
acted,  because  those  who  smoked  cigars 
wore  far  better  able  to  bear  the  burden 
than  the  persons  who  smoked  tobacco. 
The  least  tnat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mieht  have  done  would  have  been  to 
Iiu3:e  the  duty  on  cigars  double  that 
which  he  proposed  to  put  on  tobacco.  In 
moving  to  exclude  Ireland  in  regard  to 
this  he  was  dealing  more  particularly 
with  the  comparative  unfairness  between 
the  duties  on  cigars  and  tobacco,  because 
it  was  evident  that  the  duty  was  so 
.arranged,  not  that  the  burden  should  fall 
equalhr  upon  all  classes,  but  that  it 
should  lay  lightly  on  the  rich  and  heavily 
on  the  poor.  Clause  1  of  the  Bill  dealt 
with  the  increase  of  the  duty  upon  tea, 
and  Clause  1  had  been  disposed  of. 
This  clause  dealt  with  the  increase  in  the 
duty  on  tobacco,  and  ho  thought  that  the 
greatest  hardship  that  could  be  inflicted 
on  the  poor,  after  increasing  the  duty  on 
tea,  was  to  increase  the  duty  on  tobacco. 
It  would  no  doubt  be  argued  that  the 
people  would  be  better  off  if  they  did  not 
smoke,  and  that  no  doubt  might  be  true ; 
but  we  must  take  the  world  as  we  find  it, 
and  every  class  required  some  little 
enjoyment  and  relaxation  from  their  daily 
toil,  And  that  they  found  in  the  morning 
going  to  work,  and  in  the  evening  return- 
ing therefrom,  in  smoking  a  pipeful  of 
tobacco.  Tobacco  is  a  thing  that  exists, 
it  is  a  thing  we  send  to  our  soldiers  in 
South  Africa,  and  is  an  article  of  con- 
sumption among  the  working  classes.  If 
the  Government  taxed  it  they  were  en- 
titled to  do  so,  but  he  challenged  the 
Liberal  party  to  say  that  it  wjis  fair  to  tax 
the  higher  classes  of  tobacco  at  sixpence 
while  the  lower  classes  were  taxed  at  only 
twopence  less.  There  were  few  industries 
in  Ireland,  but  tobacco  manufacture  was 
one.  There  were  several  large  and 
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flourishing  establishments  in  Ireland, 
giving  employment  to  a  large  number  of 
people,  and  this  industry  was  directly 
attacked  by  the  measure  before  the  House, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  main  object 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
been  to  single  out  the  few  remaining 
industries  which  flourished  in  Ireland  and 
attack  them.  There  was  a  proposal  to 
tax  beer  and  brewing  which  was  well 
known  to  be  among  the  few  remainmg. 
industries  of  the  country,  and  all  these 
taxes  would  strike  a  fatal  blow  to  the 
taxes  that  remained.  It  was  the  duty  of  the 
Irish  representatives  to  protest  against 
their  imposition  with  voice  and  by  vote. 
He  could  assure  the  right  hon.  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  he  had 
received  from  an  organisation  of  the 
tobacco  industry  a  representation  that 
imported  cigars  could  much  better  afford 
to  pay  2s.  than  the  cheaper  forms  of 
tobacco  could  pay  the  4d.  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  invited 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  the 
interests  of  fair  play,  to  consider  whether 
it  would  not  l)e  possible  to  remodel  the 
clause  so  that  a  tax  might  be  put  on 
expensive  cigars,  and  a  reduction  made 
of  the  duty  on  cheap  forms  of  tobacco. 
Such  a  plan  would  arouse  no  opposition 
whatever.  Irish  Members  were  some- 
times severely  criticised  in  the  news- 
papers and  held  up  to  public  odium  for 
statements  made  in  the  House,  but  at 
the  same  time  they  repeatedly  received 
from  the  representatives  of  large  interests 
in  the  country  commendations  of  what 
they  had  said,  and  strong  advice  to  con- 
tinue to  make  the  protests  they  had 
already  made.  He  would  not  have  inter- 
fered at  this  stage  had  he  not  been 
encouraged  to  do  so  by  a  representative 
organisation  of  the  tobacco  trade  of  the 
country,  which  asked  him  to  suggest 
a  2s.  tax  on  foreim  cigars,  and 
a  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
the  cheaper  forms  of  tobacco.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was- 
putting  an  additional  tax  of  8|  per  cent, 
on  the  commodity  which  was  used  by  the 
industrial  classes,  and  only  \\  per  cent, 
on  foreign  cigars,  which  were  consumed 
by  the  richer  classes.  He  smoked  him- 
self ;  he  was  not  one  of  those  who  believed 
that  tobacco  was  injurious,  in  moderation. 
He  liked  to  see  a  working  man  smoking 
his  pipe — he  thought  it  good  style  ;  but  at 
the  same  time  he  had  often  thought  there 
was  no  form  of  extravagance  more  un- 

Q 


399 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


BOL 


400  |i 


reasonable  than  that  indulged  in  by  a  man 
who  smoked  a  cigar  which  cost  Is.  or 
Is.  6d.,  or  even  2s. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDJSIOND  said  that 
nothing  was  further  from  his  intention 
than  to  transgress  the  ruling  of  the  Chair. 
His  particular  reason  for  moving  the  ex- 
clusion of  Ireland  from  these  proposals 
was  that  they  were  unfair,  because  they  i  in  the  new  tax  upon  tobacco  ?  I  am  van 
put  a  comparatively  light  tax  on  expen-  j  the  hon.  Gentleman  fairly  stated  the 
sive  cigars  used  by  wealthy  men,  and  a  {  representations  which  had  been  made  to 
comparatively  high  one  on  cheaper  forms  i  him  by  tobacco  manufacturers  with 
of  tobacco.  He  was  pleading  for  in-  [  regard  to  their  desire  to  have  increued 
creased  taxation  on  foreign  cigars,  because  j  taxation  on  foreign  cigars.  I  have  had  i 
he  had  often  felt  that  there  was  no  form  '  ' 
of  luxury  indulged  in  more  unreasonable 
and  more  deplorable  than  smoking  expen 
sive  cigars. 


♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  The  hoc 
Member  has  moved  to  e^cclude  Ireland 
from  the  operation  of  the  new  tariff,  and 
he  has  done  so  because  he  considers  thit 
the  tax  on  unmanufactured  tobacco  is  too 
high  as  compared  with  that  upon  cigui 
It  may  be  right  or  wrong  to  keep  up  the 
proportion  between  cigars  and  tobacco  i 
is  proposed  by  this  clause,  but  what  hii 
that  to  do  with  the  proposition  whether 
Ireland  should  or  should  not  be  included 


good  many  representations  of   the 

kind  made  to  me,  and  I  understand  what 
they  mean.  It  is  a  very  natural  thing  for 
tobacco  manufacturers  in  Great  Britam  or 
in  Ireland  to  desire  that  such  a  tax  should 
be  placed  on  foreign  cigars  as  practieaDj 
to  protect  their  own  industry,  but  I  have 

~   I  do  not 


The  CHAIRMAN:  I  invite  the  hon. 
Member  to  give  to  the  Committee  some 

proof  that  the  lower  class  of  tobacco  is  ;  not  made  that  proposal,  and 
more  largely  consumed  in  Ireland  than  in  I  propose  to  make  it  now.     I  am  pretty 
England.  !  sure  that  the  tobacco  manufacturers  who 

'■  approached  the  hon.  Member  never  sug^ 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said  that :  gested  that  it  would  be  advisable  that 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  bear  with  |  there  should  be  one  tax  on  tobacco  in 
him,  and  listen  to  his  argument.  He  did  Great  Britain  and  another  tax  in  Ireland. 
not  think  it  required  any  words  to  prove  :  The  hon.  Member  stated,  I  believe  quite 
that  cheap  tobacco  was  more  consumed  in  correctly,  that  the  manufacture  of  tobaooo 
Ireland  than  imported  foreign  cigars.  He  '  is  a  flourishing  industry  in  Ireland  ;  but  I 
held  that  it  was  an  abomina})le  form  of  cannot  conceive  anything  more  likely  to 
luxury  which  ought  to  bo  highly  taxed,  ,  injure  that  industry  than  differential 
for  a  man  to  smoke  in  ten  minutes  or  so  ;  duties  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  If 
a  cigar  which  cost  Is.  6d.  or  28.,  the  ,  you  had  a  lower  tax  in  Ireland  than  in 
amount  which  would  pay  for  the  working    England   you    would     require    to    have 


man's  tobacco  for  ten  days.  The  Govern- 
ment professed  to  hold  the  scales  equally 
iis  between  all  classes,  and  that  all  classes 
should  pay  something  towards  the  cost  of 
the  war;  but  he  maintained  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  proposals 
in  regard  to  cigars  and  tobacco  did  not  do 
equal  justice  to  all  classes.  He  begged  to 
move  that  on  Clause  2,  line  22,  the  word  ;  Mr.  LOUGH  said  there  was  no  tax 
"  Ireland  "  be  loft  out.  He  would  be  .  which  pressed  so  severely  on  the  poor  of 
extremely  disappointed  if  there  were  not  ;  Ireland  as  the  tobacco  tax  ;  and  there  was 
a  few  members  of  the  Lil)eral  party  un-    no  grievance  which  appealed  more  to  the 


iifferent  Custom  House  reflations  in  the 
two  countries,  which  would  greatly  inter- 
fere with  the  trade.  If  the  hon.  Member 
is  anxious  that  the  tobacco  manufacture 
of  Ireland  should  prosper  he  could  not  do 
it  a  worse  service  than  to  propose  this 
resolution. 


tainted  with 
support  him. 


the  war   fever  who  would 


Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  I,  line  22,  to  leave  out  the  wonU 

*  or  Ireland.'  "—(Mr.  WUliani  Redtiwnd  ) 

Question  proposed,   "That   the  words 

*  or  Ireland  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr,  WiUiam  J^edniond, 


imagination  of  the  Irishman  than  this 
i  high  duty  on  tobacco  which  the  House 
'  had  imposed  for  about  seventy  years.  The 
reason  why  no  one  complained  of  the 
tobacco  tax  in  Great  Britain  was  because 
it  was  as  low  to-day  as  ever  it  had  been 
in  Great  Britain,  but  the  reason  why  the 
Irish  objected  to  it  was  that  it  was  higher 
in  Ireland  now  than  when  the  tax  was 
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first  imposed  in  1819,  when  there  was  a 
very  cruel  stamping  out  of  the  growth  of 
coarse  tobacco  in  the  West  of  Ireland. 
He  would  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, if  he  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment in  the  form  in  which  it  was  moved, 
whether  he  could  not  do  something  to  re- 
move the  grievance  of  the  Irish  people  in 
v^^urd  to  the  high  duty  on  a  common 
article  of  consumption.  The  consumption 
of  beer  in  England  was  very  like 
the  consumption  of  tobacco  in  Ireland. 
Now,  all  people  in  England  who  lived  in 
houses  under  a  valuation  of  £8  were 
allowed  to  brew  beer  free  of  duty  for  their 
own  use.  Why,  then,  not  allow  the  poor 
people  of  Ireland  to  grow  tobacco  for  their 
own  use  free  of  duty  ?  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  objection  to  different 
duties  in  England  and  Ireland  was  that  it 
would  involve  different  customs  regula- 
tfons,  aod  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  talked  about  the  evils  that  would 
ensue  from  it.  That  was  not  so  easily 
piOTed.  If  the  custom  house  would 
cause  some  inconvenience,  it  would  bring 
enormous  advantages  as  well.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  i 
know  how  much  tobacco  was  consumed  in  ' 
Ireland,  and  how  much  was  collected 
from  tobacco  duties  ;  and  he  never  could 
know  until  he  had  got  a  custom  house. 
The  custom  house  was  the  brains  of  a  ' 
eommercial  nation.  [Hon.  Members  : ' 
•Oh,  oh  ! "  and  laughter.]  He  knew  that 
was  a  most  unpopular  argument,  but 
surely  he  might  be  allowed  to  make  use 
of  it.  Until  the  custom  house  was  re- 
established they  could  never  know  any- 
thing about  the  social  and  economic  con- 
ditions of  Ireland.  They  could  not  tell 
without  a  custom  house  how  much  food 
went  into  Ireland,  nor  how  much  of  any  ' 
product  went  out  of  Ireland ;  and  want 
of  knowledge  in  regard  to  these  essential  | 
facts  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  ' 
House  was  so  deplorably  weak  in  its 
attempts  to  deal  with  Ireland.  A  custom 
house  was  only  denied  to  Ireland  through 
the  ignorance  of  the  House  in  these 
matters.  They  had  no  custom  house, 
because  their  commerce  was  with  Great 
Britain.  Every  foreigner  knew  how 
much  goods  went  into  his  country 
or  out  of  it;  the  only  man  who  knew 
nothing  about  that  was  the  Irishman. 
(Laughter.)  This  was  no  joke.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  had  done  more  for 
Irish  industry  than  any  other  man ;  but 
he  could  not  tell,  and  no  man  could  tell. 


whether  he  had  added  one  pound  of 
butter  to  the  exports  from  Ireland,  and 
all  because  there  was  no  custom  house 
in  Ireland.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  or  any  other  wiseacre  opposite 
would  kill  the  evils  he  spoke  of  without  a 
custom  house,  then  he  would  admit  that 
he  was  wrong;  but  until  they  restored 
the  custom  house  to  Ireland,  all  the  social 
and  economic  facts  bearing  on  the  con- 
dition of  the  coimtry  could  not  be  made 
known  to  the  House,  or  to  anyone  else. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  one 
of  the  most  admirable  men  he  ever  met 
with  when  he  spoke  on  Britibh  subjects  ; 
but  when  he  talked  in  regard  to  Ireland 
all  his  natural  intelligence  deserted  him. 
Then  he  ceased  to  be  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  or  the  Member  for  Bristol, 
and  became  merely  the  mouthpiece  of 
the  prejudices  and  folly  of  the  English 
Parliament.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Monmouthshire,  who  was  one  of 
the  Chancellor's  chief  supporters  in  the 
House,  was  as  much  to  blame 
as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
himself  if  there  was  anything  wrong. 
In  England  the  proportion  of  indirect 
taxation  is  48  per  cent.,  whereas  in  Ire- 
land it  is  60  per  cent.  That  would  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Monmouthshire.  He  said 
it  was  serious  evil,  but  why  had  he  not 
courage  enough  to  suggest  a  means  of 
dealing  with  it  ?  In  a  speech  he  made  on 
this  very  subject  when  referring  to  the 
Report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Com- 
mission  

The  chairman  :  The  question  of 
the  financial  relations  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  cannot  be  debated 
on  each  separate  duty.  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  confine  himself  to  the 
tobacco  duty. 

Mr.  lough  :  I  bow  with  respect  to 
the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  My  point  is 
that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  accept  this  Amendment  it  would 
remove  the  existing  inequality  to  the 
extent  of  £150,000  a  year.  I  was  speak- 
ing of  the  tone  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Mon- 
mouthshire, and  I  remember  he  said  in 
this  House  that  equalisation  of  rates  did 
not  mean  equalisation  of  burden.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  this 
was  a  great  grievance,  but  it  is  a  grievance 
that  might  be  corrected  to  some  extent  if 
this  tobacco  tax  were  not  applied  to  Ire- 
land. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
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ber  for  West  Monmouthshire  sees  great 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  differential  taxation, 
and  yet  admits  the  grievance  of  Ireland, 
then  I  would  ask  him  or  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  suggest  some  other 
remedy.  For  my  part  I  think  these 
grievances  are  real  grievances,  and  that 
the  Irish  Members  who  are  voicing  the 
opinions  of  the  Irish  people  are  met  w^ith 
only  feeble  excuses.  This  Budget  is  not 
a  fair  Budget.  It  is  unfair  to  Ireland 
especially,  and  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  cannot  see  his  way  to  accept 
the  amendment,  I  would  appeal  to  him, 
by  the  good  disposition  which  he  has  dis- 
played towards  Ireland,  whether  he 
<»nnot  do  something  to  mitigate  what  is 
an  undoubted  hardship. 

*SiR  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  will 
respond  to  the  appeal  of  my  hon.  friend. 
I  admit  that  a  tax  of  this  kind  falls  with 
the  greatest  weight  on  the  poorest  people. 
There  is  a  large  concentrated  accumula- 
tion of  poor  people  in  Ireland,  but  there 
is  also  a  large  number  of  poor  people  in 
England,  more  scattered  in  their  distribu- 
tion, and  I  will  answer  my  hon.  friend, 
who  is  a  very  fervent  and  ingenious 
financier,  by  asking  him  another  question. 
How  does  he  propose  to  deal  with  the 
poor  people  in  England  with  reference  to 
the  tobacco  duty  ? 

Mr.  lough  :  W"e  have  already  dealt 
with  that  matter  by  reducing  the  pro- 
portion of  indirect  taxation  to  48  per 
cent.,  while  in  Ireland  it  remains  at  73 
per  cent.     That  is  the  answer. 

*SiR  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  The 
poor  people  do  not  pay  direct  taxation, 
therefore  I  do  not  know  how  we  are  to 
deal  out  justice  to  the  poor  in  both 
•countries  by  excluding  the  people  of 
Ireland  from  this  taxation.  On  the 
subject  of  customs  my  hon.  friend 
seems  to  desire  that  custom-houses 
should  be  set  up  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  statistical  information  with 
reference  to  the  trade  of  Ireland.  The 
Scotch  people  are  a  very  practical  people  ; 
how  would  they  like  to  have  a  cordon 
stretched  from  Ber wick-on-T weed  to  the 
western  coast  of  Scotland  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  statistical  information  as  to 
how  much  of  their  produce  went  to 
England,  and  how  much  English  produce 
came  into  Scotland  ?  I  think  they  would 
be  of  the  opinion  that  that  would  do 
them  a  great  deal  more  harm  than 
the  statistical  information  they  might 
obtain  would  do  them  good. 

Mr,  Lough, 


Mr.  LOUGH  :  This  is  a  most  inteiwt- 
ing  point,  but  the  answer  is  as  easy  la 
ABC.  The  trade  of  Scotland  is  mainly 
with  foreign  parts  and  the  colonies.  SU 
depends  on  minerals,  and  her  trade  is 
export  trade  from  Glasgow,  Leith,  and 
Aberdeen,  just  as  the  English  export 
trade  is  from  London,  Liverpool,  CardiH 
and  other  ports.  I  can  show  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  books  issued  by  tnis 
House,  in  which  every  fact  is  recorded 
with  reference  to  England,  Scotland,  and 
Wales,  which  I  now  ask  should  be  re- 
corded as  regards  Ireland.  There  is  no 
record  of  the  great  trades  in  Ireland 
because  the  trading  is  with  this  countiy, 
but  as  regards  the  great  trades  in  Endand 
and  Scotland,  correct  records  are  Kepti 
because  the  trading  is  with  foreign  porta* 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  do  not  know  whether 
I  can  agree  with  the  hon.   Member  for 
West  Islington  that  a  custom-house  is  the 
brains  of  the  commerce  of  a  country.    To 
some  extent   it  is  an  indicator  of  how 
commerce  is  going,  especially  articles  pay- 
ing excise  or  customs  duties.    In  previoiu 
years  the  customs  authorities  in  Ireland 
used  to  go  to  the  trouble  of    obtaining 
from  shipping  and  railway  companies  the 
amount  of  the  exports  and  imports  and  of 
furnishing  a  weekly  return,  but  that  hai 
been  discontinued  because  the  staffs  are 
too  lazy.     But  I  do  not  think  that  that 
quite  meets  the    custom-house    conkm. 
There  is  a  difference  in   establishing  a 
custom-house    cordon    between   England 
and  Ireland,   especially   with   regaid  to 
tobacco.     The  reason  why  my  hon.  friend 
has  moved  this  Amendment  is  because  he 
represents  an   Irish   constituency.     The 
grievance  presses    hardly  on   the    Irish 
people,  and  therefore  his  arguments  have 
greater  cogency  and  force  than  if  they  re- 
ferred to  Great  Britain,  though  there  is 
no  reason  why  the  English  working  man 
should  not  be  excluded  also.     We  have 
no  objection  at  all,  and  should  be  glad  if 
the  tobacco  duties  were  abolished  alto- 
gether.    If  the   Chancellor  of    the  Ex- 
chequer   had    deliberately   set     out    to 
levy    indirect     taxation    upon     conmio- 
dities     largely     consumed      in    Ireland, 
and     whicn      would     therefore      press 
more    heavily     on     the     Irish     people, 
he  could  not  do  better  than  he  has  done 
— namely,   to   select  tea,  tobacco,  beer, 
and  spirits.     Indeed,  it  almost  looks  like 
a  re-enactment  of  the  sumptuary  laws. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says  the 
Irish  people  cannot  be  poor  because  they 
smoke  so  much    tol>acco.     He  has  not, 
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however,  levied  the  taxes  from  philan- 
thropic or  temperance  motives,  but  in 
order  to  raise  money,  and  if  he  found  that 
with  the  increased  duties  the  consumption 
of  tea  and  tobacco  goes  down  in  Ireland,  no 
one  would  be  more  disappointed  than  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman.  The  policy  which 
Appears  to  underlie  the  arguments  on  both 
ffides  of  the  House  is  that  these  things 
are  luxuries,  or,  at  any  rate,  not  neces- 
saries, and  that,  therefore,  you  are  justi- 
fied in  taxing  them,  whereas  you  would 
not  be  justified  in  taxing  flour,  bread,  or 
meat.  But  you  did  not  discover  that 
until  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws.  Prior 
to  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  an  enor- 
mous amount  of  taxation  fell  on  com- 
modities consumed  by  the  English 
working  classes,  and  also  on  articles  used 
in  connection  with  manufacture.  You 
aboUshed  all  that,  and  therefore  the 
burden  of  indirect  taxation  now  falls  more 
heavily  in  Ireland  than  ever  before.  In 
the  year  1819-20  it  was  lis.  lid.  per 
head,  and  in  1893-94  £1  Os.  9d.,  or  an 
increase  of  90  per  cent.  Indirect  taxa- 
tion in  Great  Britain  was  in  1819-20 
X2  88.  7d. ;  in  1893-94  it  was  reduced 
to  XI  4s.  Id.  That  means  that  indirect 
taxation  per  head  in  England  has  de- 
creased 50  per  cent.,  whereas  it  has 
increased  90  per  cent,  in  Ireland.  Could 
not  you  find  other  sources  of  direct  taxa- 
tion in  order  not  to  have  to  increase 
indirect  taxation  in  a  country  like  Ireland  ? 
In  a  damp  country  like  Ireland  very 
much  more  tobacco  will  naturally  be 
smoked  than  in  a  warmer  country. 
There  is  no  doubt  about  it  that  the  work- 
ing man  consumes  in  proportion  to  his 
means  more  tobacco  than  the  rich  man. 
Surely  a  man  with  £1,000  or  £10,000  a 
year  cotdd  more  easily  afford  6d.  on  his 
•ciflars  than  the  poor  man  can  afford  an 
addition  of  4d.  per  pound  on  his  tobacco. 
The  increase  in  this  Budget  on  cigars  is 
•only  1^  percent.,  whereas  it  is  8  per  cent. 
on   tobacco.      In  pleading  for  the   Irish 


I  working  man  we  are  also  pleading  for 
the  British   working  man.     There  is  no 
I  doubt  that  tobacco  is  no  longer  a  luxury  ; 
j  it  is  practically  a  necessity,  and  without 
I  dropping  too  much  into  autobiography  I 
I  may  say  that  for  the  short  month  I  was 
!  confined  in  one  of  Her  Majesty's  prisons 
I  I   think   I   bore   three   days   bread  and 
I  water  with  equanimity  ;  I  bore  the  plank 
I  bed  with  a  certain  amount  of  stoicism, 
I  and  I  managed  to  get  through  the  plum- 
■  duff  without  very  much  discomfort  and 
I  certainly  without  gnimbling ;  but  I  would 
have  been  prepared  to  forego  two  of  those 
miserable  meals  for  a  pipe  of  tobacco  or  a 
cigarette.     To  deprive  the  working  man 
of    his    pipe    and    tobacco    is    a    great 
deprivation     indeed.       I     have      often 
heard    a     working     man   say    that     he 
would  prefer  to  go  without  his  breakfast 
rather  than  a  pipe  of  tobacco,  and  when  a 
man  is  not  well  fed,  or  fed  on  coarse  food, 
or  when  perhaps  he  cannot  get  a  proper 
breakfast    until    a    late    hour,    then     a 
"  shough  "  of  the  pipe,  as  it  is  called,  is 
more  gratifying  and  grateful  than  perhaps 
dainty  food.     If  this  argument  of  taxing 
tobacco,  beer,  and  spirits  is  pushed  too 
far,  you  will  be  re-enacting  the  sumptuary 
laws.     Wo  cannot  forget  that  the  British 
Treasury  wishing  to  retain  indirect  taxa- 
tion  has,   by   some  peculiar   species    of 
ingenuity,  succeeded  in  retaining    those 
articles   of   common   consumption   which 
fall   more   heavily  on    Ireland.      Under 
these   circumstances   we   are   entitled  to 
claim  this  exemption  for  Ireland.      We 
should  be  willing  to  claim  it  for  all  classes 
in  Great  Britain  as  well,  but  as  the  repre- 
sentatives of  Irish  constituencies,  who  are 
averse  to  all  taxation  in  connection  with 
the   war,    we   certainly    claim    that  this 
Amendment  should  be  accepted  by  the 
Committee. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :    Ayes,    210  ; 
Noes,  36.     (Division  List  No.  82.) 


Acland-Hood,  Capt.  Su*  A.  F. 
Allison,  Robert  Andrew 
Arehdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Atkinson,  Kt.  Hon.  John 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Baird,  John  Geo.  Alexander 
Baker,  Sir  John 
Balearres,  Lord 
Balfoar,  Kt.  Hon.  A.  J.  (Man. 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barry,KtHnAHSniith-(Hant8 
BeaoURt.Hn.SirM.H.(Br'tol) 


AYES. 

Bethell,  Commander 
Billson,  Alfred 
Blakiston- Houston,  John 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 
Bona  field,  Williaui  Robert 
Bowles,Captain  H.F.(Mid'sex 
Bowles.T.  Gibson  (King'sLynn 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Bullard,  Sir  Harry 
Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwell,  James 
Carlile,  William  Walter 


Causton,  Richard  Knight 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
Cavendish ,  V.  CW.  ( Derbyshire 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,  Rt.  Hon.  J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen(  Worc'r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Sjiencer 
Chelsea,  Viscount 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Collings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colonib,SirJohn  CharlesReady 
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Cook,  Fred  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow 
Cornwallis,  FiemiesStanley  W. 
Courtney,Rt.  Hon.  LeonanlH. 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davies,  Sir  H.  D.  (Chatham) 
Davie-.M.  Vaushan(  Cardigan) 
l>enny,  Colonel 
Dewar,  Arthur 
Dickinson,  liobert  Edmond 
Disraeli,  Coninc8l)y  lialph 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Dyke,  Ut.  Hon.  Sir  W.  Hart 
Emmott,  Aifred 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  E. 
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Question  proposed,    "  That    Clause  2 
uid  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E)  moved  the 
lission  of    the  clause.      He  said    his 
[nendment   would  simply  have  for  its 
'ect  to  leave  the  tobacco  duty  at  the 
me  fi^re  at  which  it  now  stood.      It 
>uld  be  in  the  memory  of  the  House 
at  two  years  ago  he  raised  the  question 
I  two  or  three  occasions,  and  the  Chan- 
Ilor  of  the  Exchequer  at  last  saw  his 
%y  to  reduce  the  tobacco  tax  by  6d. 
iiring  the  debate  that  took  place  on  that 
casion  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Imitted  that  the  tobacco  tax  was  one 
at  bore  unfairly  on  the  working  classes, 
kd  that  it  was  a  tax  also  open  to  the 
>jection  that  it  was  of  all  taxes,  with 
)68ibly  the  exception  of  the  tax  on  Irish 
nrits,  the  highest  tax  in  proportion  to 
le  cost  of  the  article  taxed.     The  tax  on 
^baoco  was  a  tax  of  300  or  400  per  cent. 
Q  the  cost  of  the  article,  and  that  was 
monstrous  impost.     When  the  fact  was 
ept  in  mind  that  this  article  was  con- 
imed  mainly  by  the  poorer  classes,  it  did 
ppear,  on  that  ground  alone,  that  it  was 
a  unfair  article  to  select  for  a  special 
mergency  war  tax,  because  while  it  was 
D  article    which    was    almost  a  neces- 
ity     to     the     poorer    classes,     it    was 
uced  far  in  excess  of  any  other  article  of 
onsumption      that    could    be     named, 
"herefore,  on  the  general  principle  affect- 
3g  the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom 
ad  all  classes  in  the  United  Kingdom,  he 
bought  the  Chancellor  of.  the  Exchequer 
ras  very  badly  advised  in    deciding  to 
rithdraw  the  concession  which  he  made 
lome  two  years  ago  in  the  case  of  the 
iobacco  tax.     While  he  had  no  intention 
af  discussing  the   financial  relations  of 
Ireland,  he  was  distinctly  entitled  to  point 
»ut  the   special  reasons  from  the   Irish 
oint  of  view  why  the  concession  made  by 
1©  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the 
ibacco    tax  was  a    good  one.     It    was 
oall,  but  so  far  as  it  went,  it  went  to- 
^Jods   undoing  the   injustice    they    had 
oaplained  of  so  often.     The  tobacco  tax 
c3  a  very  curious  history.     It  was  a  very 
1  English  tax,  but  it  was  a  very  modem 
fi»h  tax.     It  was  only  brought  up  to  the 
^SUsh  figure  in  Ireland  in  1842.     There 
»-s  another  fact  in  connection  with  the 
»t;ory    of  the  tobacco    tax  in    Ireland 
^rth  bearing  in  mind.     Up  to  the  year 
^27  Ireland  grew  tobacco  on  a  consider- 
ol©   scale,  and  not    only  was  that  the 


case,     but     up    to     that     year,     while 
the    duty    on     all    foreign     grown    to- 
bacco  was   3s.  6d.   per  lb.,   the  duty  on 
tobacco  grown  in  Ireland  was  onlv  Is.  3d., 
and  consequently  the  Irish  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  growing  tobacco  under  a  pro- 
tection of  2s.  3d.  in  the  pound,  and  it  did 
a  very  profitable  trade.     When  the  Act 
of    1827   was  passed,   withdrawing    this 
protection  from  Ireland,  the  Government 
had  to  buy  up  the  Irish  crop  of  tobacco 
at  a  cost  of  many  thousands  of  pounds. 
In  1896  the  figures  of  the   tobacco  tax 
were  as  follows : — In  England  and  Wales 
the  tax  produced  £8,400,000,  in  Scotland 
£1,100,000,  and  in  Ireland  £1,200,000, 
so  that  of  the  total  tobacco  tax  Ireland 
paid  one-eighth.     They  all  knew  that  the 
total  proportion  of  the  tax  revenue  of  the 
United  Kingdom  piid  by  Ireland  at  that 
time  was  only  one-twelfth — a  vastly  too- 
great  proportion — but  when  they  com- 
pared it  with  the  total  of  one-eighth  pro- 
duced by  the  tobacco  tax  it  was  easy  to* 
see  how  unfairly   that   tax  bore  on  the 
people   of    Ireland.     It  was   one  of  the 
taxes,     also,      which    illustrated     most 
clearly  the  extraordinary  fallacy  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  of  all 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  bench,  who 
argued  against  the  fact  of  the  Irish  people 
having  any  grievance.     An  equal  tax  on 
tobacco,  levied  on  a  country  like  Ireland,, 
afforded     the    most    clear    and     abso- 
lute   answer    to     the     argument    that 
the  tobacco   tax  was   levied  equally  all 
over  the  United  Kingdom.     He  ventured 
to  say  that  the  average  Irish  labourer  did 
not  earn  half  the  wages  of  the  average 
English   labourer,   taking  all  classes  of 
labourers  together,  and  yet  he   had  as 
great  a  passion  for  tobacco  as  the  English 
labourer.     Anyone  had  only  to  work  the 
thing  out  as  an  arithmetical  sum  to  see 
how  enormously  greater  a  proportion  of 
his  yearly  revenue  went  upon  this  practi- 
cal necessity — he  hardly  cared  to  call  it  a. 
luxury.       They    could    easily    see    how 
monstrously  hard  it  was  upon  the  Irish 
labourers  to  have  to  spend  such  a  propor- 
tion of  their  income  on  the  tobacco  tax  as. 
compared  with  the  labourers  or  workmen 
of  this  country.     He  might  say  the  same 
of  the  small  farmers  in  Ireland.     It  was 
perfectly  astonishing  the  amount  of  taxa- 
tion one  of  these  small  farmers  paid  in 
Ireland  through  this  tax.     It   had  been 
said  that  these  men  need  not  consume  so 
much  as  they  do.     The  complete  answer 
to  that  was  this :  If  such  an  argument. 
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was  to  be  accepted  no  tax  need 
press  upon  them,  because  whatever  was 
taxed  they  could  do  without.  It  was 
notorious,  that  the  habits  of  the  people 
were  such  that  tens  of  thousands  of  poor 
men  who  were  utterly  unable,  even  when 
in  work  and  in  good  years,  to  afford  for 
themselves  and  their  families  a  sufficient 
supply  of  decent  food,  would,  still  indulge 
in  their  allowance  of  tobacco.  It  was  the 
duty  of  a  statesman  to  arrange  the  taxes 
of  the  country,  but  he  was  not  entitled 
to  look  into  the  habits  of  the  people  in 
that  critical  way,  and  to  say  that  they 
could  escape  taxation  if  they  would  only 
cease  consuming  so  much  of  the  article. 
It  must  be  admitted  that  no  tax  weighed 
so  heavily  on  the  poorer  classes  of  the  com- 
munity in  the  United  Kingdom,  especially 
in  Ireland,  as  the  tobacco  tax,  and  it  was  for 
that  reason  that  he  objected  to  this  change 
of  policy  on  the  part  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  It  was  said  that  this 
was  a  temporary  increase,  but  he  was 
greatly  afraid,  in  view  of  the  enormous 
pressure  brought  to  bear  on  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  that  when  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  asked 
for  the  withdrawal  of  the  increase,  it 
might  be  many  years  before  they  could 
extract  it  from  him  again.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  last  year  or  the 
year  before,  when  asked  to  reimpose  this 
tax,  said  it  was  undesirable  to  be  con- 
tinually disturbing  the  trade.  It  was  a 
trade  which  took  a  considerable  time  to 
adjust  itself  to  any  alteration  of  taxation 
on  the  raw  material  of  the  manufacturer. 
When  they  altered  the  tea  duty  they  did 
not  affect  the  trade  so  much.  When  they 
made  a  change  like  this  it  could  not  be 
immediately  expressed  in  the  price  of  an 
ounce  of  tobacco  to  the  consumer.  When 
they  made  a  change  of  that  kind  they  dis- 
turbed the  trade.  From  the  point  of 
justice  to  the  working  classes  of  this 
country,  and  to  the  Irish  people,  looking 
to  their  special  financial  grievance,  it  was 
peculiarly  unfortunate  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  decided  to  in- 
crease the  tobacco  tax.  His  attitude  re- 
garding the  war  had  been  fully  expressed 
already.  It  was,  of  course,  a  great 
additional  bitterness  to  have  this  tax 
imposed  in  Ireland,  and  to  be  compelled 
to  pay  money  the  people  could  ill  afford 
for  a  war  which  they  condemned  as  cruel 
and  unjust. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  if  once  this  tax  was 
imposed,  it  was  very  doubtful  whether  it 

Mr,  Dillon. 


would  ever  be  removed  again.  The  boo. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Eastbourne,  in  & 
speech  which  he  made  on  an  Amendment 
to  the  Address,  condemned  the  Grovern- 
ment  for  reducing  the  tobacco  tax  two 
years  ago.  When  statements  of  that 
kind  came  from  thick  and  thin  supporters 
of  the  Qovemment,  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
at  any  future  date  to  reduce  the  tax. 
Some  of  the  Jingo  papers  next  morning 
referred  to  the  statement,  and  commended 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  striking 
the  right  note.  He  felt  that  in  makinf 
this  protest  the  Members  from  IreUnd 
were  acting  on  behalf  of  the  poor  people 
of  that  country.  Tea  and  tobacco  were 
commodities  which  were  used  by  nearly 
every  poor  man  in  Ireland,  and  he  thoagbt 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  woukl 
do  a  gracious  act,  which  would  be  hailed 
with  delight  by  the  people  of  Ireland,  if 
he  would  omit  this  clause.  This  tax  of 
fourpence  per  pound  on  tobacco  vouU 
strike   much  harder  on  the   poor  than 


a  sixpenny  tax  on  cigars.  To  a  man 
who  smoked  cigars  he  believed  donUe 
the  tax  would  not  be  so  much  as 
one  penny  on  the  tobacco  of  the  poor 
man.  If  double  were  put  on  cigars  it 
would  please  the  people  of  the  country 
much  better,  and  it  would  show  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  discrimi- 
nating more  between  the  poor  and  the 
rich. 

♦Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.)  said  Uie  in- 
crease of  fourpence  per  pound  on  the  tobacco 
tax  was  likely  to  cause  a  severe  strain  on 
the  Irish  taxpayer.  From  the  Report  for 
the  year  1896-97  he  found  that  the  duty 
paid  by  Ireland  on  tobacco  waa 
£1,227,000.  That  was  an  extraordinaiy 
amount  of  money  for  a  poor  country  like 
Ireland  to  be  compelled  to  contribute- 
not  for  the  price  of  the  article,  but  for 
duty  on  the  article.  The  people  of  Ire- 
land found  that  the  longer  they  con- 
tinued attached  to-  this  vast  £m|Hre,  the 
greater  was  the  amount  of  money  they 
were  compelled  to  pay.  Tobacco,  like 
tea,  was  one  of  the  pleasures  of  the  poor 
people  of  Ireland,  and  they  felt  it  was  a 
great  grievance  to  be  taxed  upon  that 
commodity  for  the  purpose  of  filling  the 
war  chest.  People  would  be  as^d  to 
pay  the  tax  who  did  not  approve  <rf  the 
war.  He  admitted  that  smoking  was  a 
pleasure,  but  it  was  not  so  expensive  a. 
pleasure  as  some  gentlemen  in  thii 
country  indulged  in  when  they  smoked 
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a   Is.    6tl.  cigar,  or  drank  champagne  at 
7h.  (5(1.  a  l>ottle.     Amongst  the  working 
classes  in  Trehmd  a  cigar  was  an  unknown 
enjoyment.       He    considered     therefore 
that    sixpence   per   pound  on   the   duty 
on      cigars      was     altogether      out      of 
proportion      to       the      fourpence      per 
pound    on     common     tobacco.        WhiU) 
they    know     that    their    protest     would 
not  prevent  the  imposition  of  the  duty, 
they  felt  nevertheless  that  it  was  their  (hity 
to  st-and  up  and  make  the  protest.     The 
tobacco  duties  in  Ireland  would  average 
5s.  5d.  per  head  per  annum,  and  when  he 
remembered    that  the    country  w^as  not 
able  to  afford  the  taxation,   he  considered 
that  by  every  fair  mo^ns  and  every  reason- 
able  means — [laughter] — Yes,    he    Siiid 
reasonable   means   when   experts  in   the 
Royal    Commission    had    adjudged    this 
country  the  guilty  party.    They  had  been 
tried  by  their  own  court  and  jury,  and 
now   they  refused   to    give   Ireland   the 
benefit  of  the  verdict.     He  thought  the 
representatives  of   Ireland    were   simply 
doing  their  duty  in  refusing  to  support 
additional  taxation  on  any  enjoyment  of 
the  people  in  order  to  ])ay  for  an  unjust 
war. 


•Mr.  EDWARD  BARRY  (Cork  County, 

S.)  said  smoking  tobacco  was  a  consolation 

to  the    poor  i)eople  of    Ireland,  ])ut    it 

would    not  add  to  their  consolation    to 

remember    that  the    smoke    they    took 

would  contribute  so  much  to  the  cost  of 

a  war  which    they   heartily  condemned. 

For  that    reason    he    associated    himself 

with  the  protest  that  had  Ijclmi  made.     It 

might  be  considered  that  this  was  a  tax 

!  that  the  Irish  people  could  easily  get  rid  of, 

but  it  the  Cliaricellorof  the  Exchequer  knew 

tlie  long  contirnied  habits  of  the  people, 

which  were  not  likely  to  be  altered  on  ac- 

i  count  of  the  t«i.x,  he  would  not  haveincluded 

the  toi)acco  tax  in  his  Budget.  He  was  not 

I  a  smoker  himself,  but  he  could  understand 

1  how  the  poor  people  would  feel  this  tax 

I  most   severely.      The   Chancellor  of  the 

I  Exchequer  had  alrearly  refused  to  alter 

i  his  proposal  with  regard  to  tea,  but  he 

I  would  do  well  if  he  could  make  an  excep- 

,  tion  in  the  case  of  the  tobacco  tax. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  179  ; 
Noes,  29.     (Division  List  No.  83.) 


Acland  Hooil,  Capt.  Sir  A.  F. 
Allison,  Robert  Amlrew 
An'litlale,  Kilwanl  Mervyii 
AruoM,  Alfred 
Atkinson,  lit.  Hon.  John 
Bain  bridge,  Knierson 
l*aird,  John  (leo.  Ahjxander 
Balcarres,  Lonl 
Balfour,  lit.  Hn.  A.  .1.  (Man. 
Danbury,  Fretlerick  Cleorge 
tUrry,KlHnAHSnnth-(  Hunts 
Heac'li,  Kt.lln.SirM.lI.tUr'tol 
Uethell,  (.'onnnandfM' 
Billson,  Alfred 
Blakiston- Houston,  dolin 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bolton,  Tlionias  Dolling 
Bouslield,  William  Ito})ert 
Bowles,Caj»t. H.  F.(Middlesex 
Brodrick,  Jit.  Hon.  St.  John 
Bullard,  Sir  Harry 
Buxton,  Sydney  (.'liarles 
Caldwell,  James 
Cailile,  William  Walter 
Causton,  Kioliard  Knight 
Cavendish,  11.  F.   (N.  Lanes.) 
Cavendish,V.  (-.  W.  (l)er})ysh.) 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  ((Jreenwich) 
Chaml)erlain,  Kt.Hn.J.  (lUrm. 
Chamberlaiu,  J.A.  (Worcester  I 
Chaplin,  lit.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer  | 

Chelsea,  •  Viscount  j 

Coghill,  Douglas  Harry  i 

CoUings,  Kt.  Hon.  Jesse  I 
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Colomh,  Sir  John  Chas.  Heady  ! 
Corbett,  A.  Canioron((llasgow 
Corn  wallis,Fiennes  Stanley  W. 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curzon,  X'iscount 
Dalkeith,  Karl  of 
Dalryniple,  Sir  Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath'm 
l)avies,M.Viiugh}in-(Cardigan 
Denn^',  C(»lonei 
Dewar,  Arthur 
Dickinson,  Kobert  IMmond 
Disraeli,  Coningsby  Kalph 
Doriiigton,  Sir  John  Fdward 
Douglas,  Kt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Dougla-*,  (-harlos  M.  (Lanark 
Fanlell,  Sir  T.  ( Jeorge 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Edw. 
Fergusson,  KtH  n.  Sir  J .  Manc'r) 
Finch,  (leorge  11. 
F'inlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Fitz  Wygrain,  General  Sir  F. 
F'leteherj  Sir  Henry 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
(Jalloway,  William  Johnson 
Garlit,  William 
Gedge,  Sy<lney 
Gibl.s,HnA.G.H.(CityofLond. 
(ioddard,  Daniel  Ford 
CJodson,  Sir  Augustus  Fredk. 
GoMsworthy,  Major-(»eueral 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  FMward 
(iorst,  lit.  Hon.  Sir  J.  Eldon 
( Toschen,  lit  HnG..f.  (St  George's 
(moulding,  Edward  Alfred 
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(irey.  Finest  (West  Ham) 
(ireen,VV'alfordD(Wednesbury 
(iretton,  John 
(jlreville,  Hon.  Ronald 
(irey.  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 
(iul'l,  Sir  Cameron 
(iurdon,  Sir  Wm.  Brampton 
Haldane,  Richard  Burden 
Hamilton.  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  G. 
Hanbury,  lit.  Hon.  R.  W. 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  W. 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Haslett,  Sir  J  amen  Horner 
HajTie,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  Seale- 
Heath,  James 
Hehler,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Hernion-Hodge,  Robert  TJ 
Hoare,  Sir  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Holland,  William  Henry 
Horniman,  Frederick  John 
Hotildsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
J  ebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Johnstone,  Hey  wood  (Sussex) 
Joicey,  Sir  James 
Jones,  W.  (Caniarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHn.SirU 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kennaway,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  H. 
Kimber,  Henry 
Knowles,  Lees 
Lafone,  Alfred 
Lambert,  (ieorge 
Lawrence,SirE.  Durning-(Com 
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Lawson,  «Tohn  (ilrant  (Yorks.) 
Jjawi*on,SirWilfri(l(('uiiib'laini 
Leigh -Bennett,  Henry  Currie    , 
]Jewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swansea  ■ 
liOckwood,  Lt.-(\il.  A.  K. 
lioder,  (lerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,('ol.CliarleNW.(Kvesha!n  , 
L'nji:,Ktllon\Valter(Liverix>ol  ' 
Loper*,  Henry  \'arilo  duller 
Lou«^li.  Thuina'« 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Luwles,  .lohu 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirknian 
Macartney,  W.  (\.  Kllison 
NrArthur,  Charles  (LiverjKKil) 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Martin,  Kiclianl  HitMululi 
Maasey-Mainwaring,  Hn.  W.  F. 
Mendl,  SiKismund  Ferdinand 
Meywey  Tliom|>son,  Sir  H.  M. 
Milward,  Colonel  \'ictor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
More,  Koht.  Jasper( Shropshire 
Morrell,  (ieorge  Herbert 
Morton,  ArthurH.  A.(Deptford 
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Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Mowbray,  Sir  Kol>ert  Gray  C. 
Murray,KtHD.A(iraliani(Bute 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Pease,  Joseph  A.  (Northunib.) 
Penn,  John 

Plunkett,  RtHnHoraceCurzon 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
F^retyman,  Ernest  ( leorge 
Purvis,  Robert 
Quilter,  Sir  Cutlibert 
Itiisch,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Hentoul,  James  Alexander 
Ridley,  Rt.Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie,Rt.  Hon.ChasThomson 
Rol>ertson,  Herl>ert  (Hackney 
Round,  James 

Sanmel,  J.  Stockton-on-Tees) 
Seely,  ( 'harles  Hilton 
Sinclair,  CaptJohn(  Forfarshire 
Smith,  .fames  Parker(I^nark9. 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stephens,  Henry  Charles 
Stewart,SirMarKJ.  M'Taggart 
Talbot,Ri.Hn.J.G.(OxfdUniv 
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Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tollemache,  Henry  James 
Tonilin8uD,Wni.  Edw.  Mumy 
Walton,  .Toseph  (Bamsley) 
Warner  Thomas  C-onrtenayT. 
Wason,  Kngene 
Wel>^t«r,  Sir  Richard  E. 
Welby.Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Taunl. 
Welby,SirChas.  G.E.(Nott».) 
Wentwortli,  Bnice  C.  Vernon- 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hon.JohnLloyd 
Whitinore,  Cliarles  Airmen 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorwt) 
Williams,  Joseph  Powell- (Birm 
Wilson,  J.  \V.  ( Worcefltersh.  N. ) 
Wodehou8e,Kt.  Hn.  E.  R  (Bath 
Wri^htsnn,  Thomas 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Geoni^e 
Wy vill,  Marm  «duke  D'Arcy 
Young,  Commander  (Berk8,£.) 

Tellers  for  the  Aybs- 
Mr.  Anstnither  and  Mr. 
Fisher. 


Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S. ) 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Crean,  Eugene 

Crilly,  Daniel 

(■urriin,  Thomas  B.  (Dom»gal) 

I)al3',  James 

Dillon.  John 

Doogan.  P.  C. 

Field,  William  (Dublin) 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  (.'hristopher 


NOES. 

Gibney,  .lanie^  ; 

Haminond,  John  (Carlow)  ; 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 
llealy,  Maurice  (Cork) 
Jordan,  Jeremiah  | 

Macaleese,  Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr.  M  A(Queen*8C 
MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
M,Dermott,  Patrick 
.\PGhee,  Richard 
Morris,  Samuel 


Pamell,  John  Howard 
Pinkerton,  John 
Power.  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,  Robert  tJohn 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Sullivan,  Donal  •  W^estmeath) 
Wilson,  Fredk.  \V.  (Norfolk) 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien. 


Clause  3. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress  ; 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  {Mr.  IFUliam 
/W/m/m/.)   -Motion,  by  leave,  witlidrawn. 


Ordered,   That  Five  )3e  the  quorum.— 

{Mr.  Anstrulher.) 


XKir  BILL. 


Claus( 


1(1  to. 


Connnittee    report    Progress;    to    sit 
again  to-morrow.  \ 


BOILERS    REGISTRATION 
INSPECTION. 


AND 


Committee  appointed  to  consider  and 
report  on  the  advisability  of  legislation  to 
ensure  the  systematic  and  regular  inspec- 
tion and  certification  of  boilers,  with  the 
object  of  diminishing  the  risk  to  life  and 
property  arising  from  lioiler  e.\:plosion8. 

Ordered,  That  the  Connnittee  have 
power  to  send  for*  persons,  papers,  and 
recoi-ds. 


MERCHANT    SHIPPING    ACTS 
AMENDMENT. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Merchant  Shipping ' 
Acts,  oi-dered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Field,  Mr.  Carew,  and  Mr.  Clancy. 


MERCHANT    SHIPPING    ACTS 
AMKNDMENT  BILL. 

"To  amend  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Acts,"  presented  accordingly,  and  read 
the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Wednesday,  4th  April,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  145.] 


Adjourned  at  twenty  niinuteB 
after  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS. 
Tuesday,  21th  March,  1900. 


ROYAL   ASSENT. 


COMMISSION. 
The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal 
Assent — 

1.  War  Loan. 

2.  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2). 

3.  Census  (Great  Britain). 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


BARKY   RAILWAY   (STEAM    VESSELS) 
BILL   [H.L.]. 

FALKIRK  AND  DISTRICT    WATER 
BILL  [HL.]. 

CLEETHORPES    GAS    BILL    [h.l..] 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  amendments. 

NEW  RUSSIA  COMPANY  BILL  [h.l.]. 
Reported  with  amendments. 

ARMY    AND    NAVY    INVESTMENT 
TRUST    BILL    [h.l.]. 

Reported  with  an  amendment. 

MERSEY   DOCKS    AND    HARBOUR 
BOARD   BILL   [H.L.]. 

GOVERNMENTS  STOCK  AND  OTHER 
SECURITIES  INVESTMENT  COM- 
PANY BILL  [H.L.]. 

Read  3<*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

HAMILTON  BURGH  BILL. 
Brought  from  Commons  ;  read  1®,  and 
referred  to  the  Examiners. 

LEE  CONSERVANCY  BILL. 

Message  from  the  Commons  for  leave 
for  the  Lord  RusseU  of  Killowen  to  attend 
to  be  examined  as  a  witness  before  the 
Select  Committee  of  that  House ;  leave 
given  for  his  Lordship  to  attend  if  he 
think  fit,  and  his  Lordship  consenting 
thereto,  a  message  ordered  to  be  sent  to 
the  Commons  to  acquaint  them  therewith. 

LEITH  BURGH   PROVISIONAL    ORDER 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

Read  3**  (according  to  order),  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 
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MILITARY    LANDS    PROVISIONAL 
ORDER    BILL. 

Read  2**  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 


RETURNS,   REPORTS,  ETC. 


TRADE  REPORTS— ANNUAL  SERIES. 
No.  2391.     Texas. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  (AGRICUL- 
TURAL DEPARTMENT). 

Return  of  prices  of  Irish  agricultural 
produce  for  the  years  1881  to  1899 
inclusive. 

Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

LONDON  GOVERNMENT  ACT,   1899 
(METROPOLITAN  BOROUGHS). 

Orders  in  Council  for  the  establishment 
of  the  Metropolitan  Boroughs  of  Holbom, 
St.  Paucras,  and  Stepney,  and  incorporat- 
ing the  councils  thereof  and  for  other 
purposes  connected  therewith.  Laid 
before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and 
to  be  printed.     (No.  36.) 


PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  BILL  [h.l.]. 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
with  further  amendments.  The  Report 
of  the  amendments  made  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  and  by  the  Standing 
Committee  to  be  received  on  Monday 
next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  39.) 


YOUTHFUL    OFFENDERS    BILL    [h.l.]. 
[Third  Reading.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Reading 
read. 

Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD :  My 
Lords,  in  asking  your  Lordships'  assent 
to  the  Third  Reading  of  this  Bill  I  wish 
to  mention  that  I  have  received  a  great 
many  communications,  nearly  all  of  a 
favourable  character,  with  respect  to  the 
details  of  the  Bill.  This  morning  I 
received  a  communication  from  a  very 
influential  body,  the  Chairmen  and 
Deputy-Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
who  have  been  good  enough  to  consider 
the  measure  and  to  pass  a  resolution  in 
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favour  of  its  provisions.  They,  however,  ;  has  been  already  discussed  ;  but,  as  I 
suggested  an  Amendment,  and,  as  it  will  have  said,  I  have  received  a  great  manr 
doubtless  appear  in  the  press,  I  think  it  communications  in  support  of  the  Bill, 
as  well  to  state  the  reasons  why  I  cannot  and  only  yesterday  I  received  one  which, 
agree  to  the  Amendment  they  propose.  '  with  your  Lordships'  permission,  I  will 
The  effect  of  the  Amendment,  getting ;  read  to  the  House.  It  is  from  the 
rid  of  the  technicality  of  it,  would  \  stipendiary  magistrate  of  Manchester, 
be  that  magistrates  would  have  power,  '  who  has  had  great  experience  in  this 
in  any  case  they  thought  fit,  not  l  matter,  and  who  gives  an  instance  of 
to  impose  a  fine,  but,  in  substitution  exactly  the  class  of  case  with  which  this 
of  a  tine,  to  direct  that  the  youthful !  Bill  will,  I  think,  rightly  deal  He 
offender  should  be  whipped.       As  your  i  says — 

Lordships  are  aware,  the  Bill,  as  at  i  *«  x  sincerely  hope  the  Bill  will  puB.  If 
present  drawn,  only  gives  the  power  of  ,  those  who  oppose  whipping  for  boys  knew  the 
imposing  the  punishment  of  whipping  in  .  impotency  of  magistrates  who,  like  myieU, 
lieu  of  imprisonment,  and  in  cases  where  |  ^^'f?,  "«^  "^""^  mere  chUdren  to  prlwi,  to  ded 

n        ,*^,  ii-^ju^        X        -J      With  namerons  offences  I  thmk  they  woaU 

a  fine  has  been  inflicted  but  not  paid.  |  hesitate  to  oppose  tlie  Bill.  May  I.  at  the  risk 
To  accept  such  an  Amendment  as  the  one  of  wearying  yon,  give  one  instance  ?  Thi» 
proposed  would  be  to  go  beyond  the  in- 1  conrt  deals  with  the  suburbs  of  MancheBtar 
tentions  of  those  who  introduced  the  Bill,    ^^^  Salford.  parts  of  which  consist  of  fum* 

,  ^  .   ,      ,  1    ..         u-  ^4.      rl^u    \  and    market   gardens.      Every    sammer  the 

and  certainly  beyond  its  object.  Ihe  !  f^„ners  and  others  suffer  linncfreds  of  poand* 
only  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  keep  youth-  .  worth  of  damage  from  boys  from  10  to  16  yoimol 
ful  offenders  out  of  prison,  and  to  substi- ;  age,  who  come  out  of  the  town,  pull  down  their 
tute  for  imprisonment  the  minor  punish-  fences  upiw)t  their  turnips  and  potato^  and 
ment  and  iLei-  degradation  of  whipping.  !  &K^tJL'ra?^ha'^^^^^^^^^^^ 
The  desire  of  the  influential  body  to  i  have  no  money  to  pav  fines,  their  parents  will 
whom  I  have  referred  is  to  substitute  i  not  pay  a  fine,  and  they  are  too  young  for 
whipping  for  the  lesser  degradation  of  a  .  Pri«>n.  Extra  wlice  are  drafted  to  protw*  the 
A  T*?!.^  f..«  ;«o*^««r.«   „,7^ff«««^  ^^^A^r.    helda,  and  the  farmer  and  hu  servants  nrnd 

fine.  Take,  for  instance,  an  offence  under  ;  g^^^  -^  watching  them,  but  cannot  piitort 
a  bye-law— a  very  venial  offence  such  as  j  them.  The  BUI  will,  I  feel  sure,  put  a  stop  to 
obstructing  the  highway,  or  pla^ang  a  boy- 1  these  practices. 

ish  game  in  the  highway  and  breaking  a  \  i  have  nothing  more  to  say  with  reference 
window.  The  proposed  Amendment :  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  There  is  an 
would  give  the  magisti-ates  the  power  of  1  Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of  Lord 
over-riding  the  intention  of  the  Legisla- :  Monkswell,  and  if  the  noble  Loid  will 
ture,  and  of  substituting  whipping  for  ,  ^ove  his  Amendment  after  the  Third 
an  offence  which  the  Legislature  in-  ;  Reading  I  will  state  the  view  we  take 
tended  should  be  met  by  a  fine.  ;  ^ith  regard  to  it. 
That  will  not  result  in  keeping  a  child  ; 

out  of  prison.  I  do  not  wish  to  call  into  >  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
existence  the  somewhat  irate  magistrate  ;  the  third  time."— (Z^rr/ /am<?5  o/jycr^/tarf.) 
to  whom  the  nol)le  Earl  opposite  referred, 

who  would  impose  a  severe  penalty  out  of ;  The  Earl  of  KLMBERLEY  :  I 
prejudice,  but  I  do  conceive  that  there  .  entirely  concur  with  the  objection  which 
will  be  magistnites  who  will  say,  "  We  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  has  raised  to 
will  take  this  matter  into  our  own  ■  the  proposed  Amendment,  which  seems  to 
hands,  and,  instead  of  imposing  a  fine  .  me  to  be  outside  the  scope  of  the  BiD. 
of  one  shilling  or  two  shillings  as  the  |  As  my  noble  friend  has  repeatedly 
case  may  be,  we  will,  without  giving  i  explained,  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
the  offender  a  chance  of  paying  a  j  prevent  the  sending  of  children  to  prison 
fine,  impose  the  punishment  of  whip- 1  j^y  substituting  the  punishment  of 
ping."  That  would  be  goinff  beyond ;  whipping  ;  and  it  would  be  going 
the  object  of  the  Bill,  and  I  think  it  would  i  altogether  })eyond  the  intentions  of  the 
result  in  the  Bill  being  regarded  as  so  .  giU  to  substitute  whipping  for  fines  in 
harsh  that  its  passing  would  be  im- 1  ^ases  where  children  were  not  liable, 
perilled.  I  have  also  consulted  the  Home  I  under  the  existing  law,  to  be  sent  to 
Office,  who  advise  that  it  would  not  be  '  prison.  The  Amendment  would,  for  that 
well  to  accept  this  Amendment.  I  am  .  reason,  be  very  objectionable,  and  I  am 
not,  of  course,  going  to  refer  to  the  |  gja^  the  noble  and  learned  I^rd  does  not 
general  subject  of  the  Bill,  as  that  matter  !  accept  it. 

Lord  James  of  Hereford. 
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The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Viscount 
Cross)  :  My  Lords,  I  think,  as  Chairman 
of  the  Association  of  Chairmen  and 
i>eputy-Chainnen  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
that  there  is  a  good  deal  to  be  said  in 
favour  of  what  has  fallen  from  my  noble 
and  learned  friend  against  the  proposed 
Amendment ;  indeed,  I  believe  that  if  the 
question  had  been  thoroughly  argued  out 
at  the  meeting  of  the  Association  the 
Amendment  would  not  have  been  pressed. 
I  might,  however,  say,  on  behalf  of  the 
Association,  that  according  to  the  Bill 
magistrates  may  whip  instead  of  com- 
mitting to  prison  for  the  non-payment 
«f  a  fine ;  therefore,  the  Amendment  does 
not  seem  to  go  very  much  further  than 
die  Bill.  The  Association  is  composed  of 
persons  who  have  been  for  a  series  of 
years  engaged  in  the  administration  of 
the  criminal  law,  and  their  absolutely 
imanimous  opinion,  after  considerable 
€K8CU88ion  on  the  whole  matter,  was  that 
it  would  be  of  the  greatest  possible 
advantage,  not  only  to  the  community, 
but  to  youthful  offenders  themselves,  that 
the  latter  should  not  be  sent  to  prison  if 
whijqping  would  suffice. 

♦Lord  NORTON  :  My  Lords,  it  does 
seem  strange  to  me  that  we  should  find 
angr  difficulty  whatever  in  making  use  of 
die  very  ordinary  and  suitable  punish- 
ment of  whiraing  for  youthful  offenders. 
I  am  perfectly  astonished  at  the  objec- 
tions which  have  been  raised  to  it,  and  I 
4diould  be  very  sorry  if  what  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  said  the  other  day  should 
haye  any  weight  in  the  country  and  lead 
the  class  on  whose  behalf  he  spoke  to 
think  that  there  was  any  degradation  in 
«uch  a  punishment.  They  should  be 
made  to  feel  that  the  degradation  lies  in 
taming  their  children  out  into  the  streets 
to  earn  their  livelihood  by  thieving,  and 
lin  that  way  making  castigation  necessary. 
That  constitutes  the  degradation,  not  the 
ponishment.;  and  I  think  the  noble  Lord's 
xemarks  upon  the  subject,  so  far  as  they 
will  have  any  influence  in  the  country, 
will  be  most  injurioits.  1  do  not  think 
anyone  can  doubt  the  efficacy  of  the 
ponishment  of  whipping,  and  the  suit- 
Ability  of  it  in  the  ease  of  young  children. 
When  noble  Lords  speak  of  the  degra- 
•dation  of  whipping  they  remind  me  of  a 
jemark  which  Lord  Beaconsfield  made  in 
this  House  when  we  were  discussing  the 
4ibolition  of  floggifng  in  the  Army,     He 


**  Tlie  objections  made  to  this  punishment, 
that  punishment,  and  every  punishment 
amount  to  this,  that  crime  has  gradually 
vindicated  its  own  impunity." 

I  hope  that  feeling  will  not  have  any 
weight  with  your  Lordships,  and  that 
you  will  not  stand  in  the  way  of  this  Bill 
passing  as  it  is.  We  all  agree  that  young 
children  should  not  be  sent  to  prison,  and 
if  it  is  not  possible  to  inflict  the  punish- 
ment of  whipping,  what  other  alternative 
is  there?  Whipping  is  the  simplest, 
shortest,  and,  as  we  know  by  experience, 
the  most  efiective  punishment  in  suitable 
cases,  and  I  fail  to  see  that  there  is  any 
degradation  in  whipping  children  guilty 
of  the  offences  for  which  it  is  here  intended. 
In  fact,  the  punishment  of  whipping 
has  really  become  the  sole  remaining 
privileges  of  the  aristocracy.  I  am  glad 
that  the  suggested  Amendment  finds  no 
favour  with  your  Lordships.  There  is  no 
other  punishment  for  boys  who  commit 
offences  for  which  they  are  now  liable  to 
be  sent  to  prison.  We  have,  therefore, 
only  to  choose,  if  we  object  to  sending 
them  to  prison,  between  the  punishment 
of  whipping  and  impunity,  and  I  do  not 
think  anyone  will  say  that  the  punish- 
ment of  whipping  is  so  unsuitable  that  it 
would  be  better  that  such  child  should  go 
unpunished. 

On  Question  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  3**, 
accordingly. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  :  My  Lords,  I 
moved  in  the  Standing  Committee  a  new 
clause  at  the  end  of  Clause  7,  with  the 
object  of  correcting  what  seems  to  be  an 
obvious  and  iniquitous  blunder  in  the 
Industrial  Schools  Act  Amendment  Act, 
1894.  That  Act  gives  the  managers  of 
industrial  schools  powers,  which  they 
are  bound  to  exercise,  of  supervision  over 
children  from  the  ages  of  16  to  18  after 
the  term  of  detention  has  expired.  In 
order  that  the  managers  may  have  a 
greater  power  over  the  child  they  are 
allowed,  under  certain  conditions,  if 
they  consider  it  for  the  benefit  of 
the  child,  to  recall  it  to  the  school 
for  a  period  of  not  more  than  three 
months,  the  period  of  detention  having 
already  expired.  This  clause  is  drafted 
in  such  an  extraordinary  way  as  to  only 
give  the  power  of  recall  to  managers  when 
the  children  happen  to  be  out  on  licence. 
If  a  child  is  working  on  its  own  account, 
whether  a  boy  or  a  girl,  that  child  is  not 
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liable  to  be  recalled.  No  doubt,  in  a 
roundabout  way  the  child  might  be 
recalled,  for  if  you  find  a  child  wandering 
about  you  could  always  go  to  some  person 
and  ask  him  to  accept  a  licence  formally, 
and  having  gone  through  that  process  you 
could,  in  the  course  of  time,  recall  the 
child  to  the  school.  I  know  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  is  very 
sympathetic  in  regard  to  this  Amendment, 
and  when  I  stated  the  case  to  the  Standing 
Committee  as  I  have  stated  it  to  your 
Lordships  there  was  not  a  dissentient 
voice  as  to  the  desirability  and  even 
the  necessity  of  altering  the  law  in  the 
direction  I  have  indicated.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  to(jk  objection  to  my 
Amendment  on  two  gi'ounds  :  first,  that  it 
was  not  germane  to  the  Bill,  as  industrial 
school  children  were  not,  technically 
speaking,  youthful  offenders.  I  will  not 
argue  that  point,  but  this  Bill  does  make 
certain  amendments  in  the  principal  Act 
of  1866  which  are  absolutely  on  all  fours 
with  the  proposal  I  have  to  sul)mit.  The 
proposal  in  Clause  5  of  this  Bill  is  that 
certain  children  who  aie  not  liable  to  be 
committed  to  an  industrial  school  shall 
be  liable  in  future  to  be  so  committed. 

Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD:  You 
are  referring  to  Clause  6. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  :  No,  I  am  re- 
ferring to  Clause  5,  which  is  us  follows — 

"  A  Court  of  Assize  or  (Quarter  Seswioiia  may 
exerci«o  the  like  iK)wer  of  coininittiiig  a  child 
to  an  industrial  school  as  may  he  exercised 
by  two  iu-tices  under  Section  15  of  the 
Industrial  Schools  Act,  ISCki,  and  the  provisions 
of  that  Act  shall  Ihj  construed  acconlingly." 

Clause  6,  no  doubt,  also  dciUs  with  matters 
connected  with  reformatories  and  indus- 
trial schools.  I  do  not  propose  to  inter- 
fere in  any  way  with  the  internal 
management  of  industrial  schools.  All 
my  clause  proposes  is  to  make  children 
licable  to  be  recalled  to  the  school  who  are 
not  now  liable  tc»  be  recalled.  It  has 
been  suggested  that  the  clause  in  the  Act 
of  1894  was  carefully  considered  at  the 
time,  and  was  not  a  blunder;  but  let 
us  considei-  what  may  happen  under 
the  clause  as  it  at  present  stands. 
I  admit  that  on  this  point  my  reading  of 
the  law  is  difi'eront  from  that  of  the  noble 
and  learned  liord,  and  I  daresay  it  is  not 
the  reading  of  the  law  which  will  commend 
itself  to  this  1  louse,  but,  at  all  events,  1 
will  submit  my  argument.      I  say  that, 

Lord  MonksweU. 


under  this  clause  of  the  Act  of  1894,  if  a 
:irl  is  licensed  out — and  the  license  mast 
to  some  person,  and  not  to  a  particular 
employment — ^and  if  the  mistress  of  that 
girl  dies,  there  is,  at  all  events,  very  great 
doubt  whether  she  can  be  recalled  to  d^ 
school  without  undergoing  the  cumber 
some  process  to  whicn  I  have  alluded, 
and  if  it  is  necessary  to  recall  a  gill 
at  all  it  would  be  in  such  a  case  aa 
that.  It  is  monstrous  and  intolerable 
that  where  a  child  is  particularly  liable 
to  be  led  astray,  having  no  one  to  look 
after  her,  the  power  of  recall  vested  in 
the  managers  should  cease.  I  believe 
the  only  o})jection  to  my  Amendment 
is  that  it  may  lead  to  further  Amend- 
ments and  may  wreck  the  Bill  when 
it  gets  to  another  place ;  but  I  shoald 
have  thought  that  it  would  be  dear 
that  the  object  of  my  Amendmem 
was  to  correct  what  was  an  abaolnte 
blunder  in  the  Act  of  1 894,  and  that  it 
could  not  le^ui  to  any  Amendments  which 
would  deal  with  the  internal  management 
of  industrial  schools.  It  would  appear 
to  me  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
though  he  accepted  my  Amendment,  would 
be  perfectly  justified  in  refusing  to  accept 
any  Amendment  which  would  deal  with 
the  internal  management  of  industrial 
schools.  I  will  not  press  my  Amendment 
if  the  noble  Lord  will  give  me,  as  I  believe 
he  will,  an  undertaking  that  the  matter 
I  shall  }»e  very  carefully  considered  when 
the  Bill  goes  down  to  another  place. 

Amendment  moved — 

I  "In  i)a^e  4,  at  the  end  of  Clause  7,  to  inaert^ 
as  a  now  clause,  '  The  jiower  of  recalling  a 
:  child  to  an  induAtrial  school  while  under  the 
'  supervision  of  the  nianajrers  conferreil  bv  tli» 
;  rndustrial  Schools  Act  Amendment  Act,  1894» 
I  shall  be  exerciseable  in  respect  of  e\'ery  aiieh 
I  child,  whether  licenced  to  employment  or 
,  not.'  ''—{Lord  MonkswclL) 

'      Lord  JAMES   of  HEREFORD :  My 

I  noble   fiiend,  I   am   sure,  has   convinoed 

I  your    Lordships     that    this    is    a    veiy 

i  technical  point,  and,  as  he  says,  there  is 

i  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  construe- 

;  tion  of  the  Act  of  1S94.     Personally,  I 

think  that  the  l)lot  which  he  says  exists 

in    the    Act    of     1S94    does   not   exist, 

and  that   there   is   this  power  to  recall 

a    child     if     the     licence    passes    away 

!  from   circumstances   such   as    the   death 

I  of    the     person     to     whom     the     child 

has  been  entrusted.     No  doubt  the  object 

1  of  my  noble  friend  is  a  very  good  one — 
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■anely,  to  continue  some  control  over  the 
child ;  but  I  have  considered  this  matter 
ftnd  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  his 
Ajnendment  does  deal  with  the  manage- 
Qtent  of  the  child  after  it  has  entered  the 
ichool.  Therefore,  I  fear  that  if  we 
illowed  this  Amendment  it  would  be  an 
idmission  that  that  subject  could  be 
lealt  upon  in  another  place,  and  it  would 
t>e  sought,  under  the  cloak  of  this  Amend- 
ment, to  reopen  the  question  of  indus- 
trial schools.  I  am  sure  that  such  a 
Dourse  would  hinder  and  endanger  the 
progress  of  the  Bill.  I  am  able  to  give 
By  noble  friend  the  assurance,  which  I 
hope  will  satisfy  him,  that  the  Bill  will  be 
in  charge  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  I  am  also  in  a  position  to 
inform  him  that  the  question  will  be  con- 
•idered  without  starting  with  any  hostile 
feeling  towards  the  Amendment,  and  that 
if  effect  can  be  given  to  his  object  with- 
ont  interfering  in  any  way  with  the  Bill's 
nrospects  of  success  that  will  be  done.  I 
hope  the  limited  assurance  I  have  given 
my  noble  friend  will  be  accepted  by  him. 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House, 
withdrawn. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

MILITIA    AND    MILITIA  RESERVE 
STATISTICS. 

Lord  RAGLAN  :  My  Lords,  I  heg  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  how  many 
Militia  there  are  i  n  the  United  Kingdom 
«t  the  present  time,  how  many  of  these 
are  Militia  Reserve  belonging  to  regiments 
that  have  a  battalion  or  battalions  in 
South  Africa,  and  how  many  are  recruits 
who  have  not  served  a  training.  My 
object  in  asking  the  second  question 
ia  that  Militia  Reserve  men  are  practically 
ear-marked  for  South  Africa.  They  will, 
in  all  probability,  go  out  in  a  short  space 
of  time,  and  will,  therefore,  sooner  or 
later,  cease  to  be  available  for  home 
defence. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) :  My 
Lords,  the  number  of  Militia  in  the  United 
Kingdom  at  the  present  time  is  altogether 
82,560 ;  that  nimiber  includes  the  per- 
manent staff  and  officers.  Of  that  number 
11,320  are  men  belondng  to  the  Militia 
Kc^erve  of  regiments  having  a  battalion 
or    battalions    in    South    Africa.       The 


number  of  men  included  in  the  grand 
total  who  have  not  served  a  training  is 
16,524,  but  although  these  men  have  not 
gone  through  a  training  in  the  usual  sense 
of  the  word  it  would  be  hardly  fair  to 
describe  them  as  untrained  men,  because 
a  great  number  of  them  belong  to  Militia 
battalions  which  have  for  some  time  past 
been  embodied  at  home,  and  it  is  obvious 
that  the  men  of  a  battalion  which  has 
been  for  some  weeks  or  months  embodied 
have  undergone  a  very  considerable 
amount  of  training.  It  may  interest  the 
noble  Lord  to  know  that  of  the  39  Militia 
battalions  embodied  at  home  at  this 
moment  22  have  now  been  embodied  for 
three  months,  13  for  two  months,  and  4 
for  one  month,  and  the  whole  of  the  men 
belonging  to  those  39  battalions  may 
fairly  be  considered  to  have  undergone  a 
considerable  amount  of  military  training. 

Lord  RAGLAN:  Will  the  noble 
Marquess  state  whether  recruiting  for  the 
Militia  is  proceeding  satisfactorily  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE : 
I  have  no  very  recent  information,  but 
my  information,  such  as  it  is,  goes  to 
show  that  the  recruiting  for  the  Militia 
is  proceeding  fairly  well. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 
First  Report  from   the   Select    Com- 
mittee considered   (according  to  order), 
and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  of  the 
clock,  to  Thursday  next,  half- 
^mst  Ten  of  the  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Tuesday^  27th  March,  1900. 


PRIVATE   BILL    BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  [LORDS]  (STANDING 
ORDERS  NOT  PREVIOUSLY  IN- 
QUIRED  INTO  COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Re- 
port from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 
tions for  Private  Bills,  that,  in  the  case 
of  the  follo\^'ing  Bills,  originating  in  the 
Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First  Reading 
thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not  pre- 
viously  inquired  into,   and    which    are 
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applicable  thereto,  have    been   complied 
with,  viz.  : — 

Donegal  Railway  Bill  [Lords]. 
Lancashire  Inebriates  Acts  Board  Bill 

[Lords]. 
Otley  Urban  District  Council  Water 

Bill  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  that  the  Bills  be  read  a 
second  time. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (PETITION  FOR 
ADDITIONAL  PROVISION)  (STAND- 
ING ORDERS  NOT  COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Re- 
port from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 
tions for  Private  Bills,  that,  in  the  case  of 
the  Petition  for  additional  Pro^a8ion  in 
the  following  Bill,  the  Standing  Orders 
have  not  been  complied  with,  viz. : — 

METROPOLITAN   DISTRICT   RAILWAY 
BILL 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  be  referred 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders. 

CITY  AND  SOUTH  LONDON  RAILWAY 
BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed.  [New 
Title.] 

GRANTHAM  GAS  BILL. 
REDHILL  GAS  BILL. 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

HARTLEPOOL  GAS  AND  WATER  BILL. 
WETHERBY  DISTRICT  WATER  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 

SOUTHPORT  EXTENSION  AND 
TRAMWAYS  BILL  [By  Order]. 

Order  for  consideration  of  Bill,  as 
amended,  read. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.):  It  is 
not  my  desire  to  press  my  opposition  to 
progress  being  made  with  this  and  the 
Stockport  Bill.  My  object  in  putting 
down  notice  of  opposition  was  simply  to 
induce  the  promoters  to  insert  the  model 
clause  which  I  hope  will  be  put  in  all 
these  Bills  in  the  future,  and  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  they  have  agreed  to  do  so  at  a 
later  stage. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

STOCKPORT    CORPORATION    TRAM- 
WAYS BILL  (BY  ORDER). 

As  amended,  considered;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 


LONDON  UNITED  TRAMWAYS 
BILL  (BY  ORDER). 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  ooft- 
mitted. 

Mr.  LOUGH  :  The  Instrucstion  wWch 
I  have  placed  on  the  Paper  is  similar  to 
that  which  has  already  been  accepted  by 
the  House  with  regard  to  other  BuIb  of  a 
like  character.  I  think  it  is  more  impor- 
tant than  usual  in  the  case  of  this  KU, 
the  object  of  which  is  to  construct  tram- 
ways in  various  London  suburbs.  The 
promoters  state  that  they  have  no  obje^ 
tion,  and  I  therefore  hope  the  House  wilL 
imanimously  carry  my  Instruction. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  instruction  to 
the  Committee  on  the  London  United 
Tramways  Bill,  to  consider  whether  it  i& 
desirable  to  introduce  into  the  Bill  pro* 
visions  to  secure  cheap  fares  for  the 
labouring  classes,  and  whether  amend- 
ments should  be  made  in  the  clauses  witk 
this  object  in  the  original  Acts  (rf  the 
company  in  respect  to  the  number  of  cm 
run,  the  hours  at  which  the  cars  are  run, 
the  maximum  and  minimum  fares 
charged,  and  whether  penalties  should  be 
inserted  to  secure  the  objects  of  the 
clauses. — (Mr,  Lough,) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDERS  (No.    2). 

Bill  to  confirm  two  Provisional  Orden 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  fa- 
Ireland  relating  to  the  to^Tis  of  Fethard 
and  Skibbereen,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  and 
Mr.  Gerald  Balfour. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.   I). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  ProviraoDal 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
relating  to  Accrington,  Chipping  Norton, 
Gosport  and  Alverstoke,  Kingswinford 
(Rural),  Newport  Pagnell,  and  Wirrd 
(Rural),  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell  and  Mr.  Chaplin. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

**  To  confirm  two  Provisional  Orders  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland 
relating  to  the  towns  cf  Fethard  and 
Skibbereen,"  presented,  and  read  the 
first  time;  to  be  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers of  Petitions  for  Private  Kllfl» 
and  to  be  printed.    [BOX  UT.] 


429  PetiHans.  {27  March  1900}  PetUions,  430 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT   PROVISIONAL         LICENSING    ACTS    AMENDMENT 
ORDERS  (NO.  1)  BILL.  ,  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

"To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders        Petition   from  Edinburgh  and  Leith, 
of  the  Local  Gk)vemment  Board  relating  '  against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
to  Accrington,  Chipping  Norton,  Gosport,  j        ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^^   ^^^^ 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Kinlet ;  and 
Highley  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

OCCUPYING    TENANTS*    ENFRAN- 
CHISEMENT   BILL. 

Petition  from  Glasgow, '  against  ex- 
tension to  Scotland ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


and  Alverstoke,  Kineswinford  (Rural), 
Newport  PagneU,  and  Wirrall  (Rural)," 
presented,  and  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be 
referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
148.] 
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Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners. 

The  House  went,  and  being  returned, 

Mr.    Speaker    reported    the    Royal 
Assent  to : — 

1.  War  Loan  Act,  1900. 

2.  Consolidated    Fund    (No.   2)    Act, 
1900. 

3.  Census  (Great  Britain)  Act,  1900. 


PETITIONS, 


i 


BOROUGH  FUNDS  BILL. 
Petition  from  Glasgow,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

COAL    MINES    REGULATION    ACTS 
AMENDMENT    BILL. 

Petition  of  the  Mining  Association  of 
Oreat  Britain,  against;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

DISTRESS  ABOLITION  AND  SUBSTITU- 
TION BILL. 

Petition  from  Glasgow,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
BILL. 

Petition  from  Glasgow,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

LANDS  VALUATION  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
(1864)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Petition  from  Glasgow,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

LAND  VALUES  TAXATION  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

Petition  from  Glasgow,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


INTOXICATING     LIQUORS 
CHILDREN    BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Sheffield; 
Newcastle  on  Tyne ;  Hartlepool  (two^ ; 
Hazelrigg  ;  Preston  ;  Padgate  (two) ; 
Pendlebury  ;  and  Glasgow  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

SALE     OF     INTOXICATING     LIQUORS 
TO  CHILDREN  (No.  2)   BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Sheffield 
(fourteen) ;  and  Exeter ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

SALE     OF     INTOXICATING     LIQUORS 
ON  SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Sussex ;  and 
York  (two) ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 
TO    CHILDREN    (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Two  Petitions  from  Clydebank,  in 
favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO 
CHILDREN  BILL  AND  SUNDAY  CLOS- 
ING (MONxMOUTHSHIRE)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Bolton  (Lane),  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUNDAY  CLOSING  (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  York  (two) ; 
and  Pendlebury  (two) ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

TOWN  COUNCILS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Kilmarnock,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

WORKMEN'S       COMPENSATION      ACT 
(1897)  AMENDMENT  (No.  3)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Glasgow,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

WORKMEN'S  HOUSES  TENURE  BILL. 

Petition  from  Glasgow,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 
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RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 


ARMY  (SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATES 
1899-1900). 

Paper  [presented  26th  March]  to  be 
printed.     |*No.  110.] 

LONDON  GOVERNMENT  ACT,  1899 
(METROPOLITAN  BOROUGHS). 

Copy  presented, — of  Drafts  of  Orders 
in  Council  for  the  establishment  of  the 
Metropolitan  Boroughs  of  Holborn,  St. 
Pancras,  and  Stepney,  and  incorporating 
the  Councils  thereof,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses connected  therewith  [by  Act] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  111.] 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 
Copy  presented,  —  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  No. 
2391  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  A.). 
Sir  William  Houldsworth  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Group  A  of  PriTate 
Bills,  That  Colonel  BlundelC  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  said  Committee,  was  not 
present  during  the  sitting  of  the  Com- 
mittee this  day. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

STANDING  COMMITTEES. 
Ordered,  That  all  Standing  Committee! 
have  leave  to  print,  and  circulate  with 
the  Votes,  the  Minutes  of  their  Pro- 
ceedings and  any  amended  Clauses  of 
^  Bills  conmiitted  to  them. — {Mr.  Lawtm 
Hardy,) 

WIDNES  AND  RUNCORN  BRIDGE 
BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments;  Beport 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


STANDING  ORDERS. 
Resolution  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee ;  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Great 
Indian  Peninsula  Railway  Company, 
Petition  for  leave  to  deposit  a  Petition 
for  Bill,  the  Standing  Orders  ought  to  be 
dispensed  with : — That  the  parties  be 
rmitted  to  deposit  their  Petition  for  a 
!ill." 


QUESTIONS. 


Resolution  agreed  to. 


INEBRIATES       AMENDMENT       (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  U9.J 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 
Mr.  Halsey  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection,  That  they  had  dis- 
charged the  following  Members  from  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Trade  (including 
Agriculture  and  Fishing),  Shipping,  and 
Manufactures  :  —  Sir  William  Houlds- 
worth, Sir  John  Colomb,  Lord  Willoughby 
de  Eresby,  and  Mr.  Baird ;  and  had  ap- 
pointed in  substitution :  Mr.  J.  W. 
Wilson  (Worcestershire,  North),  Captain 
Pretyman,  Sir  Charles  Welby,  and  Lord 
Dalkeith. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


SOUTH    AFRICAN  WAR— TREATMENT 
OF  WOUNDED  SOLDIERS. 

Sir  JOHN  DORINGTON  (Gloucerter- 
shire,  Tewkesbury):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  who  is 
responsible  for  sending,  on  5th  January 
last,  nine  men  of  the  Gloucester  Regi- 
ment, recovering  from  wounds,  frwn 
Netley  Hospital  to  Aldershot  without 
any  notice  to  any  officer  there  that  the 
men  were  coming ;  also,  for  directing  the 
men  on  arrival  to  report  themselves  to 
the  2nd  Battalion  Gloucester  Regiment, 
which  had  gone  to  South  Africa  some 
time  previously,  so  that  on  their  arrival 
in  the  evening,  there  were  no  quartors, 
bedding,  or  ratioijs  for  them  until  they 
found  accommodation  with  the  4th  West 
York  Regiment,  with  whom  were  some 
details  left  behind  by  the  Gloucester 
Regiment,  and  who  shared  their  food  and 
bedding  with  them  ;  will  he  explain  why 
these  men  who  were  recommended  by 
the  hospital  authorities  to  have  two 
months  furlough  to  recover  their  health 
were,  after  a  few  days  spent  at  Aldershot, 
sent  in  the  clothes  which  they  had  worn 
on  their  journey  from  Africa,  plus  some 
civilian  coats  given  them  at  Netley,  to 
the  Militia  battalion  of  their  regiment 
stationed  at  Athlone,  where  they  were 
re-clothed  and  then  allowed  at  their  own 
expense  to  return   to   England   on  fur. 
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loueh;  and  whether  some  other  system 
could  be  concerted  between  the  hospital 
authorities  and  the  uiilicary  authorities 
for  the  treatment  of  convalescents  from 
South  Africa  on  discharge  from  hospital 
than  was  adopted  in  this  case. 

♦The  under  SECRETARY ofSTATE 
FOR  WAR  (Mr.  Wyndham,  Dover):  Some 
difficulty  has  occurred  in  the  investiga- 
tion of  this  case  because  many  of  the 
persons  concerned  have  gone  to  South 
Africa.  Due  notice  was  sent  from  Netley 
of  the  arrival  of  these  men,  but  the  notice 
appears  not  to  have  been  received  at 
Aklershot.  The  detachment  of  the  2nd 
Battalion  Gloucestershire  Regiment  left 
at  Aldershot  was  attached  to  the  2nd 
Battalion  West  Yorkshire  Regiment,  and 
it  was  therefore  quite  proper  that  the 
2nd  Battalion  West  Yorkshire  Regiment 
should  provide  accommodation  for  the 
men  coming  from  Netley.  The  officer 
commanding  the  detachment  of  the  2nd 
Gloucestershire  Regiment  acted  wrongly 
in  sending  these  men  to  Athlone.  He  is 
an  officer  called  up  for  duty  from  the 
Militia,  and  therefore  inexperionccii ;  but 
he  will  be  reprimanded.  A  change  of 
system  is  about  to  be  introduced  by 
which  men  will  be  sent  on  sick  furlough 
direct  from  hospital  to  their  homes  at 
Government  expense  instead  of  being 
sent  to  their  regiments.  This  concession 
will,  at  some  expense  to  Government, 
simplify  the  arrangements  for  sick  fur- 
loughs ;  but  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  that  the  system  at  present 
in  force  would  have  sufficiently  provided 
for  the  case  of  these  men,  if  all  concerned 
had  acted  with  due  zeal  and  discretion. 

♦In  reply  to  a  further  question,  Mr. 
Wyndham  said  such  an  event  was  not 
likely  to  occur  again. 


SIEGE  OF  KIMBERLEY— MR.   RHODES 
AND  COLONEL  KEKEWICH. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  (Donegal, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  ^ 
State  for  War  whether,  on  the  10th 
February,  1900,  Major  O'Meara,  military 
censor,  during  the  siege  of  Kimberley, 
sent  a  letter  to  the  editor  of  the 
Diamond  Fields  Advertiser,  a  paper  under 
the  control  of  Mr.  Rhodes,  apprising  the 
editor  that  he  had  on  two  occasions 
printed  articles  on  the  military  situation 
injurious  to  the  interest  of  the  Army  and 
defence  of  the  town,  and  had  committed 


serious  oflTences  dealt  with  by  the  Army 
Act,  and  infonning  the  editor  that  proofs 
of  the  Diamond  Fields  Advertiser  must  l)e 
submitted  to  the  censor  before  publica- 
tion ;  whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  this  letter,  the  publication  of 
the  Diamond  Fields  Advertiser  was  sus- 
pended ;  whether,  after  the  raising  of  the 
siege  of  Kimberley,  Mr.  Rhodes,  in  the 
presence  of  General  French  and  of  Colonel 
Kekewich,  took  on  himself  the  responsi- 
bility of  these  articles,  and  oixlered 
Colonel  Kekewich  out  of  his  house  when 
this  interview  took  place ;  and  what 
notice,  if  any,  is  it  intended  to  take  of 
this  matter. 

Mr.  wyndham  :  No  official  informa- 
tion  of  the  matters  referred  to  in  the 
question  has  reached  the  War  Office.  If 
any  action  is  necessary  in  the  matter,  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  no  doubt  that 
Lord  Roberts  will  take  it. 

Mr.  SWaFT  MacNEILL  :  Will  an  in- 
quiry  be  made  into  these  allegations  1 

Mr  wyndham  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  the  fullest  confidence  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  Lord  Roberts,  and  does  not 
think  it  necessary  that  his  action  should 
be  constantly  aided  by  suggestions  from 
home. 

MAGERSFONTEIN  ENGAGEMENT  — 
LORD  METHUEN  AND  GENERAL 
WAUCHOPE. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  authorities  at  the  War  Office 
will  ask  Lord  Methuen  whether  the  late 
Major  General  Wauchope  expressed  his 
concurrence  in  the  likelihood  of  success  in 
the  contemplated  operations  of  the  battle 
of  Magersfontein,  or  expressed  his  diver- 
gence in  view  from  Lord  Methuen  with 
reference  to  the  wisdom  of  these 
operations. 

Mr.  wyndham  :  No,  Sir.  It  would 
be  entirely  contrary  to  military  custom 
and  discipline  to  ask  a  general  in  com- 
mand of  a  force  whether  his  plan  of  opera- 
tions was  concurred  in  by  his  subordinate 
officer. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  Is  not  the 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  a  statement 
was  openly  made  that  General  Wauchope 
disapproved  of  the  plans,  and  that  his 
dying  words  were  that  he  was  not  to 
blame  1 

[No  answer  was  given.] 
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COMFORTS  FOR  THE  TROOPS. 
MR.NEWDIGATE(Warwick8hire,Nun. 
eaton):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware  that 
many  of  the  troops  serving  in  Natal  have 
not  yet  received  comforts  sent  them  from 
this  country  months  ago,  and  what  is  the 
reason  of  the  delay ;    and  whether  he  is 
aware  that  members  of  the  Naval  Brigade 
serving  on  H.M.S.  "Terrible,"  which  has 
recently  been  transferred  from  Natal  to 
the   Chinese    station,   have    hitherto  re- 
ceived none  of   the  comforts  sent  them  j 
from  home,  and  whether  he  will  take  steps  | 
to  have  these  comforts  forwarded  on  to  | 

them.  i 

1 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :    I  must  refer  my  1 
hon.  friend  to    my  reply  to  a  question  1 
put  by  the  Member  for  Stoke-upon-Trent  • 
on  the    16th   inst.*     I   have   received  a 
letter  from   Mr.  Gatliff,  in  which  he  in- 
forms  me   that    he    has    been    actively 
engaged    in    expediting   this    matter   in 
Natal 


WARM  CLOTHING  FOR  THE  TROOPS. 
Mr.  WARNER  (Staffordshire,  Lich- 
field) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  is  the  War  Office  supply- 
ing the  troops  in  South  Africa  with 
flannel  shirts  and  warm  underclothing  for 
the  coming  winter  there,  and  are  thick 
uniforms  for  winter  work  being  supplied. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  Yes,  Sir. 


IRISH  FINANCIAL  RELATIONS- 
GOVERNMENT  STORES-COMPARA- 
TIVE OUTLAY  IN  THE  THREE 
KINGDOMS. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clare, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  War  Office  if  he  can  state  the 
amount  expended  on  military  and  naval  i 
stores  bought  in  Great  Britain  for  the  i 
last  twelve  months  and  the  amount 
expended  in  Ireland  in  the  same  way  for 
a  similar  period. 

♦The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  J.  Powell- 
Williams,  Birmingham,  S.)  :  I  must 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  reply 
which  I  gave  to  him  on  the  15th  instant,  t 


*  See  The  Parliamentari/  Debater  [Fourth 
Series],  Vol.  Ixxx.,  page  106i. 

t  See  The  Parliamentari/  Debates  [Fourth 
Series],  Vol.  Ixxx.,  page  914. 


Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  In  view 
of  the  fact  that. the. amount  expended  in 
Ireland  has  been  given,  cannot  the  figures 
for  the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdom  be 
presented  ? 

♦Mr.  J.  POWELL-WILLIAMS:  It 
would  involve  a  long  and  complicated 
inquiry,  which  the  Department  cannoi 
undertake  at  present. 

WAK  OFFICE  CONTRACTS— SHIRTS. 
Mr.  ARTHUR  J.  MOORE  (Londai. 
derry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  War  Office  whether  any 
orders  for  shirts,  and,  if  so,  to  whit 
amount,  have  been  placed  with  the 
wholesale  houses  in  Londonderry. 

♦Mr.  J.  POWELL-WILLIAMS  :  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  poetpone 
this  question. 

Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  Is  the  hon.  Member  prepared 
to  give  a  Return  showing  the  amount  of 
stores  ordered  in  every  town  in  the 
British  islands  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

MILITIA  REGIMENTAL  SERGEANT- 
MAJORS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegd, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  regimental 
sergeant-major  of  a  Militia  regiment  sent 
to  South  Africa  has  the  same  duties  to 
perform  as  the  regimental  sergeant-major 
of  a  Line  battalion :  how  many  Militia 
battalions  have  been  sent  to  the  seat  of 
war,  and  whether  their  regimental  ser- 
geant-majors have  previously  been  in  the 
regulars ;  whether  the  regimental  ser- 
geant-major of  a  Line  battalion  is  not  a 
warrant  officer  with  pay  and  allowances 
as  such ;  and  whether  the  regimental 
sergeant-majors  of  the  Militia  will  be 
placed  upon  the  same  footing. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  reply  to  the 
first  paraCTaph  is  in  the  affirmative. 
Thirty  Militia  battalions  have  been  sent 
to  South  Africa;  their  sergeant-majors 
have  previously  held  lower  rank  in  the 
Regular  forces.  The  regimental  sergeant- 
major  of  a  Line  battalion  is  a  warrant 
officer  with  pay  and  allowance  as  such ; 
the  Militia  sergeant-majors  are  on  em- 
bodiment put    on  the   same  footing  as 
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regards  nay  and  allowances,  but  their 
normal  duties  are  not  such  as  to  justify 
the  grant  of  permanent  warrant  rank. 

FLOGGING  IN  MILITARY  PRISONS. 
Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) :  I  bee  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  of  War  whether  the  rules  in 
regard  to  flogging  for  offences  committed 
in  military  prisons  have  been  modified ; 
and  if  so,  to  what  extent  since  the  rules 
were  amended  in  1898  in  regard  to 
flo^ng  for  offences  committed  in  civil 
prisons. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  military  rules 
were  amended  by  Army  Order  156,  of 
November,  1898,  and  brought  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Prison  Act,  1898,  Section  5. 
There  has  been  no  further  Amendment. 
The  new  rules  were  presented  to  the 
House  on  the  8th  February,  1899. 

ROYAL  RESERVE  BATTALIONS. 
Mr.  WARNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  how 
soon  will  some  scheme  of  what  is  going  to 
be  done  with  the  Royal  Reserve  batta- 
lions, Militia  embodied  ^n  May  and  other 
Beserves  be  made,  and  when  will  it  be 
made  public  so  that  officers  and  non-com- 
missioned officers  may  know  what  arrange- 
ments to  make  for  their  wives  and 
families. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  scheme  will 
be  made  public  as  soon  as  it  is  sufficiently 
complete. 

WITHINGTON  RIFLE  RANGE. 
Mr.  WARNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  War  Office  to  proceed 
at  once  with  the  construction  of  the 
Withington  rifle  range,  and  what  are 
the  causes  now  delapng  its  construction. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM :  The  Bill  to  con- 
firm the  Provisional  Order  for  the  acqui- 
sition of  the  land  is  down  for  Second 
Reading  in  the  House  of  Lords  to-day. 
As  soon  as  the  Bill  has  received  the 
Royal  Assent  the  construction  of  the 
range  will  be  commenced. 

ROYAL    ARTILLERY— SERVICE         | 
QUALIFICATION  FOR  PROMOTION. 

Mr.  NEWDIGATE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  I 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  i 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  in  the  j 


infantry  and  cavalry  second  lieutenants 
are  promoted  to  fill  vacancies  irrespective 
of  their  service,  and,  seeing  that  about 
ninety  lieutenants  of  the  Royal  Artillery 
have  been  promoted  to  the  rank  of  captain 
in  the  Horse  and  Field  List  during  the 
present  year,  the  rule  that  second  lieu- 
tenants of  the  Royal  Artillery  can  in  no 
case  receive  promotion  until  they  have 
served  for  three  years  in  that  rank  may 
be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM:  The  abnormal 
rapidity  of  promotion  in  Line  regiments 
to  the  rank  of  lieutenant  has  drawn  atten- 
tion to  the  rate  of  promotion  to  that  rank 
in  the  Artillery  and  Engineers.  It  is 
impossible  to  secure  uniformity  of  promo- 
tion in  the  various  units  of  the  service, 
but  the  Secretary  of  State  is  considering 
whether  promotion  to  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant in  the  Artillery  and  Engineers 
should  not  at  the  present  time  bo  some- 
what accelerated. 


WOOLWICH  ARSENAL-DISCHARGE 
OF  ENGINEERS. 

Sir  FORTESCUE  FLANNERY(York. 
shire,  Shipley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  War  Office,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  some  thirty  working 
engineers  were  engaged  at  Woolwich 
four  weeks  ago  to  work  in  the  Dial 
Square  Department,  many  of  whom  came 
from  distant  parts  of  the  country,  at  their 
own  expense,  upon  the  prospect  of  per- 
manent Government  employment,  and 
have  now  received  notice  of  discharge  on 
the  ground  that  material  is  not  ready, 
whether  he  can  see  his  way  to  reconsider 
the  discharge  of  these  men,  and,  until 
the  delaved  material  is  ready,  find  them 
employment    in    other    departments    in 

:  which  overtime  is  now  being  worked  to  a 
large  extent  by  men  of  the  same  trade  as 

!  those  who  are  being  discharged. 

♦Mr.  J.  POWELL-W^ILLIAMS :  Thirty 
men  were  taken  on  about  a  month  ago 
for  temporary  employment.  They  were 
distinctly  warned  at  the  time  that  their 
emplo3nnent  was  only  temporary.  They 
are  still  at  work,  and  have  not  received 
notice  of  discharge.  There  has  been  no 
want  of  or  delay  in  supplies  of  material. 


ADMIRALTY    CONTRACTS  —  ARMOUR 
PLATES. 

Mr.  weir  ^ss  and  Cromarty):   I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
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ralty  if  he  will  state  the  amount  expended 
in  England  and  Scotland  respectively  for 
armour  plates  during  the  current  financial 
year. 

The  first  LORD  of  the    ADMI- 
RALTY   (Mr.    GoscHEN,   St.    George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  amount  expended 
for  armour  in  England  and  Scotland  re- 
spectively  during  the    current  financial 
year,  so  far  as  brought  to  account  up  to 
date,  is  £1,425,916  and  £148,665.  There  j 
is   only  one  firm  in  Scotland  which  sup- 1 
plies  armour,  and  that  firm  has  received  | 
orders  in   excess   of   their   rate   of  pro- 1 
duction.  i 

Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.) :  What! 
amount  has  been  spent  in  Ireland  in  this  j 
connectioh  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  believe  there  is  no  j 
armour  plate  manufactured  in  Ireland.        I 

INDL\N  FAMINE— AMERICAN  RELIEF 
CONTRIBUTIONS.  ' 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  Lord  Curzon  has  announced  that 
American  contributions  for  the  relief  of 
the  famine  in  India  would  be  thankfully 
received ;  and  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Imperial  Government  to  contribute 
any  sum  for  the  same  purpose. 

The   secretary  of   STATE   for 
INDIA  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex,  ; 
Ealing) :    I  have    no    information    from  j 
Lord  Curzon  to  the  eft'ect  suggested,  but  | 
I    have  seen  a  short  statement  in    the  ; 
newspapers  upon  the    subject,    which  I 
have  no  doubt  is  correct.     These  private 
<Jontributions  are  not   paid    to    Govern- 
ment, nor  used  so  as  to  reduce  the  sums 
expended  by  Government  upon  relief  of 
distress,  or  to  cover  in  any  way  the  work 
undertaken  by  Government.     The  money 
so  collected  is  applied  to  certain  defined 
purposes  outside  the  sphere  of  Govern- 
ment operations,  and   its  application  is 
superintended    by   local    committees    of 
private  individuals,  but    who    work    in 
co-operation     with      the      Government 
authorities. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  Will 
the  Government  consider  the  desirability 
of  making  a  grant  from  Imperial  funds 
towards  the  relief  of  the  sufferers,  seeing 
that  the  distress  is  so  great  that  even 
private  persons  in  America  feel  it  a  duty 
to  subscribe  1 


Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  K  the  hon. 
Member  had  listened  to  my  answer,  he 
would  have  heard  me  say  that  these 
private  subscriptions  are  for  purposes  out- 
side the  sphere  of  Government  operatioiu. 

Mr.  FLAVIN  :  Stop  the  war. 

HEATING     ARRANGEMENTS     IN 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  what 
arrangements  are  made  in  England  in  the 
case  of  voluntary  schools,  where  education 
is  free,  for  heating  the  schools  in  wintw, 
and  out  of  what  fund  the  cost  of  headng 
is  provided. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  os 
EDUCATION  (Sir  J.  GoRST,  CambrMge 
University) :  Schools  are  heated  by  the 
managers  out  of  the  school  funds. 

THE  JUDGE  ADVOCATE  GENERAL 
Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  I  b^  to 
ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  whether  the 
duties  appertaining  to  the  office  of  Judge 
Advocate  G^nera^  whose  holder  lui 
hitherto  been  a  Minister  of  the  Grown, 
are  now  discharged  by  a  member  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  who  gets  no  salary 
for  the  discharge  of  those  duties,  and  ii 
removed  from  the  scope  of  Parliamentuy 
criticism  except  in  peculiar  cireumsianoes 
directly  appertaining  to  the  discharge  of 
his  judicial  functions  ;  and  whether  there 
is  any,  and,  if  so,  what  method  whereby 
the  exercise  of  the  functions  of  the  office 
of  Judge  Advocate  General  and  the  dis- 
posal of  the  patronage  attaching  to  that 
office  can  bo  submitted  to  the  considera^ 
tion  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  In 
my  opinion  the  first  paragraph  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  question  does  not 
give  a  correct  description  of  the  con- 
ditions under  which  the  duties  of  the 
office  of  Judge  Advocate  General  are  now 
being  discharged.  The  resources  of 
civilisation  at  the  disposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  will,  I  think,  suggest  to 
him  a  method  of  bringing  the  circum- 
stances of  any  case  to  which  he  desires  to 
direct  attention  before  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL:  But  Sir 
Francis  Jeune  being  a  member  of  the 
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High  Court  of  Justice,  how  can  we  im- 
pugn his  action  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  There 
are  many  methods  by  which  the  hon. 
Member  can  draw  attention  to  particular 
cases  if  he  is  not  satisfied  with  the  decision 
arrived  at. 


COMMITTALS  FOR  CONTEMPT 
OF  COURT. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
England,  in  delivering  judgment  in  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division  in  the  case  of 
Payne  t\  Cooper,  in  April,  1896,  stated 
that  applications  for  committal  for  con- 
tempt of  court  had  been  much  too 
numerous,  and  that  in  some  instances  the 
decisions  had  gone  too  far ;  and  that  Mr. 
Justice  Wright,  his  Lordship's  colleague 
on  the  bench,  expressed  his  concurrence 
in  these  remarks;  and  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  so  far  back  as  1882 
legislation  on  the  subject  of  committal  for 
contempt  of  court  was  announced  as  a 
Gk)vemment  measure,  and  that  the  power 
of  committal  for  contempt  of  court  is  not 
subject  to  appeal  or  supervision,  and  is 
luicontrolled  by  the  prerogative  of  pardon, 
the  Gk)vernment  will  take  into  considera- 
tion the  propriety  at  an  early  date  of 
proposing  legislation  with  a  view  to  the 
definition  and  limitation  of  this  power. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  The 
answer  to  the  first  paragraph  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  question  is  in  the 
affirmative.  The  rules  which  govern 
questions  of  contempt  of  court  are  well 
understood,  and  there  is  not,  in  my 
opinion,  any  necessity  for  legislation. 

CORPORAL   PUNISHMENT   FOR 
VAGRANTS. 

Mr.  LLOYD  MORGAN  (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.).:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  will  state  the  number  of  cases  in  which 
prisoners  have  been  sentenced  to  corporal 
punishment  for  offences  under  the 
vagrancy  Acts  during  the  la3t  ^vc  years. 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M. 
White  Ridley,  Lancashire,  Blackpool) : 
The  figures  are:  -1895,  1;  189G,  3; 
1897,  1;  and  1898,  1.  Those  for  1899 
have  not  yet  been  abstracted. 


FLANNEN  ISLANDS  LIGHTHOUSE. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  will  state 
whether  the  works  in  connection  with 
the  construction  of  the  lighthouse  on  the 
Flannen  Islands  have  yet  been  completed ;. 
and,  if  not,  will  he  say  what  progress  has. 
been  made. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD* 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon) :  I 
am  informed  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Northern  Lighthouses  that  the  light  at. 
Flannen  Islands  was  exhibited  last 
December.  The  only  work  remaining  to 
be  done  is  the  completion  of  the  lanmng. 
places. 

i    RAILWAY    COUPLINGS— ACCIDENTS 
,  AT    MANCHESTER. 

;  Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  case  of  a  capstanman  at  the 
Great  Northern  Goods  Station,  Deans- 
gate,  Manchester,  who  on  3rd  instant 
was  crushed  when  passing  betwixt  the 
buffers  of  two  wagons,  with  the  object 
of  coupling  them,  and  was  so  injured 
that  he  died  shortly  after  his  arrival  at 
the  hospital,  and  to  the  case  of  a  goods 
porter  at  the  Great  Central  Railway, 
Ardwick,  Manchester,  who  attempted  on 
the  7th  instant  to  put  the  brake  down  on 
a  wagon  of  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  when,  owing 
to  a  defective  brake,  he  slipped  and  fell  in 
front  of  the  next  wagon,  receiving  such 
injuries  that  he  only  lived  a  few  hours 
after  reaching  the  infirmary  ;  and  whether 
in  view  of  the  frequency  of  such  accidents 
as  those  mentioned,  he  will  push  on  with 
urgen3y  his  Railways  (Prevention  of 
Accidents)  Bill,  which  will  greatly  tend 
to  diminish  their  number. 

xMr.  RITCHIE  :  The  two  unfortunate 
accidents  referred  to  were  duly  notified 
to  the  Department,  and  in  the  latter  case 
an  inquiry  will  be  held. 

LIGHTHOUSES-THE  MANACLES 
ROCK. 

Mr.  HAVKLOCK  WILSON  (Middles- 
brough) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  serious  shipping 
disasters  that  have  occurred  off  the  south 
coast  of  Cornwall  in  consequence  of  the 
want  of  a  lightship  or  lighthouse  to  warn 
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mariners  off  the  Manacles  Kock  ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  communi- 
cate with  the  Corporation  of  Trinity 
House,  with  a  \dew  to  having  this 
dangerous  part  of  the  coast  lighted  by  a 
lightship  or  lighthouse  for  the  purpose  of 
warning  mariners  of  the  danger. 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  My  attention  has 
from  time  to  time  been  called  to  disasters 
that  have  occurred  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  the  Manacles.  The  Trinity  House,  as 
the  general  lighthouse  authority,  are  re- 
sponsible for  the  lighting  of  the  coast, 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  have  not  received 
from  them  any  application  for  sanction  to 
the  necessary  expenditure  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  lighthouse  or  light  vessel 
near  the  Manacles. 


AUCTIONEERS'  LICENCES. 
Mr.  ROTHSCHILD  (Buckinghamshire, 
Aylesbury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether,  in 
view  of  auctioneers  having  to  take  out  a 
licence,  there  is  any  control  on  the  part  of 
the  Department;  and  if  there  is  any 
method,  other  than  bv  a  legal  action,  of 
getting  a  licence  rescinded  on  account  of 
malpractices  or  of  opposing  a  renewal  of 
any  such  licence. 

The  financial   SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Hanbury,  Pres- 
ton) :  The  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  have 
no    power    to    refuse   to  grant  an  auc- 
tioneer's licence  when  applied  for  or  to 
rescind  one  after  it  has  been  granted.     It 
is  not  necessary,  as  in  the  case  of  retailers 
of  intoxicating  liquors,  for  an  auctioneer  I 
to  obtain  a  magistrate's  certificate  before  | 
applying    for    an     excise    licence ;     and  I 
licensed  auctioneers  are  under  no  control  j 
so  far  as  that  Department  is  concerned.      | 

LIVERPOOL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE.       | 
Mr.  SCHWANN  :   I  })eg  to  ask  the  j 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  represent-  j 
ing  the  Postmaster  General,  whether  in  ■ 
view  of  the  small  number  of  supervising  ! 
officers  in  the  telegraph   branch   of  the 
post  office  at  Liverpool,  and  of  the  amount ! 
of  supeniaory  work  being  performed  by 
senior     clerks,    it     is     the     Postmaster 
Generara  intention  to  issue  a  revision  of 
duties  in  that  office. 

Mr.  hanbury  :   A   revision   of  the  I 
telegraph   indoor  establishment    of    the 
post  office  at  Liverpool  is  imder  considera- 


tion in  oonnection  with  the  remoyal  to    ; 
the  new  post  office. 

POST  OFFICE  CYCLES— ORDERS  TO      i 
IRISH  MANUFACTURERS.  I 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:   I  b^    ■ 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  u    i 
representing    the    Postmaster    General, 
whether  any  share  of  orders  for  cycles  for    i 
the  Post  Office  service  hus  been  given  to 
Irish  firms. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  Yes. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  To  whit 

extent  ? 

Mr.  HANBURY:  About  a  dozen 
bicycles  have  been  purchased  in  Ireknd 
from  various  firms,  and  one  firm  applied 
to  be  allowed  to  tender  for  a  portion  of 
recent  orders.  In  reply  to  an  invitation 
last  year  this  firm  declined  to  tender 
owing  to  pressure  of  work,  but  asked  to 
be  again  invited  this  season.  They  will 
accordingly  be  asked  to  tender  when  the 
next  supply  is  required. 

SUBPOSTMASTERS   AND  SUPER- 
ANNUATION. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasuiy, 
as  representing  the  Postmaster  Greneral, 
whether  sub-postmasters  are  entitled  to 
superannuation  on  retirement ;  and,  if 
so,  under  what  conditions  and  under  what 
Act. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  Sub-postmasters  are 
eligible  for  superannuation  under  the 
Superannuation  Act  of  1859,  provided 
they  hold  a  Civil  Service  certificate  and 
their  duties  are  such  as  necessarily  to 
occupy  their  whole  time. 

WORKING    CLASS   DWELLINGS  IN 
EAST  LONDON. 

Mr.  flower  (Bradford,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  consent  has 
been  given  to  the  scheme  of  the  \^^ute- 
chapel  and  Bow  Railway  Company  to 
erect  dwellings  for  working  claiss  occu- 
piers displaced  from  Whitechapel  and 
along  the  projected  route  of  the  railway 
in  the  residential  districts  of  the  \Velling- 
toii  Road,  the  Mornington  Road,  and 
Bow  Road  ;  whether  the  local  authorities 
have  been  consulted  in  the  matter ;  and 
if  he  will  now  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  held 
as  to  the  possibility  of  the  railway  com- 
pany acquiring  an  alternative  site. 


445 


Questions. 


{27  March  1900} 


Questions, 


446 


♦Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY :  The  scheme 
in  question  has  been  provisionally,  but 
not  yet  formally,  approved.  The  second 
and  third  paracn^phs  seem  to  raise  points 
which  do  not  fall  within  the  scope  of  my 
duties  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  flower  :  Is  it  not  possible  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consult  the 
local  authorities  ? 

♦Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY :  I  appre- 
hend that  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  is  to  see  that  the  site  proposed  is  a 
suitable  one  for  the  class  of  dwellings  to 
be  erected. 

THEATRE    REGULATIONS-BLOCKING 
OF  GANGWAYS. 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  there  are  any 
oflBcers  directly  responsible  for  the  effective 
currying  out  of  the  instructions  to  theatri- 
cal managers  against  the  blocking  of 
gangways  and  the  overcrowding  of  seats. 

♦Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY:  I  am 
informed  that  officers  of  the  London 
County  Council  inspect  theatres  and 
other  places  of  amusement  with  the 
object  indicated  in  the  question,  and 
when  they  find  irregularities  in  a  theatre 
under  the  control  of  the  Lord  Chamber- 
lain they  report  to  that  official. 

FREEDOM  OF  SPEECH— DISTURBANCE 
AT  A  TEMPERANCE  MEETING  AT 
WORKSOP. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  has  had  any  report  from 
Worksop  in  connection  with  a  statement 
-which  has  appeared  to  the  effect  that  a 
local  Wesleyan  schoolmaster  who  had 
been  accused  of  holding  pro -Boer 
opinions  was  assailed  while  presiding  at 
a  temperance  meeting,  and  followed  to 
his  home  by  a  crowd  pelting  him  with 
stones,  eggs,  and  earth  ;  whether  the  same 
course  was  adopted  towards  him  on  the 
following  evening  when  leaving  his 
school;  and  whether,  if  this  be  so,  he 
will  satisfy  himself  that  there  is  a  suffi- 
cient force  of  police  at  Worksop  for  the 
preservation  of  the  public  peace  and  the 
defence  of  unpopular  individuals. 

♦Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY:  I  cannot 
but  express  my  regret  that  a  temperance 


meeting  was  disturbed  because  the  chair- 
man is  believed  to  hold  unpopular  views 
about  the  war ;  but  having  made  inquiry 
I  find  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  police 
performed  their  duty  in  affording  ade- 
quate protection — more,  in  fact,  than  was 
asked  for — and  that  sufficient  precautions 
were  and  are  being  taken  to  prevent  a 
renewal  of  the  disturbance.  I  may  add 
that  Mr.  Roberts,  the  schoolmaster,  did 
not  sustain  any  injury  on  either  occasion. 

SCOTTISH     FISHERIES-CONVICTIONS 
FOR    ILLEGAL    TRAWLING. 

Mr.  WEIR :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  if  he  will  state  how  many  con- 
victions were  obtained  in  the  year  1899 
against  persons  engaged  in  illegal  trawling 
in  Scottish  waters,  and  in  how  many 
instances  there  was  a  repetition  of  this 
offence  by  the  same  master ;  will  he  state 
in  how  many  cases  the  men  elected  to  go 
to  prison  rather  than  pay  the  fines  im- 
posed; and  whether  in  all  cases  the 
trawling  eear  of  convicted  trawlers  was 
confiscated. 

♦The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A. 
Graham  Murray,  Buteshire):  I  am 
informed  by  the  Fishery  Board  for  Scot- 
land that  there  were  seventeen  prosecu- 
tions for  illegal  trawling  in  Scottish 
waters  undertaken  in  1899,  and  convic- 
tions were  obtained  in  all  of  them.  In 
one  instance  there  was  a  repetition  of  the 
offence.  In  three  cases  the  offenders 
chose  the  alternative  of  imprisonment. 
The  gear  belonging  to  nine  of  the  trawlers 
implicated  was  forfeited. 

NEW  FISHERY  CRUISER  FOR 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  WEIR :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate,  seeing  that  the  Fishery  Board 
for  Scotland  stated  last  year  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Boani  to  secure  a 
new  cruiser  for  the  purposes  of  sea  police 
patrol  out  of  the  funds  allocated  to  the 
Board  under  the  Local  Taxation  (Scot- 
;  land')  Act,  1898,  will  the  Secretary  for 
'  Scotland  state  the  cause  of  the  delay  in 
advertising  for  tenders  for  the  new 
cruiser. 

'  ♦Mr.  a.  graham  MURRAY :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Fishery  Board  for  Scot- 
land that  there  has  been  no  delay ;  the 
vessel  has  already  been  contracted  for, 
and  will  be  completed  according  to  the 
original  intention. 
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REPORT  OF  THE   SCOTTISH    FISHERY 
BOARD.  j 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  | 
Advocate  if  he  will  state  when  the  Re-  i 
port  of  the  Fishery  Board  for  Scotland 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

♦Mr.  a.  GRAHAM  MURRAY:  I 
understand  that  this  Report  will  be 
ready  about  the  end  of  April,  which  is 
the  usual  time. 


LOCHS  (LEWIS)  SCHOOL  BOARD         ! 

ELECTION. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  the  Secretary  for  '-, 
Scotland  is  aware  that  in  the  parish  of 
Lochs,  Lewis  (population  4,676),  nearly 
the  whole  of  the  electors  have  no  vote 
for  the  election  of  school  board  candi- 
dates l)y  reason  of  their  rentals  being 
less  than  £4 ;  has  his  attention  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  owing  to  the 
scarcity  of  persons  qualified  to  vote,  con- 
sidera])le  difficulty  was  experienced  at  a 
recent  school  board  election  in  finding 
pei*sons  qualified  to  sign  the  nomination 
papei*8,  and  that  on  this  account  only 
live  candidates  for  the  Board  were 
nominated  instead  of  seven ;  and  will  the 
demand,  which  has  been  forwarded  from 
the  pariah  of  Lochs  to  the  Scottish 
Education  Department  for  a  fresh  elec- 
tion, be  acceded  to ;  and,  in  view  of  the 
(lissatisfaction  which  the  condition  of  the 
school  board  electorate  causes  in  the 
parish  of  Lochs,  iis  elsewhere  in  the 
Highlands,  will  ho  state  what  steps  he 
proposes  to  take  to  remedy  the  grievance. 

*xMr.   A.  GRAHAM    MURRAY :  The 
question  of    the   school  board   franchise 
has     formed     the     su])ject     of      several 
replies   to   the   hon.    Member,    who  has 
already  been  infonned  that  we  are  not 
prepared  at  present  to  propose  legislation  \ 
on   the   subject.      I  am  aware  that  the  I 
recent  election  in  the  pirish  of  Lochs  has  ; 
broken  down  owing  to  an  informality  in  1 
the  nominations,  but  I  am  not  prepared  1 
to  Siiy  that  this  arose  from  an  insufficient  j 
immber    of    electors.      The  Department . 
proposes   to   issue    an  order   for   a  new  I 
election.  • 

IRISH    RAILWAYS  AMALGAMATION    I 
BILL.  I 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick) :  I  \ 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  the 


proposed  Southern  Sailways  AmAlgyum, 
tion  (Ireland^  Bill,  it  is  provided  by 
Clause  19  that  the  compaaies  will  forwaid 
vid  Waterford  until  KosBlare  is  opened, 
thenceforward  via  Rosslare,  traffic  of  aU 
descriptions  they  can  control  between 
such  portions  of  the  districts  served  by 
their  respective  systems  in  the  south  and 
west  of  Ireland  and  the  south  and  wert 
of  England,  including  London ;  and  that 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin  passed  a  reso- 
lution disapproving  of  such  diversion  from 
the  natural  route  of  traffic ;  and  whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  will  consider  this 
matter. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  There  are  pro\T8ions 
in  the  Bills  promoted  by  the  Great 
Southern  and  Western  Railway  Company 
of  Ireland,  dealing  with  the  throng 
traffic,  but  I  am  not  aware  that  Claoie 
19  in  either  BiU  has  any  reference  to 
the  question.  I  have  no  doubt  thai 
the  matter  will  receive  the  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee to  whom  the  Bills  are  referred. 
If  that  Committee  should  desire  any 
information  from  the  Board  of  Trade  it 
will  be  given. 

CORK  CUSTOM  HOUSE. 
Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  transfer  the 
Inland  Revenue  Offices  from  the  Custom 
House,  Cork,  to  some  more  convenient 
locality  in  that  cily  ;  and  what  premisea 
have  ])een  acquired  for  the  purpose  ;  and, 
if  so,  where ;  what  the  cause  of  the  delay 
in  effecting  the  transfer  is;  and  when  it 
will  be  completed. 

Mr.  HAN  BURY:  As  this  question 
only  appeared  upon  the  Paper  this 
morning,  I  have  not  been  able  to  obtain 
the  requisite  information  frcmi  the  Depart- 
ments concerned. 

MULLIXOAR   DRAINAGE   SYSTEM. 

xMr.  DONAL  SULLIVAN  (West- 
mciith,  S.) :  I  l>eg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if 
he  is  aware  that  the  drainage  from  all  the 
public  institutions  in  MuUingar  and 
vicinity,  including  the  military  barracks 
and  lunatic  asylum,  is  at  p:'esent  emptied 
into  the  river  Brosna,  which  flows  through 
the  town,  the  (xlour  from  which  is 
dangerous  to  the  health  of  the   inbabi- 
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tents ;  that  ^within  a  mile  and  a  half  of 
^he  town  the  river  discharges  itself  into 
Iiough  Ennel,  one  of  the  best  trout  lakes 
in  Ireland  ;  and  that  dead  trout  are  fre- 
quently found  floating  on  the  water  at  the 
point  where  the  river  enters  the  lake, 
poisoned  by  the  water  from  the  river; 
and  will  the  Local  Government  Board 
take  steps  to  enforce  the  Rivers  Pollution 
Ajct  so  that  the  auisance  may  be  abated. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  London- 
dernr,  N.)  (for  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour)  : 
In  September  last  the  Medical  Officer 
«f  H^th  reported  that  the  sewers  of 
tke  town  of  MuUingar,  including  the 
aewage  from  the  public  institutions  men- 
tioned in  the  question,  ran  into  the  river 
Brosna  and  polluted  it.  The  Local 
Government  Board,  on  receipt  of  this 
Beport,  requested  the  rural  district 
oouncil  to  give  the  matter  their  early 
oondderation  with  a  view  of  improving 
the  drainage  of  the  town.  No  definite 
action  has  yet  been  taken  by  the  council 
upon  the  communication  addressed  to 
tnem  by  the  Board.  This  objectionable 
drainage  system  is,  I  understand,  of  long 
standing,  and  the  Board  will  cause  the 
matter  to  be  further  looked  into. 


IRISH  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT-  COLLEC- 
TIONS  OF  RATES  ON  LICENSED 
PREMISES. 

Mr.  PINKERTON  (Galway) :  I  beg 
to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
if  to  is  aware  that,  in  direct  contraven- 
tion of  Section  77  of  the  Local  Govern- 
-ment  (Ireland)  Act,  licensed  premises  are 
used  as  offices  for  the  collection  of  rates  ; 
and  if  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  this 
Tiolatien  of  the  law. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  The  prohibition 
^contained  in  the  77th  Section  is  not 
absolute,  Hut  only  conditional.  I  cannot 
tfiherefore  answer  the  question  in  its  pre 
sent  general  form.  If  the  hon.  .Member 
will  refer  me  to  the  particulars  of  some 
•specific  case  in  which  the  provisions  of  the 
77th  Section  of  the  Act  have  been  con- 
travened, I  will  obtain  a  report  as  to 
ithe  facts,  and  endeavour  to  reply. 

Mr.  PINKERTON  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  not  aware  of  a  case  in  his 
own  constituency  1 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  No,  Sir. 
VOL.  LXXXL     [Fourth  Series.] 


CARRICKMACROSS    WORKHOUSE 
DIETARY  SCALE. 

Mr.  DALY  (Monaghan,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Agnew, 
Local  Grovernment  Board  Inspector,  in 
his  last  half-yearly  Report  of  Carrick- 
macross  workhouse,  suggested  Irish  stew, 
fish,  and  other  expensive  changes  in  the 
dietary  of  the  inmates,  which  would  cause 
great  additional  cost  to  the  rates,  and 
that  the  average  cost  per  inmate  per 
week  in  Carrickmacross  workhouse  is 
3s.  9^.  (according  to  the  last  Report 
issued  by  the  Local  Gk)vernment  Board), 
while  in  Clones  the  average  cost  per  in- 
mate per  week  is  onlv  2s.  9|d.,  and 
Monaghan  2s.  8d. ;  and  whether,  seeing 
that  the  same  inspector  superintends  the 
three  workhouses  mentioned,  and  is  trying 
still  further  to  increase  the  already  too 
high  average  cost  by  his  suggestions 
already  referred  to  in  regard  to  Xarrick- 
macross  Workhouse,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  will  take  steps  to  prevent 
any  further  additional  changes  being 
made  in  these  districts. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  Mr.  Agnew  in  his 
last  half-yearly  report  urg^  that  the 
recommendations  which  the  medical 
officer  of  the  workhouse  had  made  with 
regard  to  an  improvement  in  the  dietary 
of  the  inmates  should  be  given  effect  to. 
The  scale  of  dietary  approved  of  by  the 
medical  officer  was  subsequently  adopted 
by  the  guai-dians,  and  included  Irish  stew 
composed  of  two  ounces  of  beef  and  two 
ounces  of  bacon  per  head,  with  vegetables 
and  potatoes,  on  three  days  in  the  week. 
This  dish,  I  may  state,  is  strongly  recom- 
mended by  medical  officers  generally. 
Fish  is  not  on  the  dietary  scde  of  the 
Carrickmacross  workhouse.     The  cost  of 

I  maintenance  per  head  in  the  three  unions 

I  specified  is  as  stated  in  the  question. 
The  average  weekly  cost  of  maintenance 
in    workhouses    throughout     Ireland    is 

I  3s.  7|d.,  so  that  the  cost  of  maintenance 
in  Carrickmacross,  which  is  3s.  9Jd.,  is 

1  on'y   very   slightly  aljove    the  average. 

!  Clones  union  is  not  under  Mr.  Agnew's 

I  charge,  as  represented  in  the  question. 

I 

I  IRISH  WORKHOUSES— CONSUMPTION 
I  OF  SPIRITUOUS  LIQUORS. 

I      Mr.     DALY:     I    beg    to    ask    Mr. 

i  Attorney  General   for    Ireland    whether 

'  he  will  grant  a  Return  of  the  quantity  of 

!  spirituous    liquors     consumed     in    each 

T 
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workhouse  in  Ireland  for  the  year  1899, 
and  the  average  number  of  inmates. 

♦Mr.  ATKINSON  :  The  preparation  of 
a  Return  such  as  indicated,  to  which  there 
is  no  objection  in  principle,  would  de- 
volve upon  clerks  of  unions  and  rural 
district  councils,  and  as  these  officials 
are  fully  occupied  in  the  working  of  the 
Local  Government  Act,  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  not  to  move  for  the  Return 
at  present.  If  he  will  do  so  in  July 
next,  I  will  endeavour  to  have  the  Return 
prepared  as  rapidly  as  possible. 


QuedioM. 
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IRISH  ASYLUMS— RATES  IN  AID. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  I  bcj 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loi 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  resolution  of  the  Ennis 
Asylum  Committee,  in  which  they  called 
on  the  Treasury  to  refund  to  the  asylums 
of  Ireland  the  amount  of  the  rate-in- 
aid  withheld  by  them  in  respect  of  the 
first  three  quarters  of  the  year  1899  ; 
and  whether  the  Government  will 
favourably  consider  this  request. 

♦Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour)  :  This  question  must  be  ad- 
dressed to  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 

IRISH  CONGESTED  DISTRICTS  BOARD. 
Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  County,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  as  representing  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  are 
a  great  many  fishing  stations  in  the  south 
of  Ireland,  and  also  that  there  is  a  large 
area  scheduled  as  congested  districts,  he 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  giving 
the  south  of  Ireland  representation  on  the 
Congested  Districts  Board. 

♦Mr.  ATKINSON:  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  constitution  of  the  Con- 
gested Districts  Board  is  regulated  by 
statute.  I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that 
the  interests  of  the  congested  districts  in 
the  south  of  Ireland  have  been  neglected, 
and  there  is  at  present  no  vacancy  on  the 
Board. 

IRISH  FISHERIES— QUEEN'S  GAP, 
GALWAY. 

Mr.  PINKERTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
within  the  last  seven  years,  it  was  pointed 


out  to  the  Irish  Fishery  Inspeecon  in 
writing  t\ukt  the  Queen's  Gm  at  Gtlwftj 
was  not  in  accordance  with  the  Fiaherj 
Acts,  the  sides  not  bein^  parallel  and  in 
line  with  the  stream,  as  uud  down,  wkidi 
irregularity  had  enabled  certain  personi  to 
so  alter  the  gap  as  to  reduce  the  flow  of 
water  which  should  have  gone  throqgfa 
such  gap;  and  that  the  inspectors^ after 
receipt  of  the  above  complaints,  caused 
boards  to  be  placed  which  temporarily  to 
a  certain  extent  corrected  the  evil ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  the  ^p  is  still  not 
in  accordance  with  the  Fishery  AcU 
(Irish),  the  sides  not  being  parallel  or  n 
line  with  the  stream,  the  Fisheir  In- 
spectors will  cause  the  gap  to  be  altered 
in  accordance  with  the  utw  laid  down  in 
26  and  27  Vic. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the  DR 
PARTiMENT  of  AGRICULTURE  loa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Plunkktt,  DuUin 
County,  S.):  The  Fishery  Inspecton 
many  years  a^o  required  a  gap  to  be 
made  of  a  certain  kind  in  this  weir  whidi 
they  considered  adequate  and  proper. 
The  weir  was  accordingly  so  made  and  a 
certificate  was  granted.  Part  of  the 
structure  was  subsequently  carried  awajr 
by  flood,  but  the  damage  had  recently  beea 
repaired.  If  any  person  contends  that  in 
its  present  condition  it  is  illegal,  his  proper 
course  to  adopt  is  to  sue  for  penalties  it 
petty  sessions  under  the  12th  Section  ol 
the  Statute. 


IRISH  PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION. 
Mr.  FIELD:  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  introduce 
a  measure  to  amend  the  present  systeia 
of  Private  Bill  Legislation  for  Ireland. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  The  Government  do  not  propose  to 
introduce  such  a  Bill  during  the  prasent 
session. 


TOWN   HOLDINGS— SUGGESTED  COM- 
MISSION. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Fint 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  appoint  a  CommissicMi  to 
continue,  complete,  and  issue  a  report 
upon  the  tenure  and  security  of  improve- 
ments to  tenants  of  town  holdings  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
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Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  further  facte  which  require 
an  investigation  upon  the  tenure  and 
security  of  improvements  to  tenants  of 
town  holdings  m  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land supplementary  to  the  complete  in 
vestigation  which  has  been  made  by  a 
Parliamentary  Committee. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Dr.  FABQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  when  he  intends  to  take 
the  Second  Beading  of  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  name 
a  day  on  which  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill  will  be  taken,  for  the  reason  I 
have  already  indicated.  I  hope  it  may, 
however,  be  obtained  by  Easter. 

Mr.  TENNANT  (Berwickshire):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sarv  when  the  Scottish  Education  Bill 
will  be  introduced  into  this  House. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Bill  to 
which  this  question  refers  has  not  yet 
been  read  a  second  time  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  it  would,  therefore,  be  prema- 
ture to  talk  of  fixing  a  day  for  its  dis- 
eussion  here. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
R) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  can  now  state 
whether  the  Ecclesiastical  Assessments 
(Scotland)  Bill  will  be  the  first  Order 
on  Monday. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  think  I  have 
already  expressed  a  hope  that  we  may 
be  able  to  take  this  Bill  as  the  first  order 
on  Monday.  I  am  unable,  however,  to 
forecast  precisely  the  course  which  busi- 
ness will  take  during  the  present  week. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  Will 
the  Australian  Commonwealth  Bill  be  in- 
troduced by  Easter,  and  when  will  it  be 
printed  and  circulated  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  not  at 
present  in  a  position  to  make  a  statement 
as  to  whether  the  Bill  will  be  introduced 
before  Easter,  nor  when  it  will  be  printed  j 
and  circulated.  I 

Mr.  flower  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  can 
state  when  the  Second  Reading  of  the 


Irish    Tithe    Rent-charge    Bill    will    be 
taken. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  With  regard 
to  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Irish 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Bill,  I  have  already 
said  that  I  wOl  not  take  it  before 
Easter,  and  not  on  the  day  after  Easter, 
that  day  being  inconvenient  to  hon. 
Grentlemen. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  Nor  on 
Thursday,  26th  April,  may  wo  take  it  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  I  could 
not  take  it  on  that  day. 


Mr.  FLOWER  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in  view  of 
the  importance  of  the  subject,  he  will 
arrange  that  a  discussion  on  the  new  Code 
of  Regulations  for  day  schools  shall  take 
place  on  some  night  not  later  than  ten 
o'clock. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  nothing 

to  add  to  what   I  said  yesterday  with 

regard  to  this.     I  must  remind  the  House 

that  the  general  arrangements  I  sketched 

out  for  next  Thursday  are   necessarily 

!  dependent  on  our  finishing  the  Committee 

I  stfi^e  of  the  Finance  Bill  to-day.     We 

I  must  take  that  de  die  in  diem  until  it  is 

I  finished,  and  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  it 

!  will  finish  to-day. 

I      Mr.  flower  :  If  not,  will  the  right 
i  hon.  Gentleman  adjourn  the  debate  early 
on  Thursday  ?• 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot.  I  have  shown  myself  ready  as 
far  as  possible  to  meet  the  views  of  hon. 
Members. 

Mr.  COGHILL  (Stoke-upon-Trent) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  as  he  has  given  a  day  for  the 
discussion  of  the  financial  relations  be- 
tween  England  and  Ireland,  he  will  give 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  considering 
the  question  of  the  representation  of  Ire- 
land in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  give 
a  day  for  this  discussion.  As  to  the  day 
which  had  been  granted  for  a  debate  on 
the  financial  relations  of  Ireland,  I  think 
my  hon.  friend  has  forgotten  the  circum- 
stance that  it  was  merely  the  substitu- 
tion of  one  day  for  another  day  which  the 
Irish  Members  had  already  obtained.  I 
had  no  alternative  to  the  course  I  took. 
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There  is  no  parallel  between  the    two 
cases. 

Mr.  COGHILL  :  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  this  Parliament  has  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  this  subject, 
and  as  there  is  not  much  business  before 
the  House  this  session,  will  an  opportunity 
be  afforded  to  discuss  the  question  ? 

Mr,   a.    J.    BALFOUR:    When    the    NEWPORT 
business  which  is  before  the  House  has 
been  concluded,  I  may  be  in  a  position  to 
consider  suggestions  for  filling  up  the 
remainder  oFthe  time  of  the  House. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  diey  have  piaasad  a  Bill,  intitoled, 
'*  An  Act  to  authorise  to  Newport  (Mon- 
mouthshire) G«s  Company  to  extend 
their  limits  for  the  supply  of  gas ;  to 
consolidate  and  increase  their  capital;  and 
for  other  purposes."  Newport  (Mon- 
mouthshire) Gas  Bill  [Lords.] 


FOREIGN  SEAMEN  ON  BRITISH 
TRANSPORTS. 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  (Middles- 
brough) :  I  have  received  a  letter  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  stating 
that  he  is  unable  to  reply  to  the  questions 
which  appear  on  the  Paper  this  day  re- 
lating to  foreign  seamen  on  British 
transports,  and  asking  me  to  postpone 
them  until  Friday.  The  two  transport 
vessels,  however,  will  sail  before  Friday, 
and  I  therefore  propose  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  in  order  to 
discuss  the  question  as  a  matter  of  great 
importance.  The  terms  of  my  resolution 
are — 

'*  To  move  the  adjournment  of  the  Hou»e  in 
order  to  discusM  a  definite  matter  of  urgent 
public  importance — namely,  the  employment 
on  Government  tranHport  vessels  of  alien  sea-  . 
men.  natives  of  countries  which  have  shown  ! 
marked  hostility  to  Great  Britain  during  the  ! 
progress  of  the  war  in  South  Africa."  ' 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  reference  would  | 
be  too  general,  and  I  suggest  to  the  hon.  I 
Member  that  he  should  alter  the  terms  ' 
so  as  to  make  them  apply  to  the  two  ' 
transports  about  to  sail.  ; 

I 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  They  | 
are  the  steamei^s  "  Caspian  "  and  **  Sap- ! 
phire." 

[The  hon.  Member  went  to  the  Chair 
to  alter  his  resolution.] 

*Mr.  speaker  :  I  cannot  accept  the  | 
motion  in  the  form  in  which  it  is  drawn. 
The  hon.  Member  had  better  recast  it,  1 
and  ask  leave  again  to-morrow.  I 


(MONMOUTHSHIRE)     GAS 
BILL    [Lords.] 

Read  the  first  Jiime ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

MIDWIVES  BILL. 
Reported,  with  Amendments,  from  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Law,  Ssc, 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  112.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
[No.  112.] 

Bill,  as  amended*  (by  the  Standing 
Committee),  to  be  considered  upon  Mon- 
day next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  150.] 


Mr.  HAVELOCK   WILSON:   I 
put  it  off  until  Thursday. 


will 


NEfF  BILLS. 


INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS. 
Bill  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
Industrial  Schools,  ordered  to  be  faroadit 
in  by  Mr.  Flower,  Colonel  Denny,  Sr 
Fortescue  Flannery,  Mr.  Greville,  Mr. 
Hazell,  Mr.  Alfred  HnMon,  and  Mr. 
Trevelyan. 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  BILL. 
"  To  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  Indus- 
trial Schools,"  presented,  and  read  the 
first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
Wednesday,  4th  April,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  151.] 

LAND  REGISTRY  (NEW  BUILDINGS). 
Bill  for  the  acquisition  of  property  for 
building  a  new  Land  Registry  (Jf^ce  and 
other  Public  Offices  in  Loncion,  and  for 
purposes  connected  therewith,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Akers-Douglas,  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  and  Mr.  Hanbury. 

LAND    REGISTRY    (NEW    BUILDINGS) 
BILL. 

"For  the  acquisition  of  property  for 
building  a  new  Land  Registry  Office  and 
other  Public  Offices  in  Loncion,  and  for 
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purposes  connected  therewith,"  presented, 
and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  152.] 

PETTY    CUSTOMS    ABOLITION 
(SCOTLAND). 

Bill  to  abolish  Petty  Customs  in  Scot- 
land, and  to  make  provision  for  levying  a 
rate  in  lieu  thereof,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Captain  Sinclair,  Mr.  Asquith,  Mr. 
K  B.  Baillie,  Mr.  Cochrane,  Mr.  M*Killop, 
Mr.  Nicol,  and  Mr.  Ure. 

PETTY   CUSTOMS   ABOLITION    (SCOT- 
LAND)  BILL. 

"  To  abolish  Petty  Customs  in  Scotland, 
and  to  make  provision  for  levying  a  rate 
in  lieu  thereof,"  presented,  and  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
Thursday,  10th  May,  and  to  be  printed. 
[BiU  153.] 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     (SCOTLAND) 
ACT  (1894)  AMENDMENT  (No.  2). 

Bill  to  make  further  provision  for 
parish  councils  in  Scotland  borrowing  for 
the  purpose 'of  providing  public  offices, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Captain 
Sinclair,  Mr.  Baird,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Sir 
Thomas  Gibson-Carmichael,  Mr.  Parker 
Smith,  Mr.  Renshaw,  and  Mr.  Wylie. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     (SCOTLAND) 
ACT  (18W)  AMENDMENT  (No.  2)  BILL. 

"  To  make  further  provision  for  parish 
councils  in  Scotland  borrowing  for  the 
pnipose  of  providing  public  offices,"  pre- 
seQted,  and  read  for  the  first  time ;  to  be 
read  a  second  time  upon  Thursday,  10th 
May,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  154.] 

liDUCATION   (SCHOOL    ATTENDANCE) 
(SCOTLAND). 

Bill  to  regulate  the  attendance  of  chil- 
dren at  school  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Captain  Sinclair,  Mr.  Bir- 
rell,  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Crombie,  Colonel 
Denny,  Mr.  Parker  Smith,  and  Mr. 
Robert  Wallace. 

EDUCATION   (SCHOOL    ATTENDANCE) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

"  To  regulate  the  attendance  of  children 
at  school  in  Scotland,''  presented,  and 
read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Thursday,  10th  May,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  155.] 


Bill 
WAYS   AND  MEANS. 
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♦The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  There  is  a  general  under- 
standing that  the  Committee  stage  of  the 
Finance  Bill  shall  be  resumed  to-day  ;  but 
last  evening  there  were  one  or  two  points 
brought  before  me  on  which  I  thought  it 
would  be  necessary  to  add  some  clauses  to 
the  Bill.  I  therefore  put  down  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  as  the 
first  order  of  the  day  in  the  belief 
that  the  preliminary  resolutions  relating 
to  these  matters  might  occupy  a  few 
minutes  before  going  into  Committee. 
But  I  find  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
King's  Lynn,  acting  in  a  manner  for 
which  there  is  hardly  a  precedent,  has 
placed  on  the  Paper  a  motion  on  going 
into  Committee;  and  when  once  a  dis- 
cussion of  that  kind  begins  it  is  im- 
possible to  say  how  long  it  may  go  on. 
In  these  circumstances  I  propose  the  post- 
ponement of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  until  to-morrow,  and  that  the 
House  should  proceed  at  once  with  the 
Committee  stage  of  the  Finance  Bill. 

Committee  deferred  till  to-morrow. 


FINANCE  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  John  Elus,  Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe,  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  4  : — 

♦Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.)  aiid 
his  object  in  opposing  this  clause  was  to 
save  Ireland  from  the  very  heavy  tax 
which  was  imposed  by  it.  The  clause 
hit  at  two  classes  of  Irishmen — the  manu- 
facturer and  the  consumer ;  and  the 
j  amount  of  the  tax  made  it  very  difficult 
I  to  get  at  the  consumer  otherwise  than  by 
a  reduction  in  the  quality  of  the  material 
supplied  to  him.  Now  one  of  the  causes 
of  much  evil  in  Ireland  was  the  supply  of 
\  bad  and  inferior  drink,  and,  as  a  total 
abstainer  himself,  he  considered  it  very 
reprehensible  that  any  temptation  should 
be  placed  in  the  way  of  either  the 
manufacturer  or  the  retailer  to  supply 
the  public  with  drink  of  an  inferior 
quality.  But  they  were  forced  either  to 
reduce  the  quality  of  the  liquor  they  sold 
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or  to  raise  the  price  of  the  article,  and  the 
latter  alternative  was  scarcely  possible, 
seeing  that  the  added  tax  was  not  suffi- 
ciently large  to  enable  it  to  be  charged 
against  the  individual  consumer  unless 
they  themselves  made  a  huge  profit  out 
of  the  transaction  without  the  State  deriv- 
ing any  advantage  whatsoever.  Their  con- 
tention was  tnat  the  tax  should 
not  be  put  on  Ireland  at  all. 
They  objected,  in  fact,  to  all  taxes 
raised  for  the  prosecution  of  the  war, 
because  they  were  opposed  to  the  war 
itself.  They  objected,  further,  in  a  parti- 
cular manner  to  a  tax  which  struck  at  an 
Irish  industry.  They  had  some  of  the 
largest  and  best  known  breweries  in  the 
world  in  Ireland,  and  they  did  not  know 
what  might  be  the  effect  upon  them.  But 
they  had  reason  to  fear  that  effect  when 
they  remembered  how  in  former  days, 
when  the  spirit  tax  was  increased,  the 
number  of  distilleries  in  Ireland  was 
reduced  at  one  swoop  from  ninety-one  to 
twenty-nine,  thereby  depriving  a  large 
number  of  people  of  employment.  By 
inflicting  these  taxes,  therefore,  they 
struck  at  the  very  poorest  of  the  people, 
they  forced  them  to  seek  employment 
elsewhere,  and,  as  there  was  no  other  place 
for  them  to  go  to  in  Ireland,  they  had 
to  migrate  either  to  England  or  America. 
There  was  reason  to  fear,  too,  that  an- 
other effect  of  this  tax  would  be  to  place 
the  manufactories  of  Ireland  in  the  hands 
of  the  larger  companies  and  the  richer 
people,  and  to  create  monopolies,  which 
were  bad  for  any  trade.  There  were  a 
number  of  small  thriving  breweries 
scattered  throughout  the  country,  which 
gave  a  great  deal  of  employment  to  the 
people,  and  it  had  been  calculated 
by  those  conversant  with  the  facts 
that  this  tax  would  sweep  away 
a  very  large  proportion  of  these 
breweries,  by"  depriving  them  of  the  pro- 
fits they  now  made,  and  rendering  it 
impossible  to  keep  them  going. 
Although  their  protest  against  this  tax 
might  be  vain  and  ineffective,  it  was  their 
duty,  as  the  representatives  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  Irish  people,  to  OQ)ose 
every  clause  of  the  Finance  Bill.  They 
believed  that  their  country  was  already 
over-taxed,  and  these  new  proposals 
would  add  greatly  to  the  disproportion  of 
Imperial  taxation  which  Irishmen  were 
made  to  bear.  The  present  proposal 
would  impose  a  charge  of  £150,000  per 
annum  upon  their  country,  and  it  had 
Mr,  Hayden, 


been  calculated  that  a  shilling  per  band 
upon  beer  would  bring  jn  about 
£116,000. 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  KX- 
CHEQUER  ^ir  M.  Hicks  Bkach, 
!  Bristol,  W.) :  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
will  allow  me  to  intervene  to  point  out 
that  he  has  mistaken  the  clause.  This 
one  does  not  particularly  affect  Ireland, 
as  there  is  hardly  any  beer  imported  into 
that  country ;  indeed,  it  would  be  against 
the  advantage  of  Ireland  to  omit  the 
clause. 

I  Mr.  hayden  thanked  the  right  hon. 
I  Gentleman  for  his  intervention,  and  sud 
I  he  would  not  now  move  his  Amendment 
;  He  hoped  he  would  still  retain  his  right 
;  to  move  it  at  a  later  stage. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN:  Of  course,  the 
hon.  Member  will  have  the  right  to  move 
any  Amendment  which  is  in  order.  As 
no  Amendment  has  been  moved  to  this 
clause  I  have  simply  to  put  the  question 
"  that  Clause  4  stand  part  of  the  BiU.'* 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6 : — 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork  County,  N.)  said  his 
hon.  friend  would  soon  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  re-stating  the  very  ooj^t 
arguments  which  he  had  been  submitting, 
as  he  did  not  propose  to  occupy  much  time 
in  stating  the  grounds  for  his  opposition 
to  this  clause.  They  were,  of  course, 
opposed  to  all  increases  of  taxation,  and 
they  were  specially  opposed  to  added 
duties  upon  commodities  which  were 
articles  of  common  consumption  in 
Ireland.  He  feared  that  the  duty  would 
have  disastrous  effects  upon  the  general 
body  of  Irish  taxpayers,  and  also  upon 
their  exports.  The  present  ^^bmM 
imposed  a  duty  of  one  shilling  upon 
every  thirty-six  gallons  of  beer.  But 
beer  was  being  more  and  more  con- 
sumed by  the  working  classes  of 
;  the  country,  and  hence  it  was  that  Irish 
I  working  men,  the  great  bulk  of  whom 
i  were  opposed  to  the  war,  would  have  to 
bear  a  considerable  proportion  of  the 
;  burden.  None  of  them  desired  to  give 
{  further  facilities  for  heavy  drinking  in 
Ireland,  but  they  must  take  things  as 
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they  found  them,  and  surely  they  ought 
not  to  unduly  tax  a  man  because  he 
4dio8e  beer  for  his  beverage.  Undoubtedly 
it  was  the  working-class  population  which 
would  be  penalised  by  this  tax,  and  he 
^erefore  moved  the  Amendment  stand- 
ing in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  4,  line  13,  to  leave  out  the  words 
'  the  United  Kingdom,'  and  insert  the  words 
"Great  Britain'  instead  thereof."— (ATr. 
Fiynn.) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  the  words 
*  the  United  Kingdom '  stand  part  of  the 
dause.'' 

Mr.  HAYDEN  :  I  will  not  trouble  the 
Committee  by  repeating  my  arguments. 
WJbtt  I  want  to  point  out  is  that  this  Bill 
adds  £150,000  to  the  taxation  of  Ireland, 
<rf  which  about  £118,000  will  be  paid  by 
the  consimiers  of  beer  in  that  country 
and  £130,000  by  the  exporters  of  beer. 
We  consider  this  tax  an  unjust  addition 
to  the  burdens  of  our  country.  We  also 
consider  that  it  is  unjust  that  we  should 
have  to  bear  any  portion  of  the  cost  of  a 
war  which  we  are  not  in  favour  of,  and 
which  we  have  always  protested  against. 
The  amount  of  taxation  involved  is  very 
unfair  to  Ireland  because  it  dues  not  take 
into  consideration  many  things  which  we 
tiiink  ought  to  be  considered  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  One  thing 
which  I  would  like  to  urge  most  strongly, 
is  the  fact  that  this  tax  does  not  really 
come  upon  the  mass  of  the  consumers, 
except  by  a  method  which  is  to  be  con- 
demned in  the  strongest  manner  possible, 
and  that  is  by  the  reduction  of  the  quality 
of  alcoholic  arink.  I  think  it  is  regret- 
table that  in  Ireland  or  in  any  other 
country,  so  much  alcohol  should  be 
consumed.  I  do  not  agree,  however,  that 
there  is  more  drink  consumed  in  Ireland 
than  in  other  coimtries.  The  greatest 
evil  is  the  bad  drink  which  people  some- 
times get.  There  are  two  ways  in  which  j 
the  trade  can  get  back  this  tax ;  one  is 
by  insisting  that  the  price  must  be  I 
very  high,  or  by  reducing  the  quality  and  • 
givmg  the  people  very  bad  beer.  I  i 
think  this  .may  be  one  of  the  effects  in  j 
England  and  Ireland  of  the  proposal  of  ; 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  For  i 
tins  and  other  reasons  I  strongly  object  | 
to  this  proposal,  and  I  hope  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  will  make  some 


statement,  which  will  show  us  how  this 
tax  can  be  placed  upon  the  shoulders  o 
the  people  by  some  other  means.  In  his 
Budget  speech  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer stated  that  he  considered  it  right 
in  all  these  proposals  to  make  every 
class  in  the  cognmunity  contribute  accord- 
ing to  their  means  to  the  taxes  which  the 
war  involves.  I  hope  he  will  be  able  to 
show  us  by  what  means,  otherwise  than 
by  taking  an  inferior  drink,  the  mass  of 
the  people  who  consume  drink  can  pay 
any  portion  of  this  tax,  because  one 
shilling  per  barrel  of  thirty-six  gallons 
cannot  be  divided  up  into  any  coin  of 
the  realm  upon  quarts,  pints,  half-pinte, 
or  glasses.  I  think  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  gone  a  little  further  and 
placed  a  higher  tax  upon  us  in  that 
respect,  it  would  have  been  fairer  to  Ire- 
land. Not  only  has  this  proposal  a  ten- 
dency to  palm  bad  material  upon  the 
people,  but  it  is  calculated  to  cripple  some 
of  our  smaller  breweries  and  place  the 
trade  in  the  hands  of  monopolists. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
I  do  not  intend  to  enter  into  details  upon 
this  question,  because  I  heard  your  pre- 
decessor in  the  chair  rule  that  as  the 
question  had  been  previously  discussed 
upon  the  tea  duty  it  should  not  be 
renewed  upon  any  other  part  of  the  Bill. 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  make  two 
remarKs  in  answer  to  some  observations 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
yesterday.  He  said  that  the  arrangement 
of  1816,  by  which  equal  taxation  with 
England  was  imposed  upon  Ireland,  was 
assented  to  by  the  Irish  representatives. 
I  wish  to  say  that  there  was  no  assent  of 
the  kind  given. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  is  opening  up  a  ques- 
tion which  will  not  be  in  order. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  I  wish  simply  to  con- 
fine myself  to  a  protest.  From  1816 
down  to  the  time  when  the  taxes  were 
equalised  a  continual  protest  was  uttered 
on  behalf  of  Ireland,  even  by  some  of 
the  Conservative  Members.  As  to  this 
particular  tax  I  conceive  that  there  is  a 
special  reason  why  Ireland  should  be 
exempted  under  the  beer  duty.  I  think 
it  is  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the 
system  of  conducting  public  house  busi- 
ness differs  entirely  in  the  two  counti-ies. 
In  England  there  exists  what  is  known 
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almost  universally  as  the  tied  house 
system,  and  we  all  know  what  that  means. 
It  means  that  the  big  brewers  really  own 
the  houses  in  which  their  beer  is  sold.  I 
do  not  profess  to  understand  how  that 
can  be,  because  in  Ireland  the  law  is  that 
the  resident  manager  of  the  public  house 
is  the  person  who  is  responsible  for  the 
sale  of  drink,  and  he  must  be  the  legal 
owner  of  the  establishment.  He  must 
have  a  beneficial  interest  in  it,  and  the 
fact  that  he  has  an  interest  in  it  and  owns 
the  lease  has  to  be  proved  before  he  gets 
the  license  in  his  own  name.  That 
is  the  security  demanded  by  the 
tribunal  which  gives  the  licence,  so  that 
the  public-house  will  be  properly  con- 
ducted. The  law  may  be  different  in 
England — in  fact,  it  must  be,  when  you 
have  the  nominees  and  representatives  of 
the  big  brewers  managing  all  these  public- 
houses.  The  managers  of  these  public- 
houses  in  England  do  not  bear  any  part 
of  the  cost  which  may  be  involved  in  an 
increase  of  taxation.  The  real  owners 
who  supply  the  beer  and  manufacture  it 
are  the  great  firms,  and  they  are  the 
people  who  really  bear  any  burden  in- 
volved in  any  increase  of  taxation  which 
cannot  be  got  out  of  the  consumer.  In 
Ireland  the  state  of  things  is  entirely 
different,  for  when  a  man  applies  for  a 
public-house  licence  he  must  produce  in 
the  court  his  lease  of  the  place.  He  must 
also  show  that  he  has  paid  a  substantial 
sum  of  money  for  it,  and  that  it  is  a  real 
bargain  and  sale;  also  that  he  has  in- 
vested his  own  money  in  it.  It  is  very 
often  a  source  of  complaint  and  almost  a 
reason  for  refusing  the  licence  that  the 
man  has  borrowed  the  money  almost  to 
the  last  penny  from  bankers  or  from 
private  friends.  The  fact  remains  that 
he  has  to  produce  his  lease  showing  that 
he  has  acquired  the  public-house  in  a 
legal  manner,  and  prove  that  he  has  paid 
a  substantial  price  for  the  property. 
That  is  the  guarantee  with  which 
he  comes  to  the  court,  that  ho 
will  himself  conduct  the  business 
properly.  The  consequence  of  all  this  is 
that  the  brewer  in  England  bears  the 
burden  of  additional  taxation  on  beer, 
while  in  Ireland  it  is  not  only  a  poorer 
class  but  a  larger  class  who  have  to  bear 
the  burden.  I  know  that  there  is  a  good 
deal  of  odium  cast  upon  the  trade,  and 
while  I  admire  the  efforts  and  sincerity 
of  those  who  work  in  the  cause  of  tem- 
perance, a  great  many  of  their  attacks  on 
Mr,  Clancy, 


!  the  trade  I  regard  as  little  short  of  hypo- 
I  crisy.     These  owners  of  public  houses  in 
I  Ireland  are  very  closely  watched,  and  the 
1  law  is  very  stringent  in  regard  to  theoL 
;  I  believe  they  are  more  closely  watdied 
I  in  Ireland  by  the  constabulary  and  die 
i  metropolitan  police  in  Dublin  than  anj- 
I  where  in  England.      As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  I  believe  it  to  be  true  that  the  grett 
majority   of  these  public  house  0¥men, 
I  who  are  carrying  on  a  business  which  is 
I  recognised  by  the  law,  have  been  falsely 
!  accused  of  many  abuses  with  which  ther 
I  had  nothing  to  do.     The  result,  neverthe- 
I  less,  is  that  they  are  treated  in  the  same 
I  way  as  if  they  were  millionaires  who 
I  brew  the  beer  in  England,  or  as  if  they 
I  were  Guinnesses  in  Ireland.     I  think  it  ii 
I  very  unfair  to  take  advantage  of  an  odium 
I  unjustly    created    to    fix  burdens   upoa 
I  publicans  that  they  would  not  have  beeo 
I  obliged  to  bear  if  they  were  canring  on 
I  their  business  in  England.  That  differenee 
'  is,    I  think,   a  very  strong  ground  for 
i  treating  Ireland  in  a  different   way  to 
;  England.     In  addition  to  this,  it  is  a  &et 
I  that  Ireland  is  a  poorer  country,  and  yoa 
;  cannot  take  money  out  of  the  pockets  of 
I  the    publicans    of   Ireland    without  im- 
I  poverishing  the  country  to  a  greater  ex- 
I  tent  than  you  do  if  you  take  it  oat  of 
I  the  pockets  of  the  same  class  in  England. 
i  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  quoted 
!  figures  to  show  that  savings  bank  depositi 
I  had  increased,  and  so  on.     I  have  been 
I  listening  to  that  sort  of  thing  ever  since  I 
I  entered  public  life,  and  I  am  amused  by 
I  its  vitality.  I  can  remember  when  the  late 
;  Lord  Carlisle,  thirty  years  ago,  went  aboat 
;  the  country    boasting  that  a  few  more 
\  cattle  had  been  exported  from  Irelaiid^ 
;  and  that  the  country  was  abounding  in 
I  wealth.     Shortly  afterwards  there  was  a 
!  famine,  and  several  other  famines  have 
I  occurred  since  then.     For  all  these  reasons 
;  I  think  there   is  a  strong  case,  apart  alto- 
I  gether  from  the  obligations  imposed  by 
;  the  Act  of  Union,  for  treating  Ireland  as  a 
I  separate  country,  and  for  exempting  her 
I  from  this  tax. 

I    ♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  I  hope  the 

'  hon.  Member  who    moved  to  onut  Ire- 

;  land  from  this  clause  will  forgive  me  if  I 

i  do  not  enter  at  length  into  his  arguments. 

;  It  seems  to    me  that  whatever  cause  of 

I  complaint    hon.  Members    from  Irelaiid 

may  have  with  regard  to  tea  and  tobacco^ 

it  absolutely  disappears  when  we  come  to 

the  question  of  beer,  because  there  is  no 
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doubt  whatever  that  the  great  bulk  of 
this  tax  will  fall  either  on  the  brewers  or 
the  oonsumers  in  Great  Britain  rather 
than  in  Ireland.  As  far  as  I  can  judge, 
out  of  £1,750,000,  the  total  amount  of  this 
tax,  something  less  than  £110,000  will 
fall  on  Ireland.  That  is  not  by  any 
means  a  large  proportion  ;  in  fact,  it  is  a 
amall  proportion.  But  the  hon .  Member 
for  South  Roscommon  suggested  that 
this  tax  would  interfere  with  the  great 
Irish  industry  known  as  Guinness's 
Brewery.  I  fancy  none  of  the  share- 
holders of  that  admirable  concern  will  be 
much  affected. 

Mr.  HAYDEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  misunderstood  me.  I  did 
not  suggest  that  this  tax  would  interfere 
with  a  business  like  Guinness's,  but  I  did 
mijiSgeet  it  would  interfere  with  small 
provincial  brewers  throughout  the 
country,  and  place  the  trade  in  the  hands 
of  Guinness. 

•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  Then  I  am 
afraid  the  hon.  Member  is  rather  contra- 
dicted by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Dublin,  because  his  argument  was  that 
while  the  brewers  in  England  miffht  bear 
the  tax, the  brewers  in  Ireland  would  throw 
it  on  the  publicans,  owing  to  the  different 
system  existing  in  that  country.  It  is 
very  difficult  to  say  precisely  in  what  way 
an  indirect  tax  will  reach  the  consumer. 
My  belief  is  that  this  tax  will  ultimately 
oome  to  the  consumer,  somehow  or 
other.  It  may  be  in  some  cases  by 
the  addition  of  a  little  water,  which 
may  not  be  a  bad  thing  for  the 
consumer,  but  which  certainly  would  be  a 
bad  thing  for  the  Exchequer.  I  hope 
that  hon.  Gentlemen,  even  from  Ireland, 
will  see  that,  having  imposed  additional 
taxation  on  alcohol,  I  am  bound  to  tax 
beer  more  heavily  than  spirits  because 
beer  is  at  present  more  lightly  taxed  than 
spirits.  We  could  not  have  done  any> 
thing  with  regard  to  existing  indirect 
taxation  which  would  have  affected 
Ireland  less  than  this  tax  on  beer. 

Mr.  DALY  (Monaghan,  S.) :  I 
approach  the  question  from  a  different 
standpoint  to  that  of  my  hon.  friends. 
My  riew  is  that  this  tax  will  be  an  injury 
to  the  barley  growers  of  Ireland,  and  that 
worse  material  will  be  put  into  beer  and 
stout  in  Ireland.  The  majority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  are  farmers,  not  like  the 


people  of  this  country,  who  have  large 
industries  and  manufactures  to  depend  on. 
In  a  ^reat  many  counties  in  Ireland  the 
best  barley  in  the  world  is  grown,  and 
this  increase  in  the  tax  on  beer  may  cause 
the  brewers  of  Ireland  to  purchase  their 
barley  in  foreign  countries.  That  would 
be  a  deplorable  state  of  things,  especially 
from  the  farmers'  point  of  view.  Even 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
admits  that  this  tax  will  come  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  consumers,  and  he 
makes  light  of  the  water  that  will  be 
added  to  beer.  I  object  to  this  tax  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  farmers,  who  may 
be  injured  by  it,  and  also  because  it  is 
for  the  purposes  of  a  war  with  which  the 
people  of  Ireland  have  no  sympathy,  and 
which  they  regard  as  unjust.  1  hope 
my  hon.  friend  will  proceed  to  a 
division. 

Dr.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W.) :  I  protest 
against  this  tax  on  different  grounds  from 
my  hon.  friends.  I  object  to  it  because 
it  is  opposed  to  the  terms  of  the  Act  of 
Union.  I  admit  beer  is  a  commodity 
pretty  heavily  taxed  in  this  country,  and 
not  without  reason.  For  instance,  if 
the  House  of  Lords  became  fos- 
silised you  would  simply  turn  on 
the  beer  tap  to  obtain  members. 
I  never  had  the  pleasure  of  holding  a 
post-mortem  on  a  noble  Lord,  but  I 
believe  the  colour  of  his  blood  is  different 
from  that  of  a  Commoner.  In  forty 
years  we  have  lost  in  Ireland  more  than 
a  million  in  population,  and  during  the 
same  period  our  taxes  have  increased  by 
more  than  a  million  sterling.  Where 
then  does  the  Act  of  Union  come  in  t 
You  broke  the  treaty  you  signed  in  the 
Transvaal  in  1857,  having  been  put  on 
the  scent,  when  a  country m-<n  of  mine — 
O'Reilly — found  a  pebble  which  turned 
out  to  be  a  diamond,  and  which  he  sold 
for  £500.  You  now  ignore  the  treaty 
with  Ireland,  and  treat  it  merely  as  a 
district  of  England,  whereas  it  is  in  a 
different  position  altogether.  On  those 
grounds  I  protest  strongly  against  this 
tax. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clare, 
K):  I  have  heard  with  the  utmost 
astonishment  the  statement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  an  attempt  would  in 
all  probability  be  made  to  evade  this  tax 
by  the  addition  of  water  to  beer.   Coming 
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from  any  person  any  jjuggestioa  of  that 
kind  is,  in  my  opinion,  most  andesirabk, 
to  say  the  least  of  it ;  but  coming  from 
such  a  high  authority  as  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  I  think  it  is  perfectly 
astounding.  The  retailers  of  beer 
are  a  class  who  will  probably  take  the 
hint,  and  the  result  will  be  that  the 
people  will  not  only  have  to  pay  a  greater 
price  for  their  beer,  but  they  w^ilt  probably 
get  their  beer  watered  down.  That  would 
be  moat  undesirable^  and  I  for  one  am 
perfectly  astonished  that  such  a  statement 
should  have  been  made  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer*  I  protest  against  the 
inclusion  of  Ireland  in  this  increased 
taxation,  because  I  think  Ireland  ought 
not  to  l>ear  increased  taxation  at  all  On 
the  other  hand^  I  w^otild  feel  very  much 
inclined  to  argue  that  if  taxation  is  to  l>e 
put  on  Ireland  and  England  it  would  be 
a  much  fairer  thing  to  put  a  greater  Ux 
on  beer,  and  not  increase  the  tax  on 
whisky  at  all,  because  whereas  abcjut  half 
the  quantity  of  beer  perheiKl  is  consumed 
in  Ireland  that  is  consumed  in  England, 
the  consumption  of  whisky  per  head  is 
about  the  same,  and,  of  course,  Eiigland 
is  the  larger  and  the  richer  coun- 
try, and  beer  is  the  national  drink. 
That  being  so,  it  would  be  infinitely  fairer 
to  put  2s,  extra  on  beer^  and  not  to  in- 
crease the  tax  on  whisk}^  at  all  I  agree 
with  my  hon.  friend  who  desires  to 
exclude  Ireland  altogether,  because  I 
think  the  inclusion  of  Ireland  is  most 
unfair ;  but  the  beer  tax  will  not  aftect 
the  Irish  people  as  much  as  the  tax  on 
whisky.  Beer  is  manufactured  mostly  in 
England,  and  I  say  that  you  ought  in 
common  fairness  to  make  the  people  of 
this  country  pay  in  something  like  a  fair 
proportion  towards  the  cost  of  the  war. 
An  increase  of  only  a  shilling  a  barrel 
upon  beer  is  altogether  unfair  in  propor- 
tion to  the  taxation  you  are  putting  on 
whisky.  I  say  that  sixpence  additional 
on  every  gallon  of  whisky  weighs  infi- 
nitely heavier  upon  Ireland  than  the 
extra  one  shilling  a  barrel  on  beer  upon 
England,  For  that  reason  I  think  the 
proposal  is  in  itself  unfair.  I  regret  at 
all  times,  Mr,  Ellis,  to  use  any  language 
which  may  not  be  strictly  Parliamentary, 
and  I  always  try  to  avoid  it,  especially 
when  we  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you 
in  the  chair  ;  but  I  really  do  say  that  I 
find  it  quite  impossible  to  characterise  in 
language  w^hich  would  Vie  considered 
Parliamentary    the    atti-smpt  which    has 

Mi\  IVillmm  liHlmmuL 


I  been  made  to   make  the  Iriah  peo^i 

and     the     very    poorest    of    th«    Iriit 

!  people  —  pay     a     larger      contributioi) 

towarfls     the     expenses     of      the     ww. 

I  It  is  the  most  unjust,  the  most   uolnir, 

and  the  meanest  proposition  that  ever  mu 

I  made   at  any  time  by  any  ChanceUor  oi 

I  the   Exchequer.     This  war  is  to  co9t 

]  enormous  amount  of  money,   and  to 

1  every  unfortunate  Irishman    who  takes 

I  glass  of  stout  or  beer  with  his  dinner  or 

;  his   supper    in    the    eveidng,    and  nuke 

that   man  pay   towards   the   expenses  d 

i  your    enormous  army   of  a  quarter  of  i 

million   of   men   in    8outh    Africa,  ia  a 

most  unjust  and  iniquitous  propose].    In 

re^rd  to  the    increased  tax  on  beer,  I 

!  thmk    the  same  thing   applies    to  it  i* 

applied  to  the  increased  taxes  on  other 

commodities.      It  seems  as  if  the  Chuh 

eel  lor  of  the  Exchequer  had  singled  out 

all   those  things    that  are  neceasari»  uf 

life   for  tiixation.      There  are  a  vari«l 

of  things  that  might  l>e  taxed  in   Ire! 

which  I  believe  w^oiild  have  realised 

money  the  right  hon.   Gentleman   wanl 

but  he  makes  no  such  proposition.    Theft 

is   no  proposition  to  tax  champagne  or 

the  expensive  wines  that  are  consiuiid 

by  rich  people. 


m  uf 
ri«taJ 

aii(H 


*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  1  increwed 

the   duty  on  champagne  and    expefksiFi* 
wines  last  year. 


on 


Mb     WILLIAM    REDMOND!   Y( 

but  I  think  you  ought  to  put  even  more 
extm  taxation  on  them  this  year.  If  it 
were  found  necessary  Ijy  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  propose  an  additionul 
tax  on  ex:peusive  wines  last  yetf, 
w*hen  the  whole  world  was  b 
a  state  of  peace,  there  is  an 
additional  reason  for  putting  on 
an  additional  tax  upon  expensive  drin! 
now,  when  money  has  to  be  raised  for 
war.  The  gentlemen  in  this  ceuntry  *,  ^ 
drink  their  bottle  of  champagne  are  quite 
indifferent  as  to  how^  long  the  war  wiU 
last,  for  it  will  not  cost  them  any  more 
for  their  bottle  of  champagne  ;  but  the 
unfortunate  coal  porter  who  works  all  dij 
on  the  quays  of  Dublin  will  find,  whea  be 
gets  his  half-pint  of  stout,  that  he  hm  ^ 

r\y  an  additional  halfpenny  for  it.    Nr"" 
ask  any  impartial  man,  is  that  jusi 
is  it  fairplay  I     Is  that  laying  with  e<| 
hand  an  equal  burden  of  taxation  on 
classes  according  to  their  means  of  bear- 
ing taxation  ?     It   is  not.    And  it  ts  addi 
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tionaUy  unfair  when  it  a^,,  s  to  Ireland. 
[Laughter.]  Hon.  (}entlemv.ii  opposite 
are  amused  at  that ;  but  I  maintain  that 
we  are  entitled  to  say  that  this  taxation  is 
additionally  unfair  on  Ireland,  and  I 
could  prove  that  without  the  slightest 
toouble  if  you,  Mr.  Ellis,  would  allow  me 
to  do  so  by  going  into  the  question  of  the 
flnancial  relations  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland.  It  is  within  the  knowledge  of 
everjr  Member  of  the  House,  and  of  the 
outside  public,  that  there  are  special  cir- 
oimatances  in  connection  with  the  taxa- 
tion of  Ireland  for  Imperial  purposes 
which  justify  me  in  saying  in  spite  of  the 
laughter  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
that  this  tax,  which  falls  hardly 
on  the  poor  people  of  Great 
Britain,  falls  with  additional  hardship 
on  the  poor  people  of  Ireland.  I  wish  to 
■ay  no  more  than  I  have  said,  because  I 
know  that  I  could  not  influence  the 
ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  I  con- 
clude by  referring  to  his  original  astound- 
ing suggestion  that  this  extra  taxation 
would  be  met  by  the  people  having  their 
beer  watered.  The  Insh  people  are 
pretty  good  judges,  and  know  whether 
their  beer  is  watered  or  not ;  but  if  the 
people  of  this  country  get  their  beer 
watered  it  will  serve  them  right,  because 
they  have  allowed  this  country  and  the 
Government  to  drift  into  this  most 
disastrous,  unjust,  and  expensive  war  in 
South  Africa. 

BlR.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) : 
I  wish,  in  a  very  few  words,  to  enter  my 

Eotest  against  this  beer  tax.  This  tax 
ts  my  constituency  in  a  peculiar  way, 
because  Kilkenny,  famous  in  many  other 
respects,  has  been  specially  famous  for  the 
exoellent  quality  of  its  beer.  There  are 
two  or  three  breweries  in  the  city,  and,  in 
faot^  they  afford  the  only  means  of  em- 
ployment in  the  city,  so  that  not  only  are 
the  poor  people  who  drink  beer  but  the 
industry  itself  is  hit  by  this  extra  tax  on 
beer.  It  is  an  extiuordinary  thing  that  the 
ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer  should  have 
selected  the  Irish  people  to  bear  this  extra 
tax  to  pay  the  expenses  of  a  war  with 
which,  it  is  notorious,  they  have  no  sym- 
pathy. The  people  of  Ireland  have 
demonstrated  their  opinion  against  the 
war,  and  I  believe  it  is  certain  that  if  the 
masses  of  the^people  of  this  country  were 
only  allowed  to  exercise  their  right  of  free 
speech  they  also  would  pronounce  against 
the   war.    The   Chancellor    of    the  Ex- 


chequer, speaking  on  the  proposed  in- 
crease of  the  tax  on  tea,  said  that  the 
laige  mass  of  the  people  of  the  country 
should  be  asked  to  contribute  to  the  ex- 
penses of  the  war  as  well  as  the  classes.  I 
denv  that  entirely.  I  say  that  the  masses 
of  the  people  haa  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  instigating  the  war,  and  that  they 
are  already  contributing  most  to  it. 
They  are  contributing  the  fighting 
material  and  the  blood  which  is  being 
wasted  in  the  war.  The  least  that  the 
wealthy  magnates  who  got  up  the  war  can 
do  is  to  contribute  the  money  to  pay  for 
it.  My  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  East 
Clare  mentioned  champagne.  I  think  the 
people  who  indulge  in  champagne  in  glori- 
fication of  the  war  should  pay  for  it.  The 
prime  mover  in  the  war,  Mr.  Cecil 
Rhodes,  laid  in  a  great  store  of 
champagne  at  Kimberley,  and  allowed 
the  masses  of  the  people  who  were 
in  the  Army  to  lose  their  lives  for 
his  honour  and  glory.  It  is  absurd  to 
say  that  you  should  tax  tea  and  beer, 
which  are  the  necessaries  of  life  of  the 
poor,  in  order  to  make  them  contribute  to 
the  cost  of  the  war,  when  they  are  already 
giving  their  lives,  or  the  lives  of  their 
breadwinners,  to  the  war.  I  think  every 
hon.  Member  who  claims  to  represent  the 
masses  of  the  people  is  bound  to  protest 
against  this  new  tax  on  beer.  So  far  as 
my  constituents  are  concerned,  it  is  a  very 
serious  matter,  because  of  the  reasons  I 
have  given.  The  beer  industry  in  Kil- 
kenny is  the  only  industry  in  that  city. 
Before  the  Union  was  brought  about 

♦The  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order  !  The 
hon.  Member  is  wandering  considerably 
from  the  Amendment  before  the  House. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN:  Am  I  not 
entitled,  Mr.  Ellis,  to  refer  to  the  fact 
that  my  constituency  may  be  brought  to 
ruin  by  this  tax  ?  Before  the  Union  Kil- 
kenny was  a  city  of  wealth,  with  a  popu- 
lation four  times  the  number  it  has  now. 
And  is  this  diminished  population  to  be 
overtaxed  again  1  I  snail,  of  course, 
vote  against  the  imposition  of  this  tax. 

Mr.  EDWARD  BARRY  (Cork  Co., 
S.) :  As  another  Irish  Member,  I  rise 
to  protest  against  this  increased  taxation. 
If  this  tax  is  imposed  on  porter  in  Ireland 
the  direct  efiect  will  be  that  all  the  small 
breweries  will  be  absorbed  by  the  larger, 
and  that  I  would  regret.     On  the  sea  side 
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of  my  constituency  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  barley  grown,  and  the  growers  have  a 
ready  market  for  their  produce  at  the 
local  brewery.  This  tax  must  fall  upon 
the  brewer,  who  is  the  only  one  who  can 
pay  it,  for  the  margin  of  profit  on  the 
sale  of  the  barley  is  already  too  low,  and 
the  growers  would  not  be  able  to  con- 
tribute to  it.  I  have  no  knowledge  of 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty 
to  visit  South  Cork,  but  if  it  is  her  inten- 
tion so  to  do  I  am  afraid  the  ardour  of 
the  people  who  will  drink  her  health  will 
be  damped  if  they  know  that  in  so  doing 
they  are  also  providing  sinews  for  a  war 
against  which  they  have  protested,  and 
in  the  policy  of  which  they  do  not  believe. 
On  those  grounds  I  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  friend. 

*Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.)  was  opposed 
to  the  extra  duty  of  a  shilling  a  barrel  on 
l)eer.  From  long  experience,  lx)th  in  this 
country  and  America,  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  more  the  legislation  in 
the  cause  of  temperance  and  the  higher  the 
tax  put  upon  certain  articles  the  greater 
became  the  ardour  of  the  people  to  pos- 
sess those  articles,  even  to  the  extent  of 
breaking  the  law.  Hon.  Members  would 
find,  if  they  carried  their  recollections 
back,  that  in  spite  of  all  the  temperance 
measures  passed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  consumption  of  drink  per 
head  had  largely  increased.  In  1879  it 
amounted  to  £3  10s.  per  head,  and  in 
1898  it  had  increased  to  £3  16s.  By 
increasing  this  duty  the  Government  were 
not  only  not  assisting  temperance  reform. 


but  thev  were  lajring  a  very  heavy  burdn 
upon  the  poor  men.  After  a  varied 
experience  in  America,  where  the  abflt 
t/ion  of  drink  was  carried  by  the  voU  d 
the  people  in  some  States 

♦The  chairman  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Member  must  confine  his  remarb 
to  the  question  before  the  Houfie^  whick 
is  the  omission  of  Ireland  from  tUi 
particular  increase  of  duty. 

♦Mr.  flavin  said  in  putting  this  tu 
on  beer  the  Government  was  not  00I7 
doing  an  injustice  to  the  working  man  of 
Great  Britain,  but  a  greater  injostioe  (0 
his  fellow  in  Ireland,  whose  levenoa 
would  not  compare  with  that  of  the  work- 
ing man  of  Great  Britain.  The  impoo- 
tion  of  the  tax  would  also  dislocate  and 
demoralise  the  small  brewing  industria 
in  Ireland.  In  conclusion,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  pointed  out  that  it  was  numi- 
festly  unfair  that  Ireland  should  be  eoD- 
pelled  to  contribute  to  a  tax  with  the 
reason  for  which  they  did  not  agneL 
Already  in  his  opinion  more  duties  wen 
imposed  than  were  sufficient  to  meet  anj 
emergency,  but  Ireland  had  from  begin- 
ning to  end  disagreed  with  the  war 
policy,  and  had  consistently  condemned 
it,  and  now  the  Irish  representatmi 
could  only  protest  against  the  tax  of  ont 
shilling  per  barrel  on  beer  both  with  their 
voices  and  their  votes. 

Question  put. 

The   Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  261 ; 
Noes,  40.     (Division  List  No.  84.) 
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♦Sir  CUTHBERT  QUILTER  (SuflFoIk,  I 
Sudbury) :  In  rising  to  support  the  I 
Amendment  which  stands  first  in  my  name  j 
I  desire  to  state  that  it  was  substituted  ; 
for  that  previously  drafted,  but  unfor-  ■ 
tunately  it  places  me  in  the  position  of  | 
wishing,  apparently,  to  reduce  the  amount 
sought  to  be  raised  by  the  proposal  of  the  : 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  a  course  of  ] 
proceeding  which  would  not  commend  ] 
itself,  I  am  certain,  to  any  of  the  three  ! 
classes  on  whose  behalf  I  am  speaking —  j 
namely,  the  farmer,  the  maltster,  and  the  ! 
beer-drinker.  The  last  thing  that  any  : 
of  them  would  desire,  I  am  certain,  is  ! 
that  we  should  seek  to  reduce  in  any  way  j 
or  to  hinder  the  collection  of  that  sum  of  1 
money  which  is  necessary  to  carry  on  the  j 
war  which  has  ])een  forced  upon  us.  I  do  not 
consider  that  this  is  the  propertimeto  make  j 
what  might  be  called  a  pur6  l>eer  speech,  I 
but  the  principle  that  underlies  both  of  I 
the  Amendments  on  the  Paper  is  the  un-  ' 
fairness  of  the  present  incidence  of  the  ! 
duty  on  beer,  that  it  is  inecjuitable  as  be-  i 
tween  barley-malt  and  substitutes.  The  ; 
percentage  of  l)arley-malt  used  in  beer  as  : 
compared  with  su})stitutes  shows  very ; 
alarming  figures.  The  average  quantity  of 
malt  used  by  brewers  to  each  hundred-  ] 
weight  of  sugar  in  1882,  just  after  the  '■ 
repeal  of  the  malt  tax,  was  42  bushels ;  I 
in  1895  the  average  had  fallen  to  twenty- ! 
four  bushels,  and  in  1S97-98  to  under  six- 1 
teen  bushels.  The  latest  available  figures  ! 
are  made  up  to  September,  1898,  and  ' 
I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  since  : 
that  time  the  proportion  has  fallen  still  - 
further.  Although  I  have  said  this  is  ! 
not  the  time  to  make  a  pure-])eer  speech,  ! 
I  wish  it  to  be  understood  that  the  desire  j 
for  pure  beer  is  not  less  than  it  was. 
That  will  be  almost  universally  admitted,  i 
It  is  ])eing  asked  for  in  increasing  quanti- 1 
ties,  so  far  as  I  can  judge  from  the  j 
correspondence  that  reaches  me,  and  there  ! 
is  no  doubt  that  the  consumption  of  beer  : 
and  the  quality  of  the  }>eer  which  is  con-  j 
sumed  in  this  country  is  a  very  fit  subject,  ■ 
not  onlv  for  the  consideration  of  this  i 
House,  but  of  any  thoughtful  man  who 
takes  an  interest  in  the  well-l)eing  of  his  | 


fellow-countrymen.  Does  not  the  immor 
tal  bard  sav  that  "  a  quart  of  ale  is  a  dU 
for  a  king  ^'  ?  Well,  1  don't  think  the  ale 
that  is  met  with  in  the  East  End  of  Londoa 
and  some  of  the  great  towns  is  sueh  asyoa 
would  venture  to  give  to  any  king— not 
even  to  King  Prempeh.  The  "  fourpennj" 
which  the  labouring  classes  have  to  drink 
would,  I  think,  hanlly  come  under  that 
description.  Why  are  they  compelled  to 
drink  it  1  I  have  been  told  by  a  great  autho- 
rity on  several  occasions.  It  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wot 
Monmouthshire  who  told  us  on  the  kit 
occasion  when  the  question  of  pure  beer 
was  discussed,  the  29th  of  M'trch,  1896^ 
he  was  compelled  to  drink  it  because  of  t 
monopoly  **  so  powerful  that  nothing  cad 
resist  it."  The  right  hon.  Grentleman  wai 
right.  He  found  it  very  dit&cult  himaeif 
to  resist  it.  In  the  course  of  the  Ioilk  and 
weary  watchings  I  have  had  in  this  Home 
on  this  question,  when  I  saw  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Mon- 
mouthshire leaning  on  the  arms  of  the 
late  Mr.  Whitbread,  and  that  high  priest  of 
mysteries,  the  Member  for  Wimbledon— 
I  have  wondered  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  get  any  advanta^  from 
bowing  down  in  the  house  of  Riomion. 
The  Amendment  I  first  placed  on  the 
Paper  provided  a  substitute  for  the 
amount  which  I  desire  to  take  off  the 
pure  beer.  The  original  Amendment 
would  not  have  materially  reduced  the 
yield  of  the  duty,  and  it  would  have  com- 
pelled those  who  are  admittedly  making 
the  largest  profit  to  contribute  their  bur 
proportion.  I  hope  if  the  present  Chau- 
cellor  of  the  P^xchequer  cannot  see  his 
way  to  differentiate  between  those  who 
are  admittedly  making  a  very  large  profit 
out  of  the  use  of  sugar  and  other  substi- 
tutes, and  those  who  continue  to  use 
only  malt,  so  as  to  make  the  burden 
fall  upon  the  shoulders  which  are  best 
able  to  bear  it,  perhaps  some  future 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  may  be  able 
to  do  so  —some  imaginative  Chancellor  like 
the  Member  for  King's  Lynn,  or  someone 
who  occupies  that  important  position  in 
future  might  very  likely  see  his  way  to  do 
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something  to  redress  the  inequality.  It 
used  to  be  said :  How  are  we  to  differen- 
tiate 1  The  Inland  Revenue  authorities 
now  have  forms  by  which  it  is  possible  to 
see  at  a  glance  the  sort  and  quantities  of 
substitutes  used.  That  quantity  is  an  in- 
creasing one.  If  we  had  lived  in  the  time 
of  Sheridan  I  have  no  doubt  he  would 
have  been  tempted  to  repeat  that  interest- 
ing verse  of  his  on  this  particular  point — 

"  They've  raised  the  price  of  table  drink, 
What  is  the  reason,  do  you  think  ? 
The  tax  on  malt'a  the  cause,  I  hear, 
Bat  what  has  malt  to  do  with  beer  ? " 

Very  little  nowadays,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
and  that  is  the  reason  I  am  on  my  legs 
speaking  upon  this  Amendment.  The 
manufacture  of  malt  in  this  country  em- 
ploys a  great  many  hands.  The  growth  of 
Darley  used  to  employ  a  great  many 
hands,  but  it  employs  a  much  smaller 
number  now.  I  am  not  speaking  now  of 
anything  at  second-hand.  I  am  speaking 
of  a  thing  I  understand,  because  I  am 
•iony  to  say  I  grow  barley  myself,  and  I 
laM>w  how,  year  by  year,  it  becomes  more 
and  more  difficult  to  sell  barley  at  any- 
thing like  a  pnce  which  pays  the  cost  of 
caltivation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Monmouth  made 
some  allusions  to  this  subject  the  other 
day.  I  was  very  sorry  to  miss  that 
speech,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does 
not  come  amongst  us  so  often  now  as  he 
used  to  do,  and  I  am  told  he  was  in 
fine  form.  I  have  always  found  him  in 
the  best  form  when  gambolling  in  the 
barley  field  or  hiding  in  the  hop  garden, 
and  1  hope  we  shall  have  the  benefit  of 
hearing  him  to-night  on  this  great  subject. 
Doubtless  he  will  be  disposed  to  say  that 
this  increased  use  of  substitutes  is  ex- 
aggerated. I  do  not  think  it  is.  I  will 
not  weary  the  House  by  reading  long 
extracts,  but  there  are  one  or  two  to 
which  I  must  allude.  The  question  of  the 
use  of  substitutes  was  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wimbledon  in  a  very 
memorable  declaration  which  he  made 
when  speaking  in  this  House  in  1894  on 
a  similar  Bill  to  the  one  now  under  con- 
sideration.    He  said* — 

"  An  English  brewer  wished  to  use  Enffliah 
barley,  if  po^ible ;  but  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  going  to  in»i»b  upon  running; 
up  the  taxation  on  wer  to  such  a  point  that  it 
could  not  be  made  from  malt  and  ]\o\)»,  the 
brewer,  like  other  manufacturers,  would  natu- 
rally seek  other  ingredieats/' 

*  See  The  Parliamentary  Debates  [Fourth 
Seriesli  Vol.  xxiv.,  p.  502. 


That  is  not  good  reading  for  the  agricul- 
turist or  the  Endish  farmer,  iior  is  it 
good  reading  for  the  man  who  represents 
sixty  miles  of  agricultural  country.  What 
has  been  the  effect  of  this  present  pro- 
posal ?  I  had  a  short  letter  tnis  morning 
from  a  very  large  maltster,  saying — 

"I  was  very  pleased  to  see  the  notice  of 
your  Amendment  I  have  been  told  by  six 
large  brewers  that  the  extra  shilling  per 
barrel  duty  would  drive  them  to  use  sub- 
stitutes—raw grain,  maize,  rice  grits,  sugar, 
etc.  This  would  operate  against  the  barley 
tpx>wer  and  maltster,  as  some  ore wers  use  from 
hfty  to  seventy-five  per  cent,  of  sugar.  I 
think  your  suggestion  of  four  shilling  per 
hundredweight  on  sugar,  etc.,  is  very  fair,  and 
could  be  easily  collected  with  the  beer  duty. 
I  enclose  you  an  a<lvertisement  from  a  Burton 
paper,  which  has  appeared  since  the  duty  of 
one  shilling  was  pr(>posed.'' 

The  advertisement  is  very  short,  and  is 
as  follows : — 

manufacturers  of   flaked 


malts,  maize,  and  rice.  The  ^ition  we  hold, 
as  one  of  the  largest  maize  importers  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  our  mo<lern  plant,  enable 
us  to  compete  most  favourably  in  quality  and 
price.    Samples  and  prices  on  apphcation.*' 

That  onlv  appeared  after  the  extra 
shilling  duty  was  announced.  It  is 
in  very  large  print,  evidently  a  very 
expensive  advertisement,  and  one  whicn 
could  have  been  inserted  only  in  the 
hope  and  expectation  of  a  very  large  busi- 
ness resulting.  It  is  said  that  this  duty 
is  collected  from  the  brewers.  Yes,  it  ia 
collected  from  the  brewers,  but  it  is  not 
paid  by  them.  These  extracts  which  I 
have  just  read  show  that.  It  is  very 
important  that  it  should  be  imderstood 
that  the  increasing  of  a  duty  does 
not  apparently  reduce  the  brewer's 
profits.  The  price  of  the  beer  to  the 
public  is  the  same,  although  the  price  of 
the  materials  is  more,  and,  therefore, 
substitutes  must  be  used.  We  barley 
growers  and  maltsters  suflFer  because  less 
malt  is  used,  and  the  beer  drinkers  suflFer 
because  they  get  a  more  sophisticateii 
drink.  In  the  Amendment  which  I 
originally  desired  to  move,  I  had  to  bear 
in  mind  that  had  that  4s.  per  cwt.  been 
placed  on  sugar  substitutes,  while  it. 
would  have  realised  about  the  same 
amount  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche 
quer,  it  would  not  even  then  have  brought 
up  the  cost  of  these  materials  to  that  of 
barley  malt.  It  is  very  necessary  to  bear- 
this  in  mind,  because  it  may  be  that  in 
the  futiu*e  this  tax,  which  is  so  eagerly 
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availed  of  by  all  Chancellors  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, should  be  placed,  as  I  have  said, 
a  little  more  on  the  right  shoulders.  I 
have  heard — I  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
true — that  some  of  this  tax  is  to  be 
recouped  by  the  brewers  by  raising 
the  price  to  the  publican.  The  pub- 
lican is  not  supposed  to  charge  more,  but 
he  will  have  to  pay  more.  That  is  a  part 
of  the  happy  system  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  \Vest 
Monmouthshire  has  so  often  alluded. 
The  brewer  has  many  ways  of  recouping 
himself,  and  my  object  in  this  Amend- 
ment is  that  there  should  be  an 
equitable  adjustment  of  the  dutv 
according  to  the  materials  used. 
He  can  use  whatever  he  likes,  but 
if  he  uses  the  cheaper  materials,  and 
so  makes  a  larger  percentage  of  profit, 
it  is  only  right  that  he  should  contribute 
a  larger  sum  to  the  national  Exchequer. 
I  regret  very  much — and  I  am  not 
the  only  Member  of  this  House  who  so 
regrets — that  that  Amendment  was  out 
of  order.  I  have  received  a  great  many 
letters  and  assurances  from  Members  of 
the  House  to  the  effect  that  if  I  had  boon 
able  to  move  that  Amendment  they  would 
have  been  glad  to  support  me,  because 
they  think  the  duty  as  at  present 
levied  is  inequitable.  The  brewer  who 
uses  substitutes  as  against  barley-malt 
turns  out  more  beer  with  the  same 
amount  of  plant,  so  that  he  is  all 
the  more  able  to  bear  extra  taxa- 
tion. By  raising  the  duty  on  sul)sti- 
tutcs  any  Government  would,  in  my 
humble  opinion,  confer  a  distinct  benefit 
on  arable  farmers,  on  maltsters,  on  beer 
drinkers,  and  on  the  cause  of  true  tem- 
perance. I  know  very  well  that  in  this 
House  you  have  got  to  hear  the  other 
side  of  the  question,  and  I  shall  no  doubt 
be  confronted  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  with  the  findings  of  the  Beer 
Materials  Committee.  This  Beer  Mate- 
rials Committee,  which,  in  a  weak 
moment,  I  accepted,  did  not  agree  with 
my  view.  I  admit  that.  I  am  anxious 
■  not  to  say  anything  about  the  Com- 
mittee myself  —  it  is  not  proper 
that  a  Member  of  Parliament  should  — 
but  I  would  like,  if  I  might,  to  read  some 
remarks  of  Mr.  Clare  8ewell  Read,  who 
was  himself  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  for  a  long  time  an  honoured 
Member  of  this  House,  and  who  stands  as 
high  in  the  agricultural  world  as  any  man 
in  England.     He  said  at  Norwich  directly 

Sir  Cuthhert  Quilfer, 


he  was  free  to  speak  after  the  Committee 
had  reported — 

"  At  the  first  meetmg  I  told  Dr.  Bell  'I 
shall  he  in  a  minority  of  one,  and  when  I 
write  my  Minority  Keport  you  five  will 
have  a  Majority  Keport.'  .  .  .  Later  in  tb 
speech,  he  said  :  In  the  first  place,  I  may  iitite 
that  our  agricnltoral  witneaties  were  voy 
shabbily  treated.  I  have  served  on  three 
Commissions  and  on  scores  of  Committeei, 
and  I  have  always  seen  this,  that  any  maa 
who  is  not  a  real  expert,  but  a  commoi 
creature  like  a  fanner,  is  allowed  to  send  ia 
the  heads  of  his  evidence  to  the  Chairman,  and 
to  tell  his  story  in  his  own  way.  Bat  I  think 
that  Mr.  Sapwt- 11  will  bear  nie  out  that  thb 
was  not  the  way  in  which  our  farmers  were 
treated  by  this  Committee.  They  were  crow- 
examinea  as  if  the>[  were  at  the  Old  Bail'^', 
and  it  was  not  until  we  had  sat  for  eighteen 
months  that  I  got  the  Chairman  to  allow,  and 
to  insist  upon  it,  that  witoeeses   should  be 

I  permitted  to   tell  their   story  in  their  own 

,  way." 

I  These  are  not  my  remarks,  but  those  of 
,  Mr.  Clare  Sewell  Read.  So  much  for  the 
;  composition  and  the  proceedings  of  the     ' 

Committee.      What    were    its   findings  t     ; 
i  Naturally,  they  were  adverse  to  our  con-     | 
,  tentions.       But  there    was   a    Minority 
i  Report,  signed  by  Mr.  Clare  SeweU  Bead 

himself.     What  were  its  findings  t    They, 
I  very  shortly,  were — 

"That  a  beer  brewed  with  Buhatitntai 
cannot  have  the  same  composition  as  an  article 
;  produced  from  malt  and  hops  only.  That  iIm 
use  of  substitutes  undoubtedly  entaUa  the 
;  introduf'tion  of  substances  foreign  to  normal 
'  beer.  That  these  substitutes  may  in  some  in- 
stances lie  injurious  to  health,  ami  are  certainly 
less  nutritious  and  wholesome.  That  beer 
made  from  malt  and  hops  only  is  brewed  bj 
nearly  half  of  the  brewers  in  the  United  King- 
dom, and  that,  therefore,  it  is  possible  to  pro- 
duce fi^ood  beer  without  the  use  of  sugar  or  any 
other  substitutes.  That  the  use  of  preserra- 
tives  may  be,  and  pmbably  is  in  many  ea^ei, 
much  ubuHe«l.  Tluit  at  present  the  paUie 
have  no  ailequate  protection  against  the  use  of 
deleterious  hubstances  in  the  manufaHureof 
beer.  That  it  would  be  neither  difficult  nor 
vexatious  to  enforce  such  legislation  as  would 
eui^ure  to  the  purcliaser  bis  right,  when  he  asks 
for  beer — the  national  l)everage — to  obtain  a 
beer  brewed  entirely  from  malt  and  hops." 

Is  it  not  in  the  national  interest  to  brew 
beer  from  malt  and  hops  ?  I  attribute 
^orae  of  the  great  victories  we  have  won 
and  the  great  deeds  we  have  done  to  a 
certjiin  extent  to  the  consumption  of  good 
1)cer.  I  have  heard  many  remarks  to  the 
effect  that  the  chai*acter  of  our  population, 
especially  in  the  great  towns,  has  decidedly 
altered.  I  think  hon.  Members  who  have 
recently  hail  the  opportunity  of  seeing  in 
our  streets  celebrations  of  the  \ii;tori68 
won  by  our  Army  must  have  observed  an 
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excitability  more    akin   to  that  of    the 

lifftaaolitan  fiBbemAn  than  the  staid  way 

in  wnich  our  citizens  were  accustomed  to 

conduct  themselves  on  such  occasions  in 

former  days,  and  I  haye  come  to  the  con- 

dunion  that  it  is  the  deterioration  of  their 

native  drink  which  has  something  to  do 

with   this    great   alteration.      1  do  not 

wish   to   say  anything   about    Bavarian 

alesy  but   when  I  was  over  in  Bavaria  I 

was  very  much  struck  with  the  steadiness, 

the  sobriety,  and  the  great  advance  made 

by  that   beer-drinking   community.      It 

is  a  matter  of  conunon  knowledge  that 

this  is  due  to  the  Bavarian  and  lager 

beers  which   they  drink.      I  am  proud 

to      say    that    good    lager    beer    can 

now     be    made     in     England,    not     a 

thouaapd    miles    from    burton.     It    is 

A    fact    that    a    considerable    quantity 

of  that  beer  is  not  at  all  objectionable  or 

injurious  to  anyone.     There  is  an  hon. 

Member  who  is  well  known  for  his  vocal 

talents  and   for    his  readiness    to    give 

his  services  ;  and  he  told  me  that,  on  one 

occasion,  he  was  present  at  a  supper  in 

Bavaria,  and  after  taking  part  in  it  and 

fjngiwg  many    songs,    he  found  to   his 

horror  that  he  had  consumed  twenty-two 

tiaaaea  of  lager  beer.     He  went  out  with 

(    &r  and  trembling,  and  was  pleased  and 

[   indeed  rather  surprised  to  find  on  leaving 

the  hotel  that  he  was  not  only  perfectly 

well,  but  on  returning  to  his  lodgings  he 

WHS  able  to  prosecute  with   success  two 

Tery    difficult    anatomical    problems    to 

^ich  he  had  been  for  a  very  long  time 

devoting  himself.     It  is  quite  clear  that 

the  effect  of  this  beer  which  Bavarians 

«i]Qgr  so  much,  and  which   seems  to  be 

denied  to  the  majority  of  Englishmen,  is 

an  entifely  different  thing  to  that  which 

obtains  throughout  the  gi*6ater  part   of 

this  country.    I  send  two  or  three  wagons 

and  horses  to  the  market  town,  and  if 

Anything  goes  wrong,  the  invariable  answer 

I  get  from  them  is,  "  We  stopped  and  had 

.a  glass  of  beer  at  so-and-so."    Thoy  may 

have   had  one  glass  or  two  glasses,  but 

I  do  not  suppose,  at  any  rate,  that  they 

bave  had  twenty-two  glasses,  and  surely, 

-therefore,    there     must     be     something 

in  the  quality  of  the  liquor.     I  do  wish 

to  impress  upon  the  Chancellor  of    the 

Exchequer  and    upon    this  House    that 

-there    is    more    in    this   question    than 

merely  an  afternoon  discussion  to  provide 

sonething  to  laugh  and  smile  at.     We 

Jtf'o  engaged  in  a  very  serious  war,  which 

is  taxing  the  energies  of  our  country  to 
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the  utmost.  Every  year — and  more  par' 
ticularly  during  this  great  war — the 
question  of  population  in  the  country 
districts  is  becoming  a  more  serious  one, 
and  it  is  becoming  more  difficult  to  see 
where  you  are  going  to  get  the  muscle  and 
sinew  from  to  fight  your  battles  ashore 
and  afloat,  to  say  nothing  of  tilling  the 
land.  What  is  needed  is  some  attempt  to 
put  before  the  working  classes  of  this  coun- 
try— and  especially  the  classes  to  which  I 
have  referred — a  better  class  of  drink  than 
that  which  now  exists,  and  I  think  this 
is  an  important  consideration  which 
should  not  be  lost  siffht  of.  How  that  is 
to  be  done  is  a  difficmt  problem  to  solve, 
and  I  only  bring  it  before  the  House 
to  urge  hon.  Members  to  look  into  it  for 
themselves.  Every  instance  which  I  can 
hear  of  where  a  public-house  is  in  private 
hands,  and  where  the  beer  is  carefully 
selected,  it  not  only  supplies  refreshment 
to  the  wayfarer,  but  is  also  a  benefit  to 
the  locality.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that, 
if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  either 
now  or  upon  some  future  occasion,  will 
help  us  upon  this  question  by  adjusting 
the  incidence  of  the  duty  upon  the 
materials  used  in  making  beer  he  will  d(» 
something  at  any  rate  to  bring  back  to  the 
countryside  and  to  our  villages  that  good 
old-fasnioned  sort  of  beer  which  was 
brewed  in  former  times.  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  beer  can  be  now  much  better 
brewed  than  it  was  in  previous  years, 
owing  to  improved  apparatus.  I  think 
if  he  would  do  something  of  the  kind 
suggested  to  encourage  the  use  of  the 
genuine  materials  we  should  in  the  end 
derive  immense  benefit,  and  future 
generations  would  bless  the  name  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  who 
addressed  himself  to  the  improvement  of 
the  nation's  beer.     (Cheers.) 

♦The    CHAIRMAN:    Does    the    hon. 
Member  move  his  Amendment  ? 

♦Sir  CUTHBERTQUILTER:  No,  Sir. 

Question  proposed,    "That    Clause    6 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  My  hon. 
'  friend  the  Member  for  Sudbury  has  for 
j  many  years,  almost  ever  since  he  has  been 
I  a  Member  of  this  House,  been  an  ardent 
I  advocate  of  beer  made  from  malt  and 
I  hops,  and  he  has  always  supported  his  argu- 
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ment  with  a  humour  which  delights  the 
House,  and  with  obvious  sincerity.  My 
hon.  friend  believes  that  everything  which 
is  good  in  this  country  and  in  our  nature 
is  due  to  good  l>eer,  and  that  everything 
which  is  bad  is  attributable  to  the  want 
of  good  beer.  I  do  not  think  I  have  heard  a 
finer  panegyric  on  beer  since  the  cele- 
brated song  of  "John  Barleycorn."  The 
actual  proposal  of  my  hon.  friend  is  to 
reduce  the  additional  shilling  on  beer 
made  from  malt  to  sixpence,  and  make  up 
the  deficiency  by  a  duty  of  4s.  per  cwt.  | 
on  sugar  used  in  the  composition  of  beer. 

♦The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  not   moved   his   Amendment.      The  j 
question  is  that  the  clause  stand  part  of  | 
the  Bill.  I 


♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  am  afraid 
I  am  not  able  now  to  discuss  the  pro- 
posal of  my  hon.  friend.  My  hon.  friend 
has  referred  to  the  Report  of  the  Depart- 
mental Committee  which,  with  his  full 
consent,  was  appointed  in  1896.  I  re- 
member that  then  we  had  a  debate  on  the 
Bill  which  he  introduced  in  this  House  on 
the  subject,  and  the  result  was  that  I 
think  he  found  himself  in  a  not  very 
satisfactory  position  ;  and  in  the  end  he 
accepted  my  suggestion  that  the  question 
whether  the  public  suffered  from  other 
articles  besides  malt  and  hops  being  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  beer  should 
be  examined  by  a  Committee.  That 
Committee  was  appointed,  and  I  had  a 
good  deal  of  commuiu'catioii  with  my  hon.  ■ 
iriend  on  the  subject,  and  I  think  he 
assented  to  the  composition  of  that  Com- : 
mittee.  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think  a  ' 
l)etter  Committee  could  have  l)een  con- 
stituted, and  it  has  conducted  a 
long  investigation  with  great  patience  ; 
and  care.  The  Committee  came  to .. 
a  decision  adverse  to  my  hon.  friend's  ' 
views,  and  since  then  the  ([uestion 
has  rested.  It  would  not  be  in  order  to  , 
deal  with  an  Amendment  which  has  not 
been  moved,  but  I  do  not  agree  that  the 
barley-bowing  districts  are  injuriously 
affected  by  the  present  system.  I  believe 
that  the  best  barley  conmianda  a  good 
price  from  the  best  brewers.  What  my 
hon.  friend  would  probably  be  most 
anxious  about  is  inferior  barley ;  and  he 
himself  is,  1  am  afraid,  a  grower  of  inferior 
barley.  Would  it  be  a  real  advantage  tc 
the  growers  of  inferior  barley  if  a  penalty 
Sir  M.  Hirh  Beach 


were  imposed  on  the  use  of  sugar  t  The 
Committee  reported — 

**  The  evidence  appears  to  as  iic»t  to  mppoit 
the  conclusion  that  the  diBoae  of  malt  adjniwU 
wonld  increase  the  demand  for  British  bsriaj, 
bat  on  the  contrary  rather  to  sn^jgest  tut 
such  disose  might  tend  to  diminiiih  the 
demand.  We  have  heen  informed  by  bre^iit 
experts  that  one  of  the  fonctions  performd 
by  sugar  in  brewing  is  the  eiirrection  of  oertfta 
defect*},  common  in  greater  or  le!«8  degree  in 
all  Uiit  the  tiest  British  harleys  ;  and  tut  the 
same  result  can  he  attained  by  the  lue  of 
foreign  barleys.  The  effect  so  far  as  foran 
barley  is  concerned  has  been  expressed  by  tie 
popular  phrase  'getting  sun  into  the  msuh- 
tnn.'  If,  however.  su£ar  were  not  med, 
foreign  barley  would  have  to  be  used  is 
larger  proportion.  In  fact,  evidence  which  ii 
practically  unchallenged  satisfie*  os  thet 
correction  of  the  defects  referred  to  i» 
essential  to  the  etticieiicy  for  brewing  parpon» 
of  the  less  good  qualities  of  Britisli  bene?; 
and  it  follows  that  if  sugar  were  not  availafie 
as  a  corrective,  those  bu'leys  would  either  not 
be  used  at  all,  or  would  be  a«ed  only  in  eos- 
i  unction  with  such  a  lai^  amount  of  foraga 
barley  as  would  proportionately  diminiah  Un 

total  quantity  of  Bntish  harley  need 

There  are  already  powerful  induoemeoli  t» 
make  use  of  foreign  liarley,  even  to  the  din- 
placement  of  British  barley,  and  in  onr  opinioB 
these  inducements  would  be  strengthened  bf 
the  prohibilion  or  discouragement  of  the  ufr 
of  sugar  or  other  malt  adjunct." 

So  far  as  the  barley  growers  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  are  concerned,  Ae 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Baronet  to  penaUse 
the  use  of  sugar  would  not  improve  the 
position  of  the  British  barley  growers.  If 
by  penalties  upon  sugar  brewers  are- 
driven  to  use  foreign  barley  in  the- 
manner  suggested  by  the  Cfommittee, 
the  result  would  be  that  a  very  small! 
sum  would  l)e  derived  from  the  tax  uponi 
the  sugar  used  l)y  brewers,  and  my 
hon.  friend's  tax  on  sugar  would 
fail  to  benefit  the  revenue.  I  feel 
that  I  am  rather  detaining  the  Committee 
unreasonably  on  this  matten;.  because 
there  is  no  proposal  before  the  Committee, 
but  I  thought  it  right  to  show  that  there 
was  an  answer  to  the  case  put  foi-ward  by 
the  hon.  Baronet.  I  am  obliged  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  for  not  pressing  the  matter 
to  a  division,  because  any  proposal  made 
by  a  representative  of  the  agricultural 
districts  to  reduce  the  amount  of  duty 
leviable  under  this  clause  might  ht 
represented  as  a  proof  that  the  agricul- 
tural interest  is  not  anxious  to  bear  its 
fair  share  of  the  expenses  of  the  war.  I 
am  sure  that  nothing  of  that  sort  vwas  in  my 
hon.  friend's  mind.  The  reasoning  of  the 
Committee  recommends  itself  tome.morei 
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than  the  views  of  my  hon.  friend,  who 
will,  however,  be  able  to  bring  the  matter 
before  the  House  on  a  future  occasion 
if  he  desires. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) :  The  House  always  looks 
forward  to  the  annual  discourse  of  the 
hon.  Member  on  pure  beer.  I  am  glad 
to  know  that  the  hon.  Baronet  occasion- 
ally leaves  the  Eastern  counties,  where, 
according  to  him,  they  brew  very  bad 
beer,  and,  having  refreshed  himself  in 
Bavaria,  returns  to  this  country  in 
perfect  form.  I  am  not  going  to  fol- 
low the  hon.  Member  into  a  discussion 
of  these  substitutes  in  beer.  The  ques- 
tion with  reference  to  this  tax  is  the 
article  upon  which  it  is  raised,  and  the  per- 
sons upon  whom  it  is  going  to  fall.  The 
relation  of  brewers  to  this  tax  is  peculiar. 
The  hon.  Member  has  referred  to  the 
deterioration  of  the  fighting  capacity  of 
the  people  being  due  to  bad  beer.  We 
used  to  hear  that  the  battle  of  Waterloo 
was  won  in  the  playing  fields  of  Eton ;  now 
our  battles  are  lost  in  the  public-houses  on 
impure  beer.  The  fighting  qualities  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  have  also  deteriorated.  He 
has  regretted  that  in  former  days  he 
accepted  a  Committee  instead  of  taking 
a  division.  But  the  hon.  Baronet  is  no 
more  full  of  fight  now,  when  he  comes 
forward  with  a  valiant  Amendment  which 
he  will  not  move.  The  reason  is  plain. 
If  the  occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
had  been  sitting  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  the  hon.  Baronet  would  have 
gone  to  a  division  like  a  man.  But,  being 
coaxed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, the  hon.  Baronet  throws  ovei*- 
board  pure  beer,  and  the  maltster,  and  the 
fiirmer.  That  is  the  valour  with  which 
the  pure  beer  of  Bavaria  inspires  him. 
When  I  increased  the  duty  on  beer,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wimbledon  said  that, 
whatever  happened,  the  tax  would  not  be 
paid  by  the  brewer.  Some  weeks  ago  a 
brewer  came  to  me  and  asked  me 
what  I  thought  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  do.  I  replied 
that,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer is  an  extreme  man,  ho  may 
propose  to  increase  the  duty  by  10s. 
a  barrel  on  beer  ;  but,  as  a  moderate 
man  myself,  I  should  use  my  influence 
with  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  not 
to  raise  the  duty  more  than  8s.  a 
barrel.  My  friend  the  brewer  said  that 
he   should  be  ruined.     A  ruined  brewer 


was  a  melancholy  spectacle,  and  so  I 
suggested  to  him  that,  having  a  river 
in  ms  neighbourhood  with  a  full-bodied 
water,  he  might  escape  ruin  after  all.  It 
is  a  notable  fact  that  the  brewing  of  beer 
is  the  only  manufacture  in  waich  the 
consumer  never  gets  the  benefit  of  a  fall 
in  price  of  the  raw  material.  Though 
the  agricultural  industry  has  been  ruined 
by  the  fall  in  the  price  of  barley  and 
malt,  the  brewers  have  never  altered  the 
price  of  the  beer  which  they  brew.  That 
is  a  very  advantageous  situation  in  which 
any  trade  could  be  placed.  It  is  part  of 
the  gospel  preached  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  that  whatever  happens  the 
brewer  is  not  to  lose.  The  position  of 
this  trade  is  a  very  curious  one,  and  I 
would  recommend  to  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  that  there  is  only 
one  real  remedy  for  bad  beer — and  that  is 
competition.  There  is  no  remedy  so  good 
and  so  likely  to  secure  wholesome  com- 
modities as  competition.  But  competition 
is  disappearing  from  the  trade,  and 
the  power  of  the  brewer  to  impose 
on  the  consumer  exactly  what  he  chooses 
is  the  greatest  encouragement  to  bad  beer, 
and  that  is  what  is  happening  throughout 
the  country.  One  of  the  most  remarkable 
changes  that  ever  took  place  in  any  trade 
is  the  monopoly  which  is  going  on  in  the 
trade,  and  which,  in  the  slang  of  the 
Stock  Exchange,  is  called  "combines." 
Two  or  three  years  ago  I  found,  in  a  Return 
of  the  Inland  Revenue  Department,  which 
I  always  look  at  with  great  interest, 
that  the  total  amount  of  sugar  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  beer  was  2,703  cwts. 
and  malt  57,468  cwts.  One  remarkable 
thing  was  that  for  years  and  years  I  always 
found  that  there  were  only  two  brewers 
who  brewed  over  a  million  barrels  of  beer. 
Their  names  were  not  given,  but  I  was 
happy  to  believe  that  I  knew  them.  But 
this  year  there  are  ten  brewers  recorded  as 
brewing  over  a  million  barrels ;  and  I  should 
like  to  know  who  the  other  eight  are.  Un- 
less it  is  a  secret  of  the  Inland  Revenue,  I 
should  like  to  know  how  it  is  that  the 
brewers  brewing  over  a  million  barrels 
have  increased  by  eight.  Of  course,  the 
explanation  of  this  is  the  tied  house. 
Enormous  sums  are  given  to  secure  an 
absolute  monopoly  in  a  house,  so  that 
the  publican  cannot  buy  the  beer 
which  he  wishes,  which  his  customers 
would  like.  The  brewers  have  long 
been  masters  of  the  nation  and  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  now  they   are 
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becoming  masters  of  the  consumers  of  beer. 
In  former  times  if  the  publican  could  not 
get  good  beer  from  one  man  he  could  get 
it  from  another,     Hia  cuBfcomer  used  to 
say,  "I  drink  auch-and-such  a  beer  ;  will 
you  icll  it  1  *'  and  then  he  could  supply 
what  was  wanted.     This  system  has  lieen 
set  up  for  the  express  purpose  of  allowing 
the  brewer  to  impose  upon  the  publican  and 
the  eustomer  exactly  what  he  chooses,     I 
would  odrim  the  bon.  Baronet  to  devote 
his  attention  a  good  dejil  more  to  that  sub- 
ject than  apparently  he  has  done  already, 
because  if  he  would  look  at  the  figures 
here    given    he    will  find  that  that  sort 
of  thing  is  progressing  with  the  greatest 
possible  rapidity.     The  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred to  the  malt  tax  in   former  days. 
That  is   one  of  the  most  remarkable  in- 
stances of  men  suffering  from  that   which 
they    most     desire.       The     agricultural 
interests   according   to    my    recollection 
for  years  and  years  persecuted  Goyern- 
ment     aft^r     Government     tin  til      the 
malt     tax     was     done     away  with,  aiid 
they  succeeded  in  their  demand.     With 
the  beer  tax  the  brewers  got   what  was 
called  the  free  mash  tun,  and  all  the  re- 
sults   which    followed    came  from    that 
change.     The  brewers  have  availed  them- 
selves  of  the  free  mash  tun.     They  have 
got  barley  at  a  price  which  I  should  say  is 
40  or  50  per  cent,    below  what  it  used  to 
be,   and   they   have   pocketed    the  gain. 
Then  they  use  sugar^  and  they  put  that 
gain  also  into  their  own  pockets,  hut  they 
have  never  altered  the  price  of  beer  to  the 
consumers  at  all       The   consequence  of 
that  has  been  enormous  profits,  of  which 
we  can  judge  by  the  price  of  the  brewing 
compinies  in  the  market.    There  are  only 
two  commodities  iu:>w  which  really  yield 
exceptional  gains  ;  one  is  the  manufacture 
of  beer,  and  the  other  the  manufacture  of 
Maxim  guns.     According  to  my  observa- 
tion,   1   t^hink  that   tbey  both    stand   at 
about  500  per  cent,  premium.       If   you 
take    the    quotation    of    Guinness     and 
.  Vickcrs,  you  will  find  that  they  stand  at 
^ about  the  same  point  of  profit.    Then  the 
hon.  Member  complained  that  there  were 
fewer  men  employed  in  the  manufacture 
of  malt  than  there  were.     Whose   fault 
is  that  ?    It  is  not  that  Ijarley  is  dearer  ; 
it  is  cheaper.     Why  in  the  world  do  not 
the  maniifacturers   use  more  barley  t     It 
appears  that  the  cheaper  barley  becomes 
the  less  of  it  the  brewers  employ.  That  is  a 
consideration    which    I    think  the    hon. 
.Member    might  ponder  over    before   he 
Sir  irUlmm  Harcourt. 


brings    on    his    next    motion    for  pure 
beer. 


♦Sir  CUTHBEET  QUILTER:  May  I 

remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  1 
pointed  out  that  the  decrease  in  the  use 
of  malt  was  due  to  the  great  increast^ol 
malt  substitutes.  ^" 
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*SiR  WILLIAM    HARCOURT : 

is  there  an  increase  in  malt  »ubstitut^^ 
when  malt  is  cheaper  ]  You  would  have 
thought  that  there  would  be  leas  occasion 
for  using  malt  substitutes*  when  mal^i 
cheaper.  ""^ 

*Sm   CUTHBERT   QUILTER: 
not  80  cheap  as  the  substitutes, 

CAin^AiN  PRETYMAN  (Suffolk,  Woal 
bridge) :  It  is  because  the  substitutes  ure 
cheaper  still 


i 


*SiR  WILLDVM  HARCOUET :   ^KUi 

I  object  to  is  that  the  brewers  should  mi, 

i  up  as  patriots   with  reference  to  a  ta,\ 

1  which  they  do  not  mean  to  pay,  and  m 

I  patrons  of  the  agricultural  interest  while 

'  they  throw  over  malt  in  favour  of  sug&rs. 

,  The  hon.   Meml>er   said   that   this  is  a* 

I  very  great  question  ;  it  is  a  very  greal 

question.     One  of  the   most  remarluihU 

Returns  ever  laid  on   the  Table 

,  House   was   presented  about  a  for 

ago,  giving  an  account  of  the  dc 

I  habits  of   all   countries,  ^i!0  I   am   sfunr 

!  the  hon.   Meml>er  will  be  glad  to  kiiow 

that  England  sX^ji^b  fneile  pri'm^ep,^  in  that 

respect.     I   have  just  taken  two  or  thre&^ 

figures  out  of  the   Return  with  referenc^H 

I  to  the  English-speaking  races  throughout" 

j  the  world,  and  the  hon.  Mem1>er  wiJJ  g^^e 

how    proud    we    ought    to    be    of    our 

I  supremacy.     In  the  United  KingtJom  per 

head  of  the  population  we    drink   31*3 

gallons  of  beer  ;  the  United  States  drink 

I  1 3  gallons ;  the  Australian  colonies  1 0*0 

or  one-third  ;  and  Canada  3^6  or  one-tenth 

of  what  we  drink.     It  may  be  said  that 

,  they  use  other  alcoholic  drink.    Then  take 

I  spirits.    In  the  United  Kingilora  we  dnnk 

,  now  103  gallons ;  the  United  States  drink 

*92,  Australia  '7G,  and  Canada  *65,     You 

see    bow    hollow  wo  beat  them  all*     In 

winea,  again,    w^e   drink    '4,    the    United 

States  *%  and  Canada  '08;  so  that  under 

every  head  of  alcohol  we  beat  the  world. 

The  Committee  will  perhaps  be  d^stonished 
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to  learn  that,  taking  (xermany  as  a  whole, 
we  drink  more  beer  than  the  Germans. 

♦Sir  CUTHBERT  QUILTER  :  Not  in 
Bavaria. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM   HARCOURT :  That 
is  where  the  hon.  Grentleman  goes,  but  if 
we  take  the  Germans  as  a  whole  they 
drink  27  gallons  per  head  as  against  our 
31.    We  are'  therefore   the  unexampled 
drinkers  of  alcoholic  spirits  in  the  world. 
I  have  taken  the  English  speaking,  Anglo- 
Saxon  race  throughout  the  world,  and  you 
will   find  that  our  Australian   colonies, 
as  I  have  shown,  drink  only  a  third  of 
what  we  consume,  and  Canada  not  one- 
tenth.     I  am  afraid  almost  to  mention 
what  is  the  cause  of  it.     But  perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  that  it  is  because 
-  all  these  peoples  as  a  rule  are  themselves 
allowed  to  determine  the  question.    That 
is  the  rule  in   the   United  States    and 
throughout     the     colonies,     but     your 
sapremacy  in  drink  depends   upon   the 
fact  that  the  people  of  this  country  are 
not  allowed,  as  other  peoples  are,  to  decide 
the   question  for  themselves.     There  is 
another  point  in  connection  with    this 
matter,  and  that  is  that  whereas  in  our 
colonies  and  in  the  United  States  drink 
is  diminishing  every  year  under  the  in- 
fluence of  popular  opinion,  in  England  it 
is  increasing  every  year,  and  that  very 
rapidly.     There  are  some  curious  figures 
aoout  the  consumption  of  spirits  in  the 
United  States.     Here  we  have  increased 
from  -92  to  1*05 ;  in  the  United  States  it 
Ims    been    exactly  the    opposite ;    they 
began  at  1*05  and Jiave  diminished  to  92. 
I  will  not  trouble  the  Committee  with 
more  figures,  but  I  hope  hon.  Members 
will  look  at  that  Return,  which  is  one  of 
the    most    remarkable    ever    presented, 
dealing  with  the  history  of  the  social  and 
moral  condition,  so  far  as  drink  is  con- 
cerned, of  the  countries  of  the  world.     If 
hon.  Members  will  look  at  that  Return 
they  will  see  that  people  of  our  own  race 
beyond  the  seas  are  diminishing  the  evils 
of  drink  while  we  are  increasing  them  year 
by  year.    I  think  when  we  are  discussing 
the  question  of  a  tax  upon  drink  this  sub- 
ject is  very   germane.     The   trade  can 
well  afford  this  tax  ;  no  one  can  doubt  that. 
Never    was  there  a  trade   which    could 
better  afford  to  minister  to  the  necessities 
of  the  country ;  therefore  I  can  support 
the  proposal  to  place  an  additional  outy 


of  one  shilling  on  beer  in  a  very  different 
spirit  to  that  in  which  I  voted  in  favour 
of  ai^  increased  tax  oi)  tea. 

♦Mr.  WHITTAKER  (Yorkshire,  W.  R., 
Spen  Valley) :  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or 
two  in  support  of  this  tax,  and  to  express 
the  hope  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer will  increase  it  in  future  years 
and  not  make  it  temporary.     In  justifica- 
tion of  that  position  I   wish  to  state  a 
fact  to  the  Committee  which  I  think  has 
been  frequently  overlooked.     That  is  that 
for  the  first  thirty  years  of  this  century 
the  tax  on  beer  was  double  what  it  is  now 
proposed  it  should  be ;    in  fact   it  was 
more  than  double.     In  1830   the   Beer 
Act  was  passed,  the  object  of  which  was 
to  encourage  the  sale  and  consumption  of 
beer.      In    those    days   a  delusion    was 
entertained  thajt  if   you  could  persuade 
the  people  to  give  up  drinking  spirits  and 
consume  what  was  then  called  "  whole- 
some beer  "  you  would  make  them  sober, 
and  the  Beer  Act  was  passed  to  enable 
houses  to  sell    beer  only.      Beer-houses 
were   unknown    up    to    that    time,  and 
under  the  Act  houses   were  established 
where      spirits     could      not      be      ob- 
tained.      The      result     of      that     was 
an     enormous     increase    in     drunken- 
ness  in   this  country,    and   within  foui- 
years    a    Committee    was    appointed  to 
inquire  into  its  causes.     At  the  time  that 
the  Beer  Act  of  1830  was  passed,  some- 
thing else  was  done.     There  was  at  that 
time  a  tax  of  10s.  a  barrel  pn  beer  in 
addition  to  the  malt  tax  ;  that  tax  of  10s. 
was  abolished  in  order  to  encourage  the 
sale  of  beer,  and  to  carry  out  the  view 
that  if  more  beer  and  less  spirits  were 
consumed,  the  country   would  be  facili- 
tated in  becoming  sober.     That  10s.  was 
never  put  back  on  beer  ;  and  the  present 
tax  we  have  on  beer  is  merely  a  substi- 
tute for  the  malt  tax.     In  1829,  the  year 
before  the    Beer  Act  was    passed,  the 
total   tax    on    beer,  including    tue  malt 
tax,    was    equal    to    15s.  4a.  a  barrel ; 
with  the  increase  now  proposed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  it  will  only 
be    7s.    9d.      But     there    was    a    time 
during  the  early    part   of  this   century 
when     the     tax     on    beer    was     equal 
to    19s.    a     barrel,    and    there     is     no 
reason  in  the  world  why  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  should  not  go  a  long 
way  further  and  put  more  than   Is.  a 
barrel  on  beer.   I  hope  also  the  right  hon. 
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the  Ch;xuf:f:\\'jT  of  the  Exche«:iuer  «ho:ii«.i 
contir:'i^  the  pr»>>:s.s  of  increasing 
the  tax  on  Wr  is  that  the  tax  Mn  spirit* 
hsLH  \t*tf:xi  iriCT«i.se<l  to  a  much  greater 
ext^jnt  than  the  tax  on  beer.  That  is  one 
caii^e  of  complaint  from  Ireland,  and  I 
quite  a^ree  with  the  Irish  Mem^>ers  who 
«ugge-jt  thnt  the  tax  should  be  increased 
much  more  largelv  on  >>eer  than  on 
HpiritH.  In  1829  Wore  the  Beer  Act 
wau  fiHHHed  the  tax  on  spirits  in  England 
wan  7.S.  j>*;r  gallon,  it  is  now  lis.  At 
that  time  the  tax  on  beer  was  15s.  4d. : 
it  will  now,  with  this  increase,  l)e 
only  7h.  9d.  In  other  words  the 
Mr.  fnifiak^r 


zjLz  TtL  §siBLM  has  been  increased 
^^  HiiR  ^aa  30  per  cent.,  where- 
in -nxe  ^ftx  'Xi  beer  luw  been  reduced 
•r-  L  la^f.  Xhac  19  a  ctrong  reason  why 
-me  •riiiiacetlnr  oi  the  Excbequer  shoold 
!-  ficnELe  V.  w-jtk  op  the  taxation  on  beer 
xntil  r  i»  «:mediing  like  the  old  figure. 
Tieri  2  i»:  r«iK«i  why  there  should  not 
:«r  &  jriiina.'  i=<rea«e  which  would  do 
*.mHriTTg  ^:  anigite  the  grievance  of 
HIT  Ir^  frJeciifi.  "t  hope^  therefore,  that 
jiac-ski  :c  nxsd&iefing  this  increase  aa 
z^mz*irhrr.  lie  ChanceUor  <rf  the  Ex- 
!3«±«:icsr  -v^eiL  !Le  finds  that  he  requiiei 
Hfirt  TLr.n^j  for  ihk  war,  as  undoubtedly 
le  x*Il  -r-Il  zu*  fa.  or  3&  a  barrel  more 

•:.;.l:  vs:  KEVYOX-SLAXEY  (Sbit^ 
*a:jr;.  Xewpi:*^  :  We  who  represent  the 
liTJL'^'ninl  i:i:«re«    have    often  before 
UMi  :•:   pr:cc:sc  ajzaiosc   ^ib  suggesdona 
^r-n'';ir  -.:  th«:«se   zo  which  we  have  joit 
Iisceiiai     Ibft  hoc  Member  who  has  jnat 
sLt  i'l-rz.  ApwsLT^d  to  forget   that  dua 
i«fiiri*:cAl  :.kx  will  fall  with   very  great 
iLirfsiiz  :c  jcaer?  than  the  brewers,   b 
I"  biLZKfSE}:^'^  to  persuade  the  hon.  Mem- 
':er  thjkt   this  prr^MK^d  tax  will   not  be 
z-ilz  :t  :'-*:«se  no  pnxiace  the  materiab 
::r     th**     manmctxire     of    beert     He 
<«iir=i5   to   think  that    he   may  pile   on 
zz-t   a^:^v    -xi    one    branch     of    trade 
-rr.z  v'riioh  he  happens  to  be  in  personal 
i:?pute-    bet   he  leaves  out   of   account 
^t^r-^ther  how  ii  may  affect  a  large  se^ 
tfv"    *:<   the  community.      That   is  the 
r-irr-'W-minded    way     of     dealing    with 
the$e  'pesiions.  which  naturally  paralyses 
^  e5ort»  for  the  reduction  of   e^ils  of 
•irir^  and   makes    them    such    difficult 
•questions  t«?  deal  with,  which  they  would 
not  lie  it  dealt  with  fairly  and  squarely, 
and    not   in   a   partisan   manner.     It  is 
:mpo«s$ibIe  to    suppose,  if  you    have  a 
branch    of    the   community  enormously 
interested  in  providing  the  raw  material 
for  another  trade,  that    an   increase  rf 
taxation  on  that  trade  will  not  affect  the 
section  of  the  conmiunity  which  produces 
thcr  raw  material     The  hon.  Gentleman 
no  doubt   thinks  that   agriculturists  are 
blind   and  stupid,  and  that  if  an  agricul- 
turist cannot  sell   his  barley  he  has  no 
reason  to  complain  at  all,  and  in  fact  that 
it  is  a  benefit  to  him  rather  than  other- 
wise if  he  could  only  understand  it.     We, 
however,  find  that  the  demand  for  barley 
is  decreasing^  and  we  find  that  the  reason 
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of  that  is  that  other  substances  are  used 
by  those  who  brew  beer,  and  therefore  it 
u  a  fact  that  barley  growers  do  suffer  by 
the  increased  taxation  on  beer.  In  the 
&ce  of  a  great  national  emergency  the 
agricultural  interest  will  not  demur  to 
paying  its  share  of  taxation,  and  the  agri- 
cultural commxmity,  of  all  others,  are  the 
least  likely  to  complain.  We  have 
seen  that  evidenced  by  the  mag- 
nificent response  made  in  the  agricultural 
districts  to  the  call  for  recruits  for  the  Yeo- 
manry and  other  forces.  What  I  wish  hon. 
Members  to  remember  is  that  this  is  a 
question  not  onlv  of  intoxicating  drink, 
but  a  question  which  reacts  on  the  condi- 
tion of  the  country.  It  is  no  exaggera- 
tion to  say  that  it  is  on  the  barley  grow- 
ing industry  that  arable  cultivation  of  the 
country  in  ^eat  measure  depends  at  this 
moment.  Other  corn  crops  are  not  being 
grown  with  any  profit  at  all,  and  a  large 
section  of  the  agricultural  portion  of  the 
ccnnmunity  look  to  the  possibility  of  pro- 
ducing a  good  barley  crop  for  its  possible 
salvation  in  these  hard  times.  What 
more  does  that  mean  ?  It  means  not  only 
the  interest  of  the  barley  grower,  but  it 
means  the  continual  cultivation  of  a  large 
amount  of  arable  land.  That  involves 
the  employment  and  retention  on  the  soil 
of  a  large  mass  of  the  agricultural  popula- 
tion. Hon.  Grentlemen  on  the  other  side 
talk  glibly  of  taxing  an  industry  out  of 
existence,  but  you  are  also  taxing  out  of 
existence  a  large  proportion  of  the  popu- 
lation. Reference  has  been  made  by  my 
hon.  friend  who  st&rted  this  discussion  as 
to  the  effect  of  the  destruction  of  this 
araUe  land  on  the  neighbouring  popula- 
tion. I  am  within  the  knowledge  of 
every  practical  agriculturist  in  this 
House  when  I  say  that  the  greatest  ques- 
tion we  have  to  consider  is  the  reduction 
of  the  agricultural  population.  In  my 
own  county  it  is  very  difficult  to 
find  an  able-bodied  man  between 
the  ages  of  twenty  and  sixty.  They 
are  aJtl  leaving  the  soil.  One  of  the 
ffreat  questions  of  the  future  is  un- 
doubtedly the  retention  of  that  popula- 
tion on  the  soil,  and  yet  we  are  asked  to 
tax  one  obnoxious  trade  even  if  we  are  to 
denude  the  soil  of  a  portion  of  its  popu- 
lation. I  object  to  such  a  light  and  airy 
yfAy  of  dealing  with  these  questions.  I 
object  entirely  to  impose  taxation  without 
recognising  what  will  follow  in  its  train. 
Of  course,  people  may  disagree  ;  it  may 
l>e  said  that  increased  taxation  on  beer 


has  no  effect  on  the  barley  grower  and 
has  no  effect  on  the  agricultural  labourer^ 
But  on  these  questions  we  are  the  experts 
and  you  are  the  theorists.  We  have 
expert  knowledge  drawn  from  life-long 
residence  on  the  soil,  and  we  know  what 
will  be  the  result  of  certain  proposals,  and 
it  is  not  fair  to  allow  this  question  to  be 
settled  by  thpse  who  do  not  understand 
what  it  involves.  I  do  not  in  the  least 
suggest  that  wc  should  hesitate  to  take  up 
our  share  of  the  present  burden,  but  I  do 
say  that  this  continual  taxation  on  beer 
affects  nearly  and  clearly  the  prosperity 
of  the  barley  growers,  or,  in  other  words, 
the  farmers  of  the  country,  and  also 
affects  materially  the  continued  existence 
of  the  class  of  agricultural  labourer 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :   I  am 
not  an   expert   in   finance,  but  only  an 
agricultural  Member,  and  as  such  I  re- 
gret  that    the    hon.    Baronet    did    not 
move    his    reduction,     and     that      the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  unable 
to  accept  it,  because,  if  he  had  accepted  it, 
it  would  be  extremely   valuable  to  the 
barley  growers  of  the  Eastern  Counties. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the  agricultural 
interest  is  dissatisfied  with  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  Budget,  although  it 
is  rather    difficult    to    induce   them  to 
!  say   that   they   are   satisfied.      I   think, 
I  howeVer,   my   right   hon.   friend    might 
j  have  done  considerably  worse.     As  far 
I  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  not  sufficient 
flexibility    or    adaptation   to   support  a 
I  proposal  which  I  opposed  four  years  ago 
I  when  it  was  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
;  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Mon- 
I  mouthshire.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
j  chequer  in  reply  to  my  hon.  friend  last 
!  night  asked  why  he  did  not  suggest  some 
alternative.      I  would  suggest  an  alterna- 
tive.   Why  does  not  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  is  a  supporter  of  the  tem- 
perance question,    turn  his  attention  to 
British  wines  ]     Surely  it  is  absurd  that 
manufacturers  of    British  wines,    whose 
products  contain  alcohol  to  the  extent  of 
27  per  cent.,  a  great  deal  more  than  in 
sherry,    should    escape    taxation,    while 
brewers  and    manufacturers    of    British 
spirits  are  taxed  to  the  heavy  extent  they 
are.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  probably 
does  not  know  that  some  years  ago  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  when  Chan- 
cellor of  the   Exchequer,   asked  on  one 
occasion,  "  Who  drinks  rum  ?  "  The  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  might  say,  **  Wlio  drinks 
British  wines  1"  1  do  not  suppose  he 
drinks  British  winea*  I  do  not  drink 
British  wiries  myself ;  but  a  good  many 
people  do ;  and  I  submit  that  it  ih  a  fraud 
that  the  maker  of  gin  shetild  be  taxe<l 
500  per  cent,  on  his  product^  while  the 
deleterious  stutf  turned  out  by  the  manu- 
facturers  of  British  winos  ia  practically 
taxed  nothing  at  all  If  these  wirier 
were  taxed,  the  produce  of  the  tax  might 

fo  to  the  reduction  of  local  taxation. 
*housandi*  of  acres  are  going  out  of  cul- 
tivation, and  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  the  Newport  Divi- 
sion that  the  ditliculty  and  danger  to  the 
agricultural  interest  is  not  so  much  high 
taxes  and  low  prices,  but  the  absolute 
apossibility  of  getting  men  to  work  the 


Captain   PRETYMAN  :    The   Board 

of  Inland    Revenue    furnish    an    annual 

Return  showing  the  materials   used   by 

every   firm  of   brewers  in    the    country, 

but  that  Return  does  not  make  public  the 

names  of  the  firms.     The   Chancellor  of 

the   Exchequer    would    confer    a    great 

benefit,  not  only  on   the  agricultural  in- 

terest,  but  on  the  community  at  large,  if, 

in  that  Return,  he  published  the  names  of 

the  films,  BO  that  the  public  might  know 

which  houses  they  should  go  to  for  their 

beer  if  they  like  their  beer  made  of 'hops 

and  malt.     This   question  is   intimately 

bound  up  with  that  of  tied  houses ;  for  a 

large  number  of   pul>lic-houses  are   now 

the  property  of  firms  of  brewers.     There 

is  no  cei-tainty  at  present  as  to  what  these 

firms  of  brewers  use  in  making  their  beer. 

If  it  wad  known  that  such  and  such  firms 

only  used  malts  and  hops^  and  other  firms 

maize  or  rice^  or   other  Ukc  decoctions, 

that  would   be  more  effective  than  a  tax 

on  sugar  in  promoting  the  use  of  barley, 

for   su^ar  is  not   so  much   a   substitute 

for  barley  as  maize  and  rice. 

Mr,  a  JASPER  MORE  (Shropshire, 
Ludlow) :  It  is  a  great  pity  that  the  Con- 
servative  party  aid  not  deal  with  the 
Malt  Tax,  but  unfortunately  they  left 
it  to  Mr.  Gladstone,  who  allowed  beer  to 
be  made  of  different  materials  than  malt 
and  hops-  It  is  a  remarkable  fact  that 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  tested 
letween  3,000  and  3,000  samples  of 
beer,  and  did  not  find  a  single  one  to  be 
adulterated  ;  whereas^  it  is  the  opinion  of 

Major  Mmch, 


people  throughout  the  country  that  h 
is  largely  fidulterated.  The  expbnali^j  _ 
of  that  is  that  the  l^ieer-drinkers  do  tuA 
like  the  beer  made  from  txuuze  and  r!oft._ 
When  the  Conimis^on  w^as  appoint 
they  did  not  take  the  ffvddence  of  tl 
''man  in  the  street,"  who^  is  really  tb 
best  jiKlge  of  beer.  The  men  in  th 
House  may  be  very  good  judges  of  an| 
thing  else  ;  but  very  few  are  good  jud^ 
of  beer.  Farmers  and  Jal>ourers  are" 
opinion  that  beor  made  from  maize 
rice  gives  them  a  furred  tongue  awI 
headaches  in  the  morning,  while  ^rer 
made  from  malt  and  hops  makes  them  Hi> 
their  work  all  the  l>etter.  It  was  due  1 
the  right  hon.  the  Member  for  \\i 
Monmouth  that  laliourors  were  allows 
to  brew  their  own  l>eer,  free  of  duty,  i 
they  lived  in  houses  of  £^  rent  or  ucuIa 
In  my  own  constituency  there  are  1,2 
labourers  who  brew  their  own  been 
think  we  are  much  indebted  t-o  the  right 
hon.  the  Member  for  West  Monmouth 
for  what  he  said  about  tied  hoiis 
There  is  no  doubt  that  if  we  had  onI]j_ 
one  beverage  to  drink  in  this  Houjse»  miT 
would  soon  strike  against  it.  If  we  bid_ 
more  competition  we  shonld  have 
beer. 

Mb.  GRETTON    (Derbyshire,  S,): 
do  not  propose  to  follow  hon.  Gentlemefi 
opposite  in  their  diacusaion    of   the  wjir 
policy.     We  are  discussing  the  war  tax, 
anfl   there   seems   to   be   a  diflTerence  of 
opinion  as  to  who  shouhl  have  to  pay  it 
I   recollect   that   when    the    right    ho 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Weat  Mc 
mouth  proposed  to  iiiecease  the  beer  I 
in  lB9i  he  said  it  would  be  a  tax  on  th^ 
brewers,  and  that  they  were  well  able  to 
afford  it ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Chancellor  of   the  Exche*pier 
says  that  hia  beer  tax  will  fall  on  the  con- 
sumer.     It    seems    to    me    that     those 
gentlemen  who  discuss  the  profits  of  the 
brewing   trade   forget    that  a  large  pnv 
portion  of  that  trade  is  now  organised  m 
public  companies.     A  few  of  the  larger 
corporations  do  carry  on  their  opemtiom 
with   profit  which  exceeds  the  aveimj^^ 
but  I  have  a  Return  taken  from  the  offictil 
register    of  all  the  public  brewing  ooai' 
panics,  and  I  find  that  it  works  out  a 
profit  of   something  like  8  per  cent  on 
the    capital.       One     of     the    important 
witnesses  before  the  Royal  CommiBsion 
stated   that   the   average   profits,  in 
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expenence,  upon  the  total  capital  em- 
Dloyed  in  breweries  was  only  6}  per  cent. 
When  you  include  in  the  breweries  one 
or  two  larger  corporations  where  the 
profit  is  very  much  above  the  average,  it 
will  be  seen  that  the  average  profit  is  not 
excessive,  while  some  companies  earn  a 
very  small  profit  indeed.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  the  directors  of  these 
public  companies  have  the  interest  of 
their  shareholders  to  consider,  and 
have  to  determine  in  what  way  the 
tax  is  to  be  met.  During  the  last 
twenty  years  there  has  been  an  in- 
crease of  40  per  cent,  in  taxation  on 
beer.  The  first  beer  duty  was  6s.  3d.  per 
barrel,  but  in  1889  the  standard  of  gravity 
was  lowered  from  10*57  to  10*55,  which 
was  equal  to  an  increase  of  taxation  of 
3d.  per  barrel.  In  1894,  when  the  duty 
was  increased  by  6d.  a  barrel,  it  stood 
nominally  at  6s.  9d.  per  barrel,  but  in 
reality  at  7s. ;  and  the  shilling  now  pro- 
posed to  be  added  will  bring  the  tax  up 
to  8s.  a  barrel.  Corresponcung  with  this 
increase  of  taxation  there  has  been,  as  is 
well  known,  a  decrease  in  the  price  of 
materials.  There  have  been  fluctuations  in 
the  price  of  all  agricultural  produce,  but 
the  fluctuation,  on  the  whole,  in  the  price 
of  barley  has  been  a  decrease.     No  doubt 


the  decrease  in  the  price  of  materials  has 
been  brought  about  in  many  instances  by 
a  larger  resort  to  substitutes  for  barley, 
and  the  price  of  barley  had  to  follow  its 
rivals  to  a  lower  level.  Then,  some 
brewers  have  not  been  careful  in  main- 
taining the  density  of  the  ales  to  the  exact 
standard,  and  perhaps  some  have  lowered 
the  standard  ;  but  in  my  opinion  the  limit 
of  that  process  has  been  reached,  and  no 
further  reduction  can  be  made  in  the  cost 
of  production.  A  considerable  quantity 
of  material  is  used  which  is  too  cheap 
from  the  point  of  view  of  quality,  and  I 
do  not  think  it  will  be  possible,  with  our 
present  knowledge  of  chemistry,  to  use  any 
cheaper  materials  and  yet  maintain  the 
standard  of  the  ale.  As  to  whether  the 
tax  is  to  be  paid  wholly  by  the  consumer 
or  wholly  by  the  brewer,  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  limit  to  economy  in  manufacture 
having  been  reached,  a  large  proportion 
of  the  tax  will,  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
trade,  be  cast  on  the  shoulders  of  con- 
sumers. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes,  223 ; 
Noes,  31.     (Division  List  No.  85.) 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 
Adand-Hood,  Capt.  Sir  A.  F. 
Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Kt*  Hun.  John 
Anstin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Bainbridse,  Emerson 
Baird,  JJlm  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balf6tu,Rt.Hn.A.J.  (Manch'r) 
Banbary,  Frederick  George 
Barlow,  John  Emmott 
Barry,RtHn.A.H.S. -(Hunts.) 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Beach,Rt.  Hn.SbM.  H.  (Bristol) 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Bill,  Charles 
Billson,  Alfred 
Birrell,  Angostine 
Blnndell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 
Bond,  Edward 

Bowle8,T.  Gibson  (King'sLynn 
Braasey,  Albert 
BroMck,  Rt  Ho«.  St.  John 
Brown,  Alexander  H. 
Bochaiian,  Thomas  Rybom 
BalUrd,  Sir  Harry 


AYES. 

Batcher,  John  (reorge 
Caldwell,  James 
Carlile,  William  Walter 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
Cavendish,  V.C.  W(  Derbyshire 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rc.Hpn.J.  (Birm 
Chaml)erlain,  J  Austen  ( Worc'r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
CoTlings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles  Ready 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Colville,  John 

(I)omwallis,  FiennesStanley  W. 
Courtney,  Rt.Hon.LeonardH 
Cox, Irwin  Edward  Bainbridge 
Crombie.  ,John  William 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dairy mpie,  Sir(yharles 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dewar,  Arthur 
Dixon- Hartland,'Sir  F.  Dixon 
Donkin,  Richard  Sim 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 


I    Fardell,  Sir  T.  CJeorge 

!    Fello  wes,  Hon .  Ail  wy  n  Ed  ward 

!    Ferguson, R.  C.  Muiiro  (Leith) 

j    Fergusson,  Rt.  Hn.  SirJ(  Manc*r 

I    Finch,  George  H. 

!   Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Fison,  Frederick  William 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmund 

I    Fitz  Wygram,  Cieneral  Sir  F. 

j    Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 

I    Flower,  Ernest 
Forster,  Henry  William 

I    Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 

j    Fowler,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Henry 
Fry,  Lewis 

!   Gariit,  William 

:   Glblwns,  J.  Lloyd 

!    Gibbs,Hn.A.G.H(CityofLond. 

!   Gibb8.Hon.Vicary  (St. Albans) 

j   Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Godson,  Sir  Augustus  Fred. 

I   Gold,  Charles 

I   Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  E. 
(;o8chen,Rt.  Hn.G.  J.  (StGeor's 
Goeoben,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
G<>ulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
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Gretton,  John 
Greville,  Hon.  Ronald 
Grey,  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  G. 
Hanbury,  Rt.  Hon.  Robert  W 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  Seale- 
Hazell,  Walter 
Heath,  James 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Hedderwick,  Thomas  C.  H. 
Helder,  Augustas 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Hoare,  Sir  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Holland,  William  Henry 
Hould^ worth.  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Houston,  R.  P. 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhonse 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Joicey,  Sir  James 
Kay-Shuttle\vorth,Rt  HnSirU 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kennaway,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  H. 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Kimuer,  Henry 
Knowles,  Lees 

Lawrence,SirE.  I)umin^-(Coni 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks.) 
Lawson,  Sir  W.  (Cumberland) 
Leng,  Sir  «fohn 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw*ns'a 
Lockwooil,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R 
Loder,  Genild  Walter  Erskine 
Long,Col.  Charles  W.(  Evesham 
Long,RtHn  Walcer(Liverpool) 
Loi)es,  Henry  Yarde  Bidler 
Lough,  Thomas 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shad  well,  William 
Lyttelton,  Hon.  Alfred 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
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,  M' Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
,  M'Iver,Sir  L.  (Edinbui^,  W) 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 
I  M*Killop,  James 
I  Malcolm,  Ian 
I  Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
I  Maxwell,Rt.Hon.SirHerbt.E. 
I  Mendl,  Surismund  Ferdinand 
'  Mevitey-TnompBon,  Sir  H.  M. 
I  Middlemore,  J.  Thnwmorton 
!  Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
:  Monk,  Charles  James 
I  Montagu,Hn.J.  Scott  (Hants.) 
I  More,  Robt.  Jasper  (Shropsh.) 
Morgan,  J.  Lloyd(Carmartlien) 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morton,  ArthurH.  A.(Deptford 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
■  Mount,  William  George 
I  Murray,  RtHnAGraham(  Bute 
'  Myers,  William  Henry 
!  O'Neill.  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
,  Orr-Ewiiie,Charles  Lindsay 

Parkes,  Ebenezer 
!  Pease,  Joseph  A.  (Northumb.) 
!  Percy,  Earl 
Philfpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Pilkington,SirG.  A.  (LancsS  W 
I  Plunkett,RtHnHoraceCurzon 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  Greorge 
Price,  Rol)ert  John 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 
Quilter,  Sir  Cuthbert 
Reid,  Sir  Robert  Threshie 
Remnant,  James  Fan^uharson 
Renshaw,  Charles  Bine 
Richards,  Henry  Charles 
Ridley.Rt.  Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  T. 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighsh. 
Robertson, Herbert  (Hackney) 
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Robson,  WiUiftm  Snowdon 
Rollit^  Sir  Albeit  Kaye 
Ronciman,  Walter 
Samuel,  J  (Stockton-on-Teei) 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Seton-Karr,  Henry 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw-Stewart,  B£  H.  ( Renfrew) 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Komfoid) 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (ChristchiiRfa) 
Smith,  James  P.  (Lanark*. ) 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F  D.(Stnuid) 
Ste  wart,Sir  Mark  J.  M*Taggtft 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedl^ 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,  Wm.  Edw.Mnmj 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Usbome,  Thomas 
Vincent,  Sir  Edgar  (Exetor) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walton,  John  L.  (Leeds.  S.) 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  Sir  Richard  E 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Welby,Lt-Col.A.C.K(TaWi 
Welby,  Sir  Chas.  G.  E.  (Notti 
Wentworth,  Bruce  C.  Vemoe- 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
WUliams,  Colonel  R  (Dons^ 
Wdliams,  J.  Powell-  (Biim.) 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  ( Worcestenh.N.) 
Wodehou8e,Rt.  Hn.  K  R  (Btth 
Woods,  Samuel 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Geoi^ce 
Wyvill,  Marmadoke  D'Arcy 
Younger,  William 

Tellers  for  the  Ates— 
Mr.  Anstruther  and  Mr. 
Fisher. 


Abraham,  Williain(Cork,N.E.) 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 

Blake,  Edward 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Crean,  Eugene 

Crilly,  Daniel 

Curran,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal)  | 

Daly,  James  I 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Field,  William  (Dublin)  i 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  (yhnstopher         I 


NOES. 

Gibney,  James 
Hammond,  John  (Carlow) 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Healy,  Maurice  (Cork) 
Ho{;an,  James  Francis 
Jordan,  Jeremiah 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
MacDonnelKDr.  M.  A.  (Qu'n.  C. 
M*Dermott,  Patrick  , 

Morris,  Samuel  I 

O'Connor,  Arthur  (Donegal)     ' 
O'Connor,  James( Wicklow,W)  | 


O'Connor,  T.  P.  (LiTerpool) 
Pamell,  John  Howard 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Redmond,John  E  (Waterfoffl) 
Redmond,  William  (Cliure) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeeth) 
Young,  Samuel  (^Cavan,  EssI) 

Tellers  for  the  NoBh> 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien. 


Clause  7 : — 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND,  in 
moving  to  leave  out  "  United  Kingdom  " 
and  insert  "  Great  Britain,"  said  :  A\Tiat- 
ever  view  might  be  taken  of  the  matter 
from  a  temperance  point  of  view,  it  might 
l)e  generally  conceded  that  it  was  a  most 
unfair  thing  to  put  this  additional  tax  on 


whisky,  in  view  of  the  fact  that^  while  it 
was  manufactured  in  Ireland,  no  whisky 
at  all  was  manufactured  in  England,  tlie 
consequence  of  which  was  that  Ireland 
suffered  very  heavily  from  it.  The  views 
of  the  Irish  representatives  were  already 
well  known,  and,  therefore,  it  was  useless 
to  labour  the  question  ;  but  there  was  no 
doubt  whatever  that  the  tax  of  sixpence 
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a  gallon  on  Irish  whisky  was  altogther 
disproportionate  as  compared  ^vith  a  tax 
of  a  shilling  on  English  beer.  Such  a  tax 
would  lead  to  a  very  appreciable  increase 
in  the  price  of  whisky,  whereas  the 
shilling  tax  on  a  barrel  of  beer,  though  it 
might  cause  some  increase  in  the  price, 
would  be  almost  infinitesimal  compared 
with  the  increase  which  the  consumers  of 
Ireland  would  feel  in  the  matter  of  whisky. 
No  doubt  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Bel- 
fast and  others  who  put  temperance  reform 
Almost  before  any  other  question,  would 
welcome  the  increased  taxation,  and  no 
doubt  that  would  be  quite  a  legitimate 
proceeding  provided  it  could  be  shown 
that  the  additional  taxation  would  lead 
to  decreased  consumption,  but  everyone 
was  perfectly  well  aware  that  it  would 
do  nothing  of  the  kind,  for  the  reason 
that  those  who  liked  to  drink  whisky 
would  not  be  deterred  from  doing  so 
because  they  had  to  pay  an  increased 
price  for  it.  The  history  of  the  taxation 
of  whisky  in  Ireland  was  somewhat 
curious.  According  to  the  best  figures 
obtainable,  the  tax  upon  whisky  in  1853 
amounted  to  3s.  4d.  a  gallon.  Since  that 
date  it  had  been  more  than  trebled.  In 
1853  an  additional  tax  of  eightpence  was 
|Hit  on  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  which  was  fol- 
m  1854  by  a  further  addition  of  8d., 
and  this  in  its  turn  was  followed  in  1858 
by  an  additional  tax  of  no  less  than 
28.  lOd.,  which  was  imposed  by  Sir 
Geo.  Comewall  Lewis.  The  tax  then 
stood  at  8s.  a  gallon.  In  1860  it 
was  a^in  increased  to  lOs.,  at  which 
figure  it  remained  for  thirty  years  up  to 
1890.  It  was  further  increased  by  Is. 
in  1894,  and  in  1895  6d.  was  knocked  off 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Monmouthshire  on  the  dis- 
tinct promise  by  that  Gentleman  that 
the  reduction  would  only  be  temporary. 
From  that  it  was  painfully  apparent  that 
Irish  whisky  had  been  taxed  to  the  utmost 
extremity.  It  was  a  popular  idea  in  this 
country  that  Irishmen  drank  a  great  deal 
more  than  other  people,  but  nothing  was 
more  untrue,  and  to  say  such  a  thing  was 
a  slander  on  the  Irish  race,  because  the 
figures  at  the  disposal  of  the  House  of 
Commons  would  prove  conclusively  that 
the  consumption  per  head  of  alcohol  was 
far  greater  m  Great  Britain  than  in  Ire- 
land. The  coBS«mption  of  whisky  was 
about  the  same,  but  the  consumption  of 
beer  in  Great  Britain  was  thirty  gallons 
per  head  as  against  sixteen  gallons  per 


head  in  Ireland.  The  result  of  the  con- 
tinual increase  of  the  taxation  of  whisky 
in  Ireland  had  been  to  very  greatly  de- 
crease the  prosperity  of  that  country,  as 
would  be  seen  from  the  fact  that,  in 
1835,  Ireland  possessed  ninety-one  dis- 
tilleries, a  ^eat  many  of  which  had  now 
disappeared.  Everyone,  whether  they 
were  temperance  advocates  or  not,  must 
admit  that  the  decrease  in  the  number  of 
distilleries  was  a  sign  of  the  decreasing 
prosperity  of  the  country.  Years  ago  a 
very  large  trade  existed  in  the  distillation 
of  whisky  in  Ireland,  giving  employment 
to  a  large  number  of  people,  but  with  the 
decrease  in  the  number  of  distilleries 
that  emplojnnent  had  largely  dis- 
appeared. In  the  year  just  closed, 
about  4^  millions  of  gallons  of  whisky 
had  been  produced  in  Ireland,  the  in- 
creased taxation  on  which  would  mean 
£116,988.  Such  an  amount  to  the  Irish 
people  generally,  who  had  to  pay  it,  was 
a  very  serious  matter,  and  it  was  most 
unfair  that  such  an  enormous  sum  should 
be  placed  on  one  of  the  few  remaining 
industries  of  Ireland.  This  tax  could  not 
be  said  in  any  way  to  promote  the  cause 
of  temperance,  because  however  high  the 
tax  on  whisky  might  })e,  it  would  not 
prevent  those  who  so  desired  from 
drinking  it,  but  it  would  discourage  the 
whisky-producing  industry  in  Ireland  and 
by  so  doing  would  be  likely  to  throw  a 
great  many  out  of  employment.  In  view 
of  the  way  in  which,  ever  since  1853,  Irish 
whisky  had  been  taxed,  and  having  re- 
gard to  the  decreasing  number  of  dis- 
tilleries in  Ireland,  Irish  ^Members  could 
not  view  without  alarm  the  proposals  now 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
The  matter  had  been  so  thoroughly 
threshed  out  that  it  was  useless  to 
labour  the  subject.  In  conclusion  he 
would  make  an  earnest  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in  view 
of  the  facts  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
and  also  the  fact  that  distilling  was  one 
of  the  few  remaining  industries  in  Ireland, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  find 
some  other  commodity  on  which  to  place 
this  tax  ;  or,  if  indeea  he  must  tax  Irish 
whisky,  he  would  make  the  tax  more 
uniform  with  the  tax  on  beer,  the  brewing 
of  which  was  an  English  industry. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  pa^e  4,  line  29,  to  leave  out  the  wordR 
*  The  United  Kingdoni,'  in  order  to  insert  the 
words  *  Great  Britain'  instead  there<»f.  "—<3fr. 
William  Redmond. ) 
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Question  proposed,  "That 
*  the  United  Kingdom  '  stand 
clause." 
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Mr.  FLYNN,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  said  ho  did  not  wish  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee  at 
great  length,  as  others  who  thought  with 
him  also  desired  to  speak  on  this  im- 
portant subject.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  Treasury  regarded  this  tax  as  one 
which  could  be  stretched  to  any  extent 
they  desire<l.  A  man  whose  name  was 
before  the  public  very  much  at  the 
present  time  had  stated  before  the 
Financial  Relations  Committee  that  the 
tax  on  spirits  was  from  two-thirds  to 
three-fourths  of  the  price  of  spirits, 
whilst  the  tax  on  beer  only  amounted  to 
one-sixth  of  the  price.  It  was  under 
those  circumstances  that  the  Government 
now  proposed  to  impose  a  further  tax  of 
sixpence  a  gallon  on  Irish  whisky.  One 
would  have  thought  that  the  taxation  of 
spirits  had  been  carried  far  enough.  For 
eighty  years  it  ha^l  been  intermittently 
increasing,  and  only  once,  in  1894,  was  it 
reduced,  and  then  only  by  sixpence  a 
gallon.  In  1835  the  tax  on  spiiits  in 
this  country  was  7s.  a  gallon,  and  to 
Ireland  2s.  4d. ;  in  1858  it  was,  in 
England,  8s.,  and  in  Ireland  for  the  first 
time  the  taxation  was  assimilated,  and 
the  tax  there  was  raised  to  8s.  also, 
and  it  now  stood  at  10s.  6d.  a 
gallon.  From  1810  to  1899  the 
taxation  had  been  increased  ninety 
per  cent.,  though  starting  from  1835  the 
increase  on  taxation  in  whisky  amounted 
to  something  like  400  per  cent.  It  was 
a  strange  and  significant  fact,  in  view  of 
the  debate  upon  the  Bill  before  the 
House,  that  every  article  which  was 
more  commonly  consumed  in  Ireland 
than  elsewhere  was  subjected  to  the 
heaviest  tax.  It  might  be  a  coincidence, 
but  it  was  nevertheless  tnie,  and  such 
coincidences  told  against  the  resources 
and  prospeiity  of  the  Irish  people.  It  was 
obvious  from  the  history  of  the  country 
that  the  large  increase  in  the  taxation  of 
Ireland  was  due  to  the  legislation  from 
1850  to  1860,  when  the  taxation  was 
assimilated  and  the  income  tax  extended 
to  Ireland.  In  the  General  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  there  were  some 
remarks  by  Mr.  Sexton,  i^ho  said  that 
whether  tea,  tobacco,  beer,  or  whisky 
were  luxuries 


CHAIRMAN:  Cider,  onk! 
The  hon.  Member  must  confine  hinudf  to 
the  clause -before  the  House. 


Mr.  FLYNN  pointed  out  that  he  wm 
endeavouring  to  do  so.  The  ai^gnmento 
of  the  advocates  of  the  tax  was  tbt 
whisky  was  not  a  necessity.  Wliether 
tea,  tobacco,  beer,  or  whisky  were  luxoriei 
or  not  was  a  question  which  ooold 
not  be  answered.  The  question  wu^ 
whether  in  selecting  articles  to  bt 
taxed  articles  should  be  seketed 
which  were  more  commonly  consimed 
in  different  countries.  The  Engliik 
national  beverage  was  beer;  The  Hoom 
had  heard  a  most  glowing  panegyrie  on 
the  subject  of  pure  beer  from  an  hoo. 
Gentleman  on  the  Grovemment  side  rf  tl» 
House,  and  Irish  Members  might  sing  tk 
praise  of  ^ood  Irish  whisky.  On  beer 
only  a  shilling  a  barrel  was  going  to  he 
imposed,  but  on  a  gallon  of  whisky  tk 
tax  was  to  be  sixpence.  There  was  aooie- 
thing  very  paltry  in  the  way  in  w\aA 
this  taxation  was  imposed,  and  there  w» 
something  most  unfair  in  the  positioa 
taken  up  by  the  predominant  paitner  in 
the  matter.  It  was  said  that  this  tai 
would  press  no  more  hardly  on  the  Lnk 
people  than  on  the  Endish,  but  the  reply 
to  that  was  that  whisky  was  more  oob- 
monly  consumed  in  Ireland  than  in  tUi 
country,  and  the  result  was  that  insteid 
of  having  an  indiscriminate  taxation  in 
Ireland  it  was  carefully  disciiminated  at 
against  the  man  who  drinks  whisky.  It 
was  owing  to  the  high  duty  placed 
upon  whisky  that  such  an  increiaed 
quantity  of  new  and  impure  and-  bad 
spirit,  which  mostly  came  into  Bel&it^ 
had  been  put  on  to  the  market.  When 
the  distillers  were  able  to  make  a  good 
article  and  to  bond  it,  the  consumen 
obtained  a  sound  article  distilkd 
from  malt,  and  not  burning  spuit 
Within  a  year  something  approadiiiig 
a  million  of  money  had  been  paid  in  dnty 
in  Belfast  on  what  was  termed  sQent 
spirit  (proof)  imported  into  Belfast ;  to 
this  burning  spirit  Irish  whisky  wai 
afterwards  mixed,  and  it  was  exported  to 
England  as  good  Irish  whisky.  A 
spirit  made  on  the  continent  from  foreign 
grain,  maize,  and  potatoes,  was  imported 
into  Belfast  at  one  shilling  a  gallon  duty 
and  exported  as  good  Irish  whisky  or 
Highland  whisky — and  all  the  oorrap* 
tion  and  adulteration  from  whidi  the 
trade  was  now  suffering,  and  which  led 
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e  most  frightful  abuses,  was  due  to 
ligh  duties  on  whisky.     When  sixty 

I  ago  the  duty  on  Irish  whisky  was 
d.  a  gallon,  there  was  a  phrase  coined 
there  was  not  a  headache  in  a  hogs- 
of  it,  which  meant  that  if  a  man  was 

3h  or  greedy  enough  to  drink  to 
3s,  so  pure  was  the  spirit  and  so  little 
leleterious  effects  that  the  next  day 

II  effects  were  felt.  It  was  now 
non  knowledge  that  there  was  a  vast 
int  of  bad  spirit  placed  on  the 
cet,  which  had  a  most  pernicious 
\»  on  those  who  consumed  it  in  too 
\  quantities.  It  was  this  spirit  that 
»ly  accoimted  for  the  squabbles  which 
rred    in     the     Irish    markets,    and 

for  a  large  amount  of  the 
ry  which  occurred  in-  the  towns 
bgland.  The  hon.  Baronet  asked 
',  was  a  pure  spirit.  He  took  it  that 
ire  spirit  was  one  that  had  been 
Ined  from  pure  malt  by  the  pot  still 
9BS,  which  was  suihciently  matured 


in  bond,  and,  of  course,  in  wood,  so  that 
the  original  impurity,  commonly  called 
fusil  otl,  should  bo  chemically  decomposed. 
He  did  not  know  what  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  think  of  the  pure  spirit  he  had 
endeavoured  to  describe.  He  had  heard 
that  if  a  man  was  fatigued  a  drop  of 
honest  Irish  whisky  or  Highland  whisky, 
mixed  with  a  little  distilled  water  or  pure 
water,  was  a  far  better  drink  than  any 
cup  of  tea  or  coffee  that  could  be  got.  If 
alcohol  was  to  be  consumed  in  any  form 
it  was  better  that  it  should  be  pure.  At 
present  they  held  up  a  temptation  to  every 
distiller  to  put  on  the  market  an  article 
that  paid  them,  but  which  was  injurious 
to  the  health  of  the  people  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes,  146; 
Noes,  36.     (Division  List  No.  86.) 


haiii,  William  (Rhondda) 

I,  William  (Gateshead) 

dale,  Edwiuxl  Menryn 

Id,  Alfred    . 

1,  Sir  William 

nson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

iii,Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 

ie,James£.B.  (Inverness) 

l,John  Grooree  Alexander 

iiir,Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.(Manch'r 

>w,  John  Emmott 

ley,  George  C.  T. 

b,Rt.  Hn.  Sir  M.  H.  (Brbtol 

Charles 

on,  Alfred 

I,  Edward 

BV,  Albert 

nek,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 

trd,  Sir  Harry 

»,  John 

ther,  John  George 

well,  James 

indi8h,V.C.W(Derby8hire 

lev,  Frederick 

I,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 

nberlain,Rt.  Hon.  J.  ( Birm 

nberlain,  J  Austen  (Worc'r 

>lin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 

Tington,  Spencer 

B,  Octavius  Leigh 

lUl,  Douglas  Harry 

ngs,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 

mn,SirJohnCharlesReady 

Don,Chas.Edw.  H.  Athole 

ille,  John 

wallis,  FiennesStanley  W. 

B,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 

xm.  Viscount 

ceith.  Earl  of 

ymcje.  Sir  'Charles 

ly.  Colonel 


AYES. 

Dewar,  Arthur 
Digbjr,  John  K.  D.  Wingfield- 
Donkin,  Richard  Sim 
Doughty,  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowes,Hon.Ailwyn  Edward 
Fergasson,Rt.  HnSirJ.  ( Manc*r 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Garfit,  William 
Gibbons,  J.  Lloyd 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Goldsworthy,  Major-Qpneral 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goschen,  RtHnG  J(St.  George's 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Hamilton,Rt.Hn.  Lord  George 
Han  bury, Rt.Hn.  Robert  Wm. 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Hayne,Rt.Hon.  Charles  Seale- 
Hazell,  Walter 
Heath,  James 
Hetiton,  John  Henniker 
Hedderwick,Thoma»*  Chas.  H. 
Helder,  Augustus 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Holland,  William  Henry 
Houston,  R.  P. 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSir  U 
Kennaway,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  H. 
Knowles,  Lees 
Lambert,  George 
Lawrence,SirEDuminff-(Corn 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks.) 
l^awson.  Sir  W.  (Cumb'land) 
Leng,  Sir  John 


Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,Rt.  Hon.  Walter(  Liverp'l 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  Buller 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
M* Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M'lver,  Sir  L.  (Edinburgh,  W. 
M*Kenna,  Reginald 
M'Killop,  James 
Malcolm,  Ian 

Meysey-Thompson.  Sir  H.  M. 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Monk,  Charles  James 
More,  Robt.  Jasper  (Shropsh.) 
Morrell,  Georce  Herbert 
Morrison,  Walter 
Morton,  A.  H.  A.  (Deptford) 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Murniy,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  G.  (Bute) 
Newdigate,  Francis  Alexander 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsay 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Percy,  Earl 

Philfpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Plunkett,  Rt.  Hon.  H.  Curzon 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 

RvMjh,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Renshaw,  Charles  Bine 
Ridley,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  M.  W. 
Robe'rtson,  Herbert  (Hackney 
Roilit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Runciman,  Walter 
Samuel,  J.  (Stocktpu-Qn-Te^) 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
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Seton-Karr,  Henry 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sinclair,  LouiH  (Romford) 
Smith,  Al)el  H.  ((yhristchurch) 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.(Strand)  | 
Stirling- Maxwell,  Sir  JohoM.  | 
Thornton,  Percy  M.  i 

Tritton,  Charles  Ernest  ' 


{COMMONS} 

Usbome,  Thomas 
Vincent,  Sir  Edgar  (Exeter) 
Wallaca,  Robert 
Warr,  Augustas  Frederick 
Webster,  Sir  Richard  E. 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Welby,  Sir  Chas.  G.E.(Nott8.) 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 


BiU. 


m 


WiIliamt,Jo0epliPafweU-(Bim 
WlIson,FredenekW.(NoifoIk) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  ( WoreertenkN.) 
Woods,  Samuel 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Geoiige 
Tellers  for  the  Ayes— Mr. 
Anstrather  and  Mr.  FbheL 


Abraham,  W.  (Cork,  N.E.) 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 

Blake,  Edward 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Crean,  Eugene 

Crilly,  Daniel 

Curran,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal) 

Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S.) 

Daly,  James 

Dillon,  John 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Field,  William  (Dublin) 


NOES. 

I  Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

I  Flynn,  James  Christopher 

I  Gioney,  James 

I  Hayden,  John  Patiick 

j  Healy,  Maurice  (Cork) 

f  Hogan,  James  Francis 

;  Jordan,  Jeremiah 

I  Macaleese,  Daniel 

I  MacDonnell,DrM A(Queen's  C 

I  MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 

I  M'Dermott,  Patrick 

!  MHihee,  Richard 

'  Molloy,  Bernard  Charles 


O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O'Connor,  Arthur  (Doncgid) 
0'Connor,Jame8<Wlcklow,W.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Pamell,  John  Howard 
Pinkerton,  John 
Power,  Patrick  Joenph 
Redmond,  John  E.(Water{Qid) 
Redmond,  William  (Clara) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westroattk) 
Tellers    for   the  Non- 
Captain   Donelan  and  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien. 


[  present  duty  was  300  or  400  per  cent  of 
the  actual  value. 

♦The  chairman  :  I  do  not  wish  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Oentleman  except 
when  he  is  repeating,  as  he  now  is,  what 
has  been  said  by  the  previous  speakenL 
There  is  a  rule  against  repetition,  and  I 
warn  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  mut 


Question  proposed,    "That  Clause   7 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  DALY  said  he  believed  that  this 
particular  clause  would  strike  very  hard 
i^ainst  Ireland  as  compared  with  England. 
He  found  that  if  beer  was  taxed  in  propor- 
tion to  its  alcoholic  strength  with  whisky,  I 
at  least  three  times  the  tax  would  be  put  ' 

upon  beer.  He  wished  to  remind  the  Com- !  not  repeat  the  arguments  used  by  previous 
mittee    bow  fairly  the  American  Parlia-  j  speakers, 
ment  taxed  beer  with  regard  to  the  late  I 

war.  They  put  a  dollar  on  the  Imrrel  I  Mr.  FLAVIN  said  that  having  beeo 
of  beer,  whereas  the  Chancellor  of  the  |  a])sent  from  the  House  he  was  not  aware 
Exchequer  only  put  on  Is.,  while  6d.  was  ;  that  any  other  speaker  had  brought 
put  on  the  gallon  of  whisky.  Sir  Edward  \  before  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
Clarke  was  an  eminent  authority  to  i  the  comparative  amount  of  duty  leviod 
whom  groat  respect  would  be  paid  in  that '  on  whisky  in  Great  Britain  and  other 
House.  He  stated  that  if  an  Englishman  ■  countiies.  He  saw  from  a  Return  that 
expended  £4  28.  on  drink,  he  only  paid  ;  the  duty  levied  on  whisky  in  the  United 
15s.  6d.  taxation,  whereas  if  an  Irishman  ;  Kingdom  would  be  lis.,  as  compared 
expended  £2  15s.,  he  gave  to  the  taxa-  j  with  6s.  in  Germany,  5s.  6d.  in  America, 
tion  13s.  6d.  The  hon.  Member  thought ;  and  2s.  6d.  in  France.  That  was  in  itself 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche(iuer  had  !  a  startling  fact.  The  tax  in  the  United 
been  badly  advised  in  adding  to  the  duty  ;  Kingdom  would  be  500  percent,  more  than 
on  whisky.  He  could  only  protest  |  in  France.  In  Ireland  they  felt  that  the 
against  this  tax.  .  addition  of  6d.  per  gallon  on  whisky  waa 

;  even  a  greater  injustice   than  the  addi- 

Mr.  FLAVIN  thought  Irishmen  were  ;  tional  tax  on  beer.  The  amount  of  beer 
fully  justified  in  opposing  an  increase  I  manufactured  in  Ireland  was  nothing  as 
in  the  duty  on  whisky.  The  present  !  compared  with  whisky.  In  the  conaump- 
duty  was  1  Os.  6d.  per  gallon,  and  that  tion  of  alcohol  they  were  l>elow  the  aver 
was  too  high.  If  he  might  be  permitted,  age  per  head  of  the  population  of  any  part 
he  would  point  out  that  in  his  humble  !  of  Great  Britain.  It  would  seem  that  the 
judgment  the  Government  was  not  justi-  j  ordinary  working  man  in  Ireland  pre- 
fied  in  placing  an  additional  duty  on  an  !  ferred  whisky  to  beer,  and  if  he  paid  id. 
article  of  consumption  upon    which  the  j  for  a  glass  300  per  cent,  of  that  money — 
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3d.  out  of  every  4d.— if  the  resolution 
was  carried,  would  go  into  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  Insteiwl  of  getting  redress 
from  the  Imperial  Government,  they  were 
now  asked  to  increase  their  large  con- 
tribution for  Imperial  purposes.  Ireland 
contributed   15s.    lid.  per  head  of  the 

C)pulation,  and  with  a  decreasing  popu- 
tion  and  increasing  taxation  was  it  any 
wonder  that  they  should  say  that  they 
were  entitled  to  exceptional  treatment 
and  certain  abatements  under  the  Act  of 
Union  ]  It  seemed  to  be  a  continuous 
stream  of  taxation,  so  far  as  Ireland  was 
ooncemed.  They  had  increased  the 
taxation  on  tobacco 

♦The  chairman  :The  hon  Member, 
I  hope,  will  not  pursue  that  line  of  argu- 
ment. I  have  warned  him  already  not  to 
repeat  anything  that  has  been  said  by 
those  who  preceded  him. 

Mr.  FLAVIN  :  With  all  due  respect,  I 
have  not  discussed  the  question  of  tobacco ; 
I  only  mentioned  it. 


♦The   CHAIRMAN:    The  question 
that  Clause  7  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 
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Mr.  flavin  :  Then  it  is  our  duty  and 
our  right  to  stand  up  and  make  these 
protests. 

♦The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  continue  his  remarks  upon  the  clause. 
He  must  not  discuss  the  action  of  the 
Chairman. 

Mr.  flavin  :  I  am  not  questioning 
your  authority  at  all.  It  is  our  duty  to 
stand  up  here  and  make  these  protests 
against  the  increase  of  taxation.  We  have 
no  other  means  of  showing  that  we  are 
doing  our  duty  towards  our  constituents 
unless  we  stand  up  and  make  a  protest 
against  what  we  think  not  only  an  un- 
reasonable but  an  unfair  addition  to  the 
taxation.  I  consider  the  duty  on  whisky 
excessively  high  already.  We  know  the 
purpose  for  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  asks  the  increase^ 
but  we  cannot  consider  his  position  or 
the  position  of  the  Government.  What 
we  have  to  consider  is  our  position  as 
Irish  representatives,  and  we  have  to 
prevent  the  increase  of  taxation  on  the 
Irish  people  as  a  whole. 

Question  put. 

is  I      The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  126  ; 
I  Noes,  36.     (Division  List  No.  87.) 


Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Arcbdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Anol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Kt.  Hon.  John 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Baillie,  James  £.  B.  (Inverness 
Baiid,  John  George  Alexander 
Bftllonr,Kt.Hon.  A.  J.(Manch'r 
Barlow,  John  Emmott 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Beach,KtHon.  SirM.  H.(Bristol 
Bemrose,  Sir  Henry  Howe 
Bhownagffree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Bill,  Charies 
Billson,  Alfred 
Brassey,  Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Bollard,  Sir  Harry 
Bams,  John 
Batcher,  John  (jeorge 
Caldwell,  James 
Cavendisli,  V.  C.  W(  Derbyshire 
Cawley,  Frederick 
CbamDer)ain,IU.  Hn.  J.  ( Birra. ) 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Clare,  Octavias  Leigh 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
CoUings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colomh,  Sir  John  Charles  R. 
Colston,  Charles  E.  H.  A. 
Colville,  John 


AYES. 

I  Comwallis,  Fiennes  Stan.  W. 

I  Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 

1  Curzon,  Viscoant 

I  Denny,  Colonel 

I  Digby,  John  K.  D.  Wingfield- 

i  Donkin,  Richard  Sim 

j  Doughty,  George 

I  Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

I  Fardell,  SirT.  George 

'  Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Edw. 

I  Fergusson,  Rt.  Hn.SirJ.(Man. 

I  Finch,  George  H. 

Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
■  Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
I  Gariit,  \Viliiani 
'  Gibbons,  J.  Lloyd 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Goldsworthy,  Major-General 

Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 

Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  E. 

Graham,  Henry  Robert 

(fretton,  John 

Hamil  on,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  G. 

Hanbury,  Rt.  Hon.  Robert  W. 

Hardy,  Laurence 

Ha^lett,  Sir  James  Homer 

Hazell,  Walter 

Heath,  James 

Hedderwick,  Tlios.  Chas.  H. 

H elder,  Augustus 

Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 

Holland,  William  Henry 

Houston,  R.  P. 


Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHijSirU 
Kenyon,  James 
Knowles,  Lees 

Lawrence,SirEDuming-(Com 
Lawson,  John  Grant  ( Yorks.) 
Lawson,  Sir  W.  (Cumb*land) 
Leng  Sir  John 

Loder,  (rerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,Rt.  Hn.  Walter(Liverp'U 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  BuUer 
Lough,  Thomas 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shad  well,  William 
Macartney,  W.  G.  EIUhou 
M*Iver,  Sir  L.  (E<linburgh,W> 
M'Killop,  James 
Monckton,  Edward  I*hilip 
Monk,  Charles  James 
More,liobt.Jasper(Shrop8hire) 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morrison,  Walter 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  A(Deptfordy 
Murray,  RtHn  A(jr  raliam(  Bute) 
Newdijrate,  Francis  Alexander 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsay 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Percy,  Earl 

Philipotte,  Captain  Arthur 
Plunkett,RtHn  HoraceCurzon 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
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Pur\'i«,  Robert 
Pym.  C.  Guy 

KaHch',  Major  Freiteric  Carne 
Remnant,  James  Farquharnon 
Rennhaw,  Charles  Bine 
Ro1)ertf«on,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Ri>llit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Sharpe,  William  Edwanl  T. 


{COMMONS} 

Smith,  Hon.  W  F.  D.(Strand) 
.  Thornton,  Percy  M. 
'  Trittenr  Charles  Gmeet 

Usbome,  Thomas 

Vincent,  Sir  Edgar  (Exeter) 
i  Warr,  Angustus  Frederick 

Webster,  Sir  Richard  E. 

Weir,  James  Galloway 

Welby,  Sir  C.  G.  E.  (Notts.) 

Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 


Bitt. 
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Williams,JoaephPowell-(Binii 
Wilaon,  Fred.^.  (Norfolk) 
Wi]Mm,J.W.(Woroe8tenk.N.) 
Woodrt,  Samael 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Greoz)^ 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes- 
Mr.  Anstmther  and  Mr. 
Fbher. 


Abraham,  Williani(Cork,N.E.) 
Al>raham,  William  (Rhondda) 
Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 
Blake,  Edward 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Crean,  Eugene 
Crilly,  Daniel 

Curran,  T»iomasB.  (Donegal) 
Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S.) 
Daly,  James 
Dillon,  John 
Doogdn,  P.  C. 


NOES. 

Field,  William  (Dublin) 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Gioney,  James 
Hayden.  John  Patrick 
Healy,  Maurice  (Cork) 
Hogan,  J  amen  Francis 
Joraan,  Jeremiah 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
MacDonnell,I>r.MA(Quoen*BC 
MacNeill,  «John  Gordon  Swift 
M'Dermott,  Patrick 
M'Ghee,  Richard 


I   Molloy,  Bernard  ChmrleB 
I    O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
i    0'Connor,Jame8(Wicklow,W. 
:    O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liveipool) 
I    Pamell,  John  Howard 
j    Pinkerton,  John 
I    Power.  Patrick  Joseph 
I    Redmond,JohnE.  ( WatariM) 
;    Redmond,  William  (Clan) 
I    SuUivan,J>oiMil:(Westmestli) 
I  Tellers   for   the    Nobb- 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr. 
!       Patrick  O'Brien. 


Clause  8  : — 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  formally 
moved  to  omit  Clause  8. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  think  the 
clause  placed  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Islington  is  an  improve- 
ment on  the  clause  which  deals  with  the 
subject  in  the  Bill,  and  I  will  therefore 
;agi-ee  to  this  Amendment. 

Question,  "That  Clause  8  stand  part 
-oPthe  Bill,"  put  and  negatived. 

Clause  9  :— 

Question   proposed — "That    Clause  9 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

♦Sir  albert  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) : 
In  formally  mo>4ng  my  Amendment  to 
omit  Clause  9,  I  hope  I  need  do  no  more 
than  take  this  opportunity  of  thanking 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  for  the  willingness  with 
which  he  htis,  since  the  original  debate 
on  the  Budget,  considered  certain  objec- 
tions which  were  pointed  out  to  him  by 
myself  and  others  in  regard  to  the 
proposed  stamp  duty  on  brokers' 
notes.  I  thank  him  for  the  courtesy 
and  attention  he  has  shown  in  listen- 1 
ing  to  the  arguments  put  before  i 
him    by    deputations  from   the    London ' 


Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  some  pro- 
vincial chambers  of  commerce,  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spared  no  pa™ 
to  arrive  at  the  gist  of  the  real  questiona 
at  issue,  and  to  see  that  there  was  sone 
foundation  for  the  objection  raised  ajninit 
this  matter.  I  hope  the  result  o!  the 
representations  made  to  him  upon  thisrab- 
ject,  and  his  fiu-ther  inquiries  into  it  wiB 
convince  him  that,  while  the  revenue  woold 
not  have  gained  materially  from  his  pro- 
posal, on  the  other  hand,  trade  would 
have  been  greatly  inconvenienced  by  it 
Under  these  circumstances,  knowing  ss  I 
do  how  much  regard  he  has  for  the  com- 
merce of  the  country,  I  trust  he  will  see 
his  way  not  to  persist  in  his  proposal,  but 
to  allow  this  clause  to  be  omitted.  I 
think  the  thanks  of  the  ^hole  commercial 
community  are  due  to  him  for  having 
heanl  so  patiently  what  has  been  m 
upon  this  subject,  and  for  having  expressed 
his  willingness  to  remove  ohjecticMiB  if 
they  really  existed,  and  to  listen  to  any- 
thing which  was  advanced  in  the  interests 
of  commerce. 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  am  obliced 
for  the  hon.  Member's  reference  to  whst 
I  have  done  in  this  matter.  I  have  been 
convinced  by  the  further  information  that 
has  reached  me  that  the  proposed  doty 
would  not  have  the  effect  I  intendea 
My  desire  was  that  the  tax  on  produce 
brokers'  contract  notes  should  be  pre- 
cisely of  the  same  kind  as  that  on  Stock 
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Bxckange  contracts.  I  have,  however, 
keen  satisfied  by  the  information  conveyed 
to  me  by  the  deputations  from  London, 
liverpool,  and  Manchester,  and  from 
other  sources,  that  the  effect  would  not 
be  the  same,  for  whereas  the  stamp  duty 
on  Stock  Exchange  transactions  is  paid 
by  the  parties  to  the  contract,  it  would, 
in  the  other  case,  practically  have  to  be 

Said  by  the  produce  brokers.  This  is 
ue  to  the  fact  that,  while  the  Stock 
Exchange  is  a  close  corporation,  the 
produce  market  is  an  open  market  in 
which  others  besides  brokers  can  take 
part  I  do  not  propose  to  press  the 
matter  further,  though  I  never  considered 
tiiat  it  would  have  such  an  effect  on  trade 
and  commerce  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Islington  seems  to  think.  It  is  not  a 
▼ery  great  financial  matter,  and  I  will 
only  add  that  I  do  not  propose  to  make 
any  further  suggestion  to  rarliament  on 
ihe  matter  this  year,  but  I  will  see  if  I 
deal  with  it  upon  a  future  occasion. 


♦Mr.  WARR  (Liverpool,  Toxteth,  E.)  : 
As  I  had  the  honour  of  introducing  to 
tke  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  deputa- 
tion representing  commercial  interests  in 
JUverpool,  I  should  like  to  associate  myself 
with  what  has  been  said  by  my  hon.  friend 
die  Member  for  Islington,  and  to  acknow- 
ledge the  courtesy  ana  consideration  which 
kas  been  shown  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Kxehequer  in  this  matter,  and  to  assure 
him  that  his  action  will  be  highly  appre- 
ciated by  the  commercial  community  in 
Liverpool. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) :  I  do  not  know  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  made  it  very  clear 
to  the  House  that  this  tax  should  not  fall 
vpoB  the  broker.  There  is  one  point 
about  which  we  have  had  no  explanation, 
and  that  is  how  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  proposes  to  fill  up  the  gap 
created  by  the  abandonment  of  this  clause. 
I  think  he  estimated  that  it  would  pro- 
duce £150,000  a  year,  but  I  have  been 
told  that  the  product  would  have  l^een 
■enormously  larger  than  this  estimate.  I 
liave  been  told  this  by  people  in  the  trade. 
At  all  events  the  loss  of  £150,000  a  year 
does  create  a  serious  gap  in  the  financial 
proposals  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  in  tke  short  speech  he  has 
made  he  has  given  us  no  inoication  of  the 
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steps  he  intends  to  take  for  filling  up  that 
gap- 

♦Sir  xM.  HICKS  BEACH  :  The  revenue 
of  the  present  year  has  been  even  more 
productive  than  I  anticipated.  There 
will,  therefore,  in  all  probability,  be  an 
increase  from  various  sources  which  will 
more  than  make  up  the  £150,000  at  which 
1  estimated  this  tax. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  R^gis) : 
I  desire  to  congratulate  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  upon  having  consented  to 
the  omission  of  this  clause,  because  I 
think  it  shows  a  disposition  to  entertain 
representations  of  a  reasonable  character. 
I  hope  this  augurs  well  for  certain  sug 

festions  which  I  have  put  on  the  Paper, 
'his    tax    was    estimated    to     produce 
£150,000  a  year,  and  it  has  been  stated 
that  that  estimate  might  be  a  mistake. 
If  it  only  produced  that  amount  it  must 
be  wrong.     This  is  a  little  illustration  of 
what  I  ventured  to  point  out  the  other 
day,   and   that  is  the   weakness  of  the 
:  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  dealing 
I  with  high  commercial  finance.     I  think  if 
I  there  had  been  a  little  city  knowledge  in 
I  the  Treasury  this  tax  would  never  have 
been  proposed.     The  tax  was  no  sooner 
proposed  than  its  uselessness  was  demon- 
strated.    I  only  rose  to  congratulate  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  upon  having 
shown  such  a  readiness  to  recognise  his 
mistake  and  withdraw  from  the  position 
he  took  up. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :  There 
is  one  word  which  has  not  been  said  about 
this  matter.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  told  us  that  he  did  not  con- 
sider it  would  be  necessary  in  this 
Budget  to  replace  this  tax  by  some  other. 
I  take  it  that  he  has  decided  to  make  a 
clean  withdrawal  of  it.  He  has  told  us 
in  his  short  speech  that  he  intends  to 
return  to  the  subject  next  year.  I  think 
we  ought  to  have  some  additional  infor- 
mation about  these  stamp  duties  and  their 
result,  and  I  should  like  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  grant  a  Return  about 
them,  especially  as  he  has  said  that  it 
may  be  necessary  to  return  to  this  matter 
a  year  hence.  When  one  looks  at  this 
question  as  it  stands  in  the  Return  there 
are  a  couple  of  pages  of  small  print  about 
stamp  duties  of  almost  every  kind,  and 
why  they  were  put  on  I  do  not  think 
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any  man  know^.  Ic  vixiki  be  a  good , 
chusg  ii  che  GLuii!«il*:-r  or  the  Exchequer  ! 
would  give  as  an  opptjnunivy  of  study- 
ing the  maccer  by  runitfhmg  a  Return 
showing  the  pn>ric«  it  'h«ae  taxes,  so 
that  the  oounury  may  indtfstand  them 
when  any  pr?pi:«al  oc  zhia  kind  u  brou^t 
forward  in  the  fuzore.  I  desire  to  thank 
che  rigbc  bon.  GenTieman  for  the  com- 
plete way  in  wiico.  he  has  withdrawn  his 
propiVsaL 

Claude  put.  and  negasfved. 


be  there 


m 

'Thaftthewwsidi 


Clause  10:  - 

Mk.  GIRSc^N  BOWLES  said  that 
l^eton^  oiovio^c  hi;^  Amendments  he 
wi^eii  CO  ask  ciie  Accomey  General  what 
view  he  tvx^k  oc  chem.  and  whether  he 
KHHild  acwrt  acy  one  oc  them.  The  third 
iKU'  was  the  Amendment  to  which  he  at- 
tacht^l  uu\«  laiportance. 

Amend:ueac  prv^pc^evi — 

*'  In  (««^:«  10.  line  ^  co  l«are  oat  the  words 
•  g*  aiiv  v»ch<?r  ^•Ts-^w.* '' — ..Vr.  iribtnm  Botcles.) 

V^hiescion    pr\>pi.>5ed.  "That  the  words 
pr\^(K>«eii  to  l^  left  out  stand  part  of  the  - 
\-lauw,'* 

TuK  Arn^KXKY  V^EXERAL  (Sir 
KiriUKP  WKisirKK.  Isle  of  Wight):  It 
nwY  Ih»  o\Mivonient  for  me  to  state  here 
thai  it  is  not  |xvssiMo  for  the  Crovem- 
mont  lo  a^vopt  any  of  these  Amend- 
ment'*. 

Viuoruliuont.  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mk,  GU^ON  BGWLES,  in  moving  a 
(\ulhor  Auiondnient,  contended  that  the 
w  onls  bo  pr\»[HistHl  to  add  were  necessary 
Uvauso*  all  bough  the  whole  estate  might 
not  |wiss,  the  whole  duty  might  be 
obarpnl.  If  that  was  already  secured 
without  these  won.U,  be  did  not  wish  to 
move,  anil  if  the  Attorney  General  would 
uMrtUiv  biiu  that  that  was  so  be  would 
witlulraw  bis  /Amendment.  It  seemed  to 
biui  that  unless  those  words  were  intro- 
dui'inl  tbore  might  be  some  ambiguity, 
and  lii«  proposal  was  simply  an  amicable 
«u^gt^stii»n. 

Aniendniont  proposed — 

"111  i»age  o,  line  21),  after  the  words  '  death 
ill  the  iltMtMiHed,' to  insert  the  words  *to  the 
tt\tt)iil  to  which  a  benefit  accrues  or  arises  by 
thu  ce«»w»r  of  suoh  e»tat«  or  interest.*  "—{Mr. 
(iitMon  liou-tfit.) 


Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  thai 
these  words-  were  net  neeeasaiy,  and  if 
they  were  inserted  they  would  haTena 
effect,  and  would  not  aclHere  the  objeet 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  in  view. 


Mr.  6LBS0X  BOWLES  said  that 
after  what  had  fallen  from  the  Attomer 
General  he  would  not  press  his  Amend- 
menty  and  asked  leave  to  withdr^iw  it 

Amendment,  hy  leave^  withdrawn.. 


Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  he 
proposed  to  introduce  a  drafting  Amand- 
ment,  as  it  had  been  pointed  out  that  the 
words  in  the  section  might  otherwise  be 
insufficient.  He  proposed  in  liiie  50  tft 
insert  the  woni  ^divested"  after 
"  assured."  The  other  alterations  wooU 
be  purely  consequentiaL 

Amendment  agreed  ta 

Other  Amendments  made.. 


Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  moved  Uy 
insert  in  line  34,  after  the  words  list  in- 
serted, *'  by  the  deceased."  He  said  tbat 
the  whole  bistoury  of  the  twelve  montha 
limitation  which  was  applied  by  the 
original  Act  as  to  bestowing  jko- 
perty  before  death,,  showed  Uiat  it 
was  never  contemplated  to  chaiige- 
duty  in  such  a  case  as  was  now 
proposed.     It  was  assumed  that  when  a 

§ift    was    made   twelve    months   before 
eath,  whether  the  donor  knew  he  was 
dying  or  not,  was  a  dvnaiio martuis  eatua,. 
or  a  gift  with  the  object  of  defeating  the 
piu*po8e  of  the  Act,  and  in  consequenoe  it 
was  provided  by  the  original  Act  that  the 
assumption  should  be  made  that  evenr- 
thing  a  man  gave  away  twelve  months- 
before    his    death  should  be  deemed  a 
i  donatio  martms  cauaOj  and   charged  with 
:  duty.     But  there  was  a  limitation.    The 
i  Act  of  1894  never  did  charge  any  duty 
whatever  on  any  transaation  such  as  was- 
contemplated  by  the  section.     It  was  not 
a  section  to  meet  evasion ;   evasion  in 
such  a  conneetion  was  nonsense^  and  the 
section    imposed    a     new     death    duty 
altogether..    It.  was  shutting  an  opening 
left  in  the  Finance  Act  of  L894.»  and  s. 
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new  duty  waa    being  impoBed    by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  i^chequer,  who  dis- 
tLnguished   himself    by  an  intermittent 
opposition  to  the   Bill  of  1894  while  in 
Committee.     He  contended  that  it  should 
be  proved  that  the  eift  was  a  death-bed 
gift,  and  that  they  should  not  throw  the 
thread  of  their  assumption  over  the  last 
twelve  months  of  the  man's  life.     If  a 
man  gave  a  bracelet  to  his  wife  or  a 
rebatement  to  his  tenant,  or  put  a  gift  in 
the  plate  at  church,  the  assumption  now 
was  that  such  a  gift  would  be  charged 
with  duty.     Settled  propertv  for  the  last 
ax  years   was   not   charged   with  duty. 
When  the  Act  was  first  passed  the  Inland 
Bevenue  Officers  who  were  charged  with 
its  construction  thought  the  duty  ought 
to    be    charged,    but    in  the  only    two 
attempts  maae,  it  was  held  by  the  courts 
that   duty  was  not  chargeable  when   a 
man  surrendered  his  life  interest,  even 
within  twelve  months  of  his  death.     It 
was  now  proposed  to  extend  to  settled 
property    the    same    assumption    which 
existed  as  regarded  personal  property.  If 
a    man    possessed    a    life    interest   and 
transferrea  it  to  the  remainderman,  that 
was  to  be  treated  as  a  fraudulent  attempt 
to  evade  the  law,  otherwise  there  was  no 
meaning  in    the  clause.     He  maintained 
that    the    transfer    should    be    by    the 
deceased  himself,  and  unless  the  deceased 
had  divested  himself  of  his  property  it 
was  absurd  to  extend  the  assumption  in 
the  manner  proposed.     Take  the  case  of 
property  settled  on  A  for  life,  or,  in  case 
of  bankruptcy,  on  his  wife  and  children 
with    remainder  to  C.     The    wife    and 
children  surrendered  to  C  within  twelve 
months  of  A's  death  and  A  had  nothing 
to  do  with  it.     Was  there  any  reason  why 
duty  should  be  charged  in  such  a  case  ? 
But  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pro- 
posed to  charge  it  on  the  assumption  that 
A  had  done  an  act  in  which  really  he  was 
not  concerned.     He  (Mr.  Gibson  Bowles) 
was  not  a  lawyer,  but  unless  he  could  get 
a  better  explanation  than  had  previously 
been  given  him,  he  should  have  to  press 
for  the  inclusion  of  these  words. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'  In  Clause  10,  pa^e  5,  line  34,  after  the 
words  last  inserted,  to  insert  *  by  the  deceased. ' " 
---{Mr.  Gibson Bmvles.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  insert^." 


Sir  RICHARD   WEBSTER  said  he 
really  could  not  accept  the  disclaimer  of 
knowledge  on  the  part  of  his  hon.  friend, 
because  out  of  the  House  he  was  always 
writing  to  the  papers  to  show  that  he, 
and  he  alone,  was  able  to  put  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown  right.    [Mr.  Gibson 
Bowles  :  That  is  not  true.]    If  his  hon. 
friend  were  not  a  lawyer,  he  was  certainly 
better  than  half  a  lawyer.     He  was  very 
glad  io  receive  the  criticisms  of  his  hon. 
friend,  and  would  also  be  glad,  if  possible, 
to  meet  his  views.     He  was  not  going  to 
talk  about  fraud  or  evasion  with  reference 
to  the  clause;    there  was  no  moral  or 
other  obliquity  in  not  paying  a  tax  which 
was  not  due,  and  if  a  man  did  not  come 
within  the  terms  of  the  Act  he  was  not 
bound  to  pay  the  tax.     Avoidance  of  the 
Act  was    perfectly  legitimate,   but    the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  doing 
his  b^t  to  stop  the  possibility  of  avoid- 
ance where  it  wa<*  intended  that  the  tax 
should   be  chargeable.      There  was    no 
question  of  a  new  tax  of  any  kind.     The 
position  was  very  simple.     Ever  since  the 
Act    of    1881,    if    a    man  possessed  of 
£100,000   worth   of  Consols  first  within 
three  months,   and  now   within    twelve 
months  of  his  death,   gave  them  away 
with     no    idea     of    evading    the     tax, 
the  estate  did   not  get    out  of  liability 
to     duty.        A     somewhat     anomalous 
state  of  things  arose  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act  in  1894,  owing  to  two  cases  in 
which  the  House  of  Lords  decided  that, 
though   a  man   only   gave  away  a  life 
interest  and   thereby  prevented    events 
happening   which  would    have   rendered 
the  tax  payable,  still  the  life  interest  was 
to  be  deemed  not  to  have  been  given 
away.      That  their   position  was  logical 
could  not  be  disputed,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  only  putting  settled 
property  as  far  as  he  could  in  the  same 
position  as  free  property,  and  to  provide 
that   the    fact    that   a  man  gave  away 
£100,000   within   twelve  months   of  his 
death  did  not  prevent  his  executor  from 
having  to  pay  estate  duty.     There  was 
no  intention  whatever  of  imposing  a  new 
duty ;  they  were  simply  stopping  a  hole 
which  had  been  left  open  when  the  Act  of 
1894  was  passed,  and  which  ought  to  be 
stopped,  on  every  principle  of  equality  and 
justice.     If  he  might  speak  on  behalf  of 
the   Inland   Revenue  authorities,  he  was 
very  much  obliged  to  his  hon.  friend  for 
having  pointed  out  the  necessity  of  keep- 
ing in  the  words  "  or  any  other  person," 
X  2 
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for  his  hon.  friend  very  ingeniously 
pointed  out  what  might  have  happened  if 
a  life  interest  had  been  transferred  to  a 
third  person.  His  hon.  friend  had  shown 
in  his  speech  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  retain  the  words  "or  other 
person."  He  could  not  understand  why, 
if  a  life  interest  were  surrendered  or 
conveyed  away  within  twelve  months  of 
death,  it  should  not  be  liable  to  pay  duty 
as  if  it  had  not  been  disposed  of  at*  all 
He  thought  his  hon.  friend  would  see  that 
it  was  not  intended  to  impose  a  new  tax, 
and  also  that  he  himself  had  made  it  per- 
fectly clear  to  the  House  that  it  was 
necessary  to  retain  the  words  to  which 
he  had  referred. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  5,  line  36,  after  the  word  *  asRur- 
ance'  to  insert  the  word  *  divesting.*  " — (The 
Attorney  General.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  divesting'  be  there  inserted. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  said 
before  the  word  was  finally  added  to  the 
section  he  thought  the  Committee  should 
understand  what  it  really  meant.      The 
Finance  Act  was  the  most  complex  Act 
on  the   Statute   Book,  and    he    himself 
could  not  rememl)er  its  contents  for  two 
consecutive  days.     It  was  full  of  pitfalls 
for  the   unwary,  and  it  had  struck  him 
that  there  might  be  some  danger  in  the 
word    "divest."      Ho   quite    understood 
the  objects  of  the  clause,  and  had  nothing 
to  say  against  its  policy,  but  he  thought 
the  introduction  of    the   word  "divest" 
would      extend     its      scope     somewhat 
further      than      perhaps     was     meant. 
The     words     already     in     the     clause 
"  surrender,    assurance    or    disposition," 
contemplated     a     voluntary     surrender, 
not  a  surrender  in   the    sense   of   being 
made  for  valuable  consideration,   but  an 
act  discharged  of  the  free  will  of  the  per- 
son surrendering.     What  he  feared  was 
that  the  word  "  divest  "  would  cover  the 
class  of  case  in  which  the  divesting  was 
effected  by  the  operation  of  law,  without 
any   reference   whatever  to   the    person 
divested.     The  clause   was   intended    to 
deal  with  the  case  of  a  life  interest  with 
remainder  to  a  friendly  party,  where  the 
tenant   for    life   and  the    remainderman 
Sir  Richard  JVehMcr. 


combined  to  get  rid  of  the  estate  duly , 
but  it  was  quite  possible  that  the  re- 
mainderman might  be  a  hostile  party,  in 
which  case  there  would  be  no  combination 
and  no  danger  of  the  revenue  being  de- 
frauded. It  might  also  well  happen  thst 
a  person  might  have  it  in  his  power  to 
take  the  estate  during  the  life  of  the  per- 
son who  had  a  life  interest  in  it  and  with- 
out his  consent.  There  was,  he  under- 
stood, some  method  in  EInglish  law  in 
which  a  debt  could  be  enforced  against  a 
life  interest  even  to  the  extent  of  putting 
up  that  interest  for  sale.  Under  su^ 
circumstances  it  would  be  very  unjust  to 
treat  such  a  transaction  as  if  it  were  a 
vohmtary  transfer,  and  he  thought  the 
word  "  divesting  "  would  cover  that  dsa 
of  case.  The  words  already  in  the  ebuiie 
were  wide  enough,  and  there  might  be 
some  danger  in  the  word  now  proposed. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  that 
the  word  must  now  be  inserted,  because 
otherwise  the  clause  would  not  read 
correctly ;  but  he  would  consider  before 
the  Report  stage  whether  any  danger 
might  attach  to  the  introduction  of  the 
word.  He  would  take  the  best  opinion  he 
possibly  could  as  to  the  meaning  of  die 
word. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  10,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  11: — 

Mr.   MAURICE    HEALY  moved  to 
delete  the  first  sub-section  of  Clause  11. 
He    thought  the  fourth    section   of  the 
i  Finance  Act  of  1894  was  very  just,  and 
I  there  did  not  seem  to   he   anv  ground 
I  whatever  for  altering  it.     As  he  under- 
I  stood  its  effect,  it  was  that  if  a  man  had 
!  two  estates,  one  his  own  and  the  other 
i  only  a  life  interest,  which  would  pass  at 
I  his  death,  not  in  virtue  of  any  disposition 
i  made  by  him,  but  by  a  disposition  of  the 
'  original   owner,    who    might   be   a   total 
stranger,  then,  according  to  the  Finance 
Act  of  1894,  the  two  estates  would  be 
separately  aggregated.     What  was  unjust 
and  unreasonable  in  that  to  induce  the 
Government  to  make  a  change  t      He 
thought  it  was  a  great  hardship  to  impose  a 
tax  upon  heirs,  or  next-of-kin,  of  a  deceased 
i  person,  merely  because  the  deceased  was, 
!  during  his  life,  the  owner  of  an  estate 
j  which  at  his  death  passed,  not  to  next- 
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of-kin  at  all,  but  to  strangers.  The  pre- 
sent law  was  just,  reasonable,  and  equit- 
sble,  and  there  was  no  ground  whatever 
for  the  proposed  change. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  pasce  6.  line  3,  to  leave  out  sah-section 
(1)."— (3fr.  Mattru-e  Healy.) 

Question  proposed  \^^  That  subjection 
(1)  stand  part  of  the  Clause.'' 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Robert  Finlay,  Inverness  Burghs):  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  this 
matter  has  received  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration, and  that  there  is  a  general 
agreement  that  this  sub-section  is  neces- 


efFect  was  to  diminish  the  rate  of  duty  all 

round.     The  whole  point  of  aggregation 

lay  in-  this  :  that  by  aggregation  they 
I  increased  the  rate  of  duty  under  this 
I  blessed,  beneficent,  heaven-sent  system 
i  of  aggregation  invented  by  the  right  hon. 
I  Member  for  West  Monmouth.  He  could 
j  not,  for  the  life  of  him,  understand 
!  why  this  sub-section  was  introduced, 
I  unless  it  were  as  another  screwing  up 

of  the  Act.  When  they  were  on  the 
'  other  side  of  the  House,  when  the  Act  of 

1894  was  being  passed,  they  encouraged 
i  the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

and  he  had  in  turn  encouraged  them,  to 
I  resist  it,  and  they  had  discussed  it  for  long 

and  weary  months  ;  but  no  sooner  did  the 


sary  in  order  to  prevent  the  inequitable  :  "ght  hon.  Gentleman  get  into  office  than 

working  of  the  Act  of  1894.     I  may  say    ^  "  "'  " 

that  the  matter  was  inquired  into  by  a 

Committee  on  which  I  had  the  honour  of 

sitting  with  my  friend  the  Member  for 

the  Woodbridge  Division,  the  hon.  and 

learned   Member   for  Dumfries  Burghs, 

my  hon.  and  learned  friend  the   Member 

for  Haddington,  and  the  Chairman  of  the 

Board  of  Inland  Revenue ;  and  the  Com- 


he  went  clean  over  to  the  enemy.  It  re- 
minded him  of  the  450  prophets  of  Baal, 
and  he  alone  was  left  to  serve  the  Lord. 
Now  why  was  this  desire  to  screw  up  the 
Act  at  this  point  ?  What  the  Act  did 
was  to  aggregate  all  the  property  which 
passed  at  the  death  of  the  deceased,  with 
a  certain  exception — the  property  in 
which  the  deceased  never  had  any  interest 


mittee  unanimously   recommended    that  i  whatever.     What  was  proposed  was  not 


this  change  in  the  law  should  h^  made.  I  i 
think  I  can  explain  in  a  very  few  words 
why  the  change  is  necessary.  The 
general  law  provides  that  all  property  is 
aggregated,  but  from  that  an  exception  was 
made  by  a  proviso  in  the  Finance  Act 
of  1894.  That  proviso  was  no  doubt  in- 
tended to  benefit  the  immediate  family 
of  the  deceased,  but  it  was  so  curiously 
worded  that  it  has  had  in  practice  the 
effect  of  benefiting  collaterals ;  and 
therefore  property  which  goes  to  a 
stranger  was  not  aggregated.  There  is 
ilothing  to  justify  such  an  exceptional 
advantage  being  conferred  upon  collaterals 
which  is  not  conferred  upon  the  imme- 
diate family  of  the  deceased. 


Suppose 
that  settled  property  passes  to  the  eldest ,  «    xt  - 

son,  and  the  free  property  to  a  younger  i  ^^}^^  property  J    Nov 
son;    aggregation     takes     place.      The ,  ^ellor  of  the  P.xcheq 
clause,  however,  is  so  worded  that  pro- 1  ^  S®^  ™  ^^  ^"® 
perty  passing    to    the    several  sons    is  | 
aggregated,  while  there  is  no  aggregation  I 

of  property  which  passes  to  a  collateral,  I   ,-,,-,      -        -         ,        -  ,       ^  , 

even  though  that  collateral  takes  all  the  |  s^^^^^  ^  aggregated  together  to  make 
free  property.     It  is  impossible  to  allow    ^^^  estate,  which  either  belonged  to  the 


to  exempt  from  duty  the  property  which 
the  deceased  never  had,  but  from  aggrega- 
tion with  other  property  which   he  aid 
have.     He  was  aware  that  that  sounded 
like  a  passage  from  a  comic  opera,  but  it 
was   the   fact.     Also,   if  there  was  any 
property  which,  under  some  settlement 
not  made  by  himself,  passed  by  his  death 
to  people  other  than  his  own  family,  then 
'  that  was  not  to  be  aggregated.     Now, 
j  mark   what    that    meant.      Brown    left 
I  property  for  life  to  Jones,  and  on  Jones's 
j  death  to  a  hospital,  say,  for  distressed 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer,  or  for  an 
I  epileptic    asylum.      But   when  the    life 
I  tenant  died  there  was  an  absolute  extinc- 
I  tion   of  his  whole  interest  in  it.     Why 
!  should    that     be     aggregated    with    his 
Now  came  in  the  Chan- 
uer,  who  proposed 
saving  clause     This 
mattor  of  aggregation  was  no  new  one. 
Again  and  again  he  had  proposed  that 
the  property  disposed  of  by  the  deceased 


such  a  state  of  law  to  continue. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  the 
Solicitor  General  had  forgotten  that  if  the 
collaterals  benefit  by  the  segregation  of 
the  property,  so  did  the  lineals,  for  the 


deceased  in  fact,  or  which  belonged  to 
him  in  effect.  It  was  quite  right  that 
that  should  be  ag^egated,  but  not 
otherwise,  so  as  to  raise  the  rate  of  duty. 
He  believed  that  that  was  the  only 
logical  solution    of    this    very    difficult 
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qiieation  of  aggregatioti.      The  Solicitor 
General  did  not  defend  the  clausa.    Wliat 
he  said  was  uhat  it   had  beea  diviwa  up 
hy  a  Comm  ttea.      Let  them  look  at  the 
conatitution  of  that  Committee.     First  of 
all,  there  was  the  Solicitor  General   him- 
sell  ]    then     there     was    the    Attorney 
General  and  the  late  AtU:>rney  Getier<al» 
who  was  one  of  the  wicked  authors  of 
the  Act — the  one  man  to  whom  it  was 
owing  the  Act  passed  through  the  House 
on  account  of    his    amiable   methods   of 
making  concessions.     Then   there  was  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Haddington - 
fihtre,  who  was  no  better  than  one  of  the 
wicked  ;  who,  indeed,   invented  Clause  2 
OFcr  the  comedy  of  which  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  First  Loixi  of  the  Trea- 
sury  never  tire<l   of   making   jokes  and 
gibes,  although   they  did  not  think  it  a 
matter  of  joking  now.     Then  there  was 
the    Chairman    of     the    Board    of     In- 
land    Revenue^  who  was  an   interested 
and      there      was      a      noble 
who     bid     gone    out     to     serve 
in   South    Africa,  who,  of  course,  was  a 
satellite   of   the  Chancellor    of    the    Ex- 
chequer.    They   conaideretl   his   Amend- 
ment, which  he  had  put  down  again  and 
again,   suggesting  what  he  considered  to 
be   the   only   true   and   fair    method    of 
aggregation  ;  and   they   reported  that  it 
would  make  great  inrt>ads  on  the  death 
duties.      He    was    informed    that    they 
privately  said   that   his  Amendment  was 
the  only   logical    solution,  but   in   their 
published  Report  that  did  not  appear,  for 
of  course  they  felt  that  it  cut  the  ground 
from    their   own    amendment.      He  had 
another  and  a  last  argument.     As  he  had 
said,  he  hful  always  urged  that  the  aggre- 
gation should  be  conJined  either  to  the 
property  which  the  deceased  owned  him- 
self, or  to  property  of  which   he  had  the 
power  to  dispose  J  and  of   which  he  did 
dispose.     But  that  was  nothing  like  so 
far  as  the  present  Chancellor  of   the   Ex- 
chequer^ in  the  virtuoiL^  days  of  Opposi- 
tion, proposmi  ;  namely,  to  have  separate 
aggregation    for   every    separate    settle- 
ment.    The  Attorney  General  said  on  the 
tth  June^  1894^  with  that  air  of  authority 
which   the    Committee    remembered    so 
well — 

'^  The  Coimuittea  stood  face  to  face  with 
ihh  diificult\%  tliAt  the  Govern tiient  were  seek- 
in;:  to  agi^fegate  proper tiet*  of  a  different 
kind"- 


Sill 


will 


which  retit^d  in  dilferetit  hao'ls.  The  onlj 
practical  anii  ften»ible  iimtho<i  of  deftling  witl 
the  c^aae  wfc«  to  r e<i aire  that  pr*'j»erty  pa^oaije 

hy  settlement  ahoald  be  aggregate* I  «»*pi 
rately.*'* 

Now  that  was  just  what  be  had  asid  ;  ban 
the  arguraerit  which  the  right  boa 
Gentleman  made  use  of  in  1894  seei 
to  become  weak  and  inadequate  in  1 
What  had  happened  to  him  t  The  arj 
ment  addressed  to  the  House  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  ha*!  actually  led  £ 
first  to  suggest  the  Amendment  which 
right  hon,  Giiutleman  and  his  coll 
now  united  to  reject.  He  was  surprtie^ 
he  was  shocked,  at  seeing  those  two  ngkt 
hon.  Gentlemen  now  proposing  to  awe 
the  very  gods  they  had  burned,  and  di 
burn  the  gods  they  had  adorcsd.  He  wi» 
shocked  to  see  them  proposing  to  tik 
away  the  very  necessary  and 
exemption  of  1894,  and  to  sereir 
Act  which,  in  their  opinion^  the  ri^ 
Gentlemarr  the  Member  for  West 
monthahire  had  made  too  indulgent 
owners  of  settled  property. 


MtM 


exactly  the  same  thing  as  he  had  said — 
"^  with  different  incidents,  and  the  control  of 
Mr.  Gilismi  Bowks. 


*Mr,  butcher  (York)  said  lie  mi 

sure   the  Ci:)mmitteo    would    have    dOiDi 
considerable  sympathy   with   the   rnenlil 
attitude  of  the  hon,   Meral>er  for 
Lynn,  who  was  so  shocked  and   paiE^ml 
the  sub-section  of  the  clause  under 
cuss  ion.     He  confessed  that,  to  him, 
spectacle  of  his  hon,  friend  toeing,  aooofi- 
ing  to  his  own  account,  the  only  n 
in  this  countiy   who    served   the 
and  had  not  bowed    down  the   knw 
Baal,  was  so  affecting  that   he   felt  ^Mnmd 
to  get  up  and   iwldress    the    Djmni 
The  principle  of  aggregation  wtis  t 
ingly  complicated,  and  unfair  in  operanou. 
That  resulted  from  the  erroneous  ftnani  iaI 
basis  on  which  the  Act  of  1 K94  hail  hvm 
founded.     Instead  of  proceeding  on  tbr 
sound  and  reas(jnalde  view  of  taxing  wbt 
a  man  received — on  the  principle  adnpt«i^ 
in  all  the  Colonial  Taxing  Acts  in  rel.itmn 
to  death  duties — that  Act  proceed  eil  on  che 
irrational   and   illogical    basis   of  VA^n 
what  a  man  left,  or  what  he  was  di   u  ■  - 
to  leave.     In  proceeding  on   that  fu 
they  were  lost  in  absuixlities,       H 
adopted    the    deplorable     and     pi 
system  of  aggregation,  it   became  i\%K^ 
sary  to  make  certain  exemptions.     When 
they  aggregated  two  estates  the  neeeaatfj 
result  was  that  they  increased  the  uxatioii 


•  See  Tht  Parfkuneniar^  DehaitJt  |PoailJi 
SerieaJ,  VoL  itxv.,  j>.  tf53. 
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both  ;  but  when  they   aegregated  two 
ites  the  iieeessary  result  was  to  dimiriiah 
le  taxation  on  both.   Therefore  you  have 
^li  curious  result,  that,  thuugh  you  may 
r|>erfectly  right  in  diminishing  the  rate 
tajcatioTi  on  one  estate,  you  are  forced 
the  same  time  to  diminish  the  rate  of 
^tion  on  another  estate,  on  which  you 
sire  to  have  the  taxation  uadiminiahed. 
ike  this  iHtistration.     There  may  be  a 
rge  estate  which  goes  out  of  the  family 
the  death  of  the  tenant  for   life,  and 
^all   estate   that  will   remain    in  the 
imily.       If  you  say  those  estates  shall 
at    be  aggregated,    the    rate    of    taxa- 
in    is  diminished   on   both.       It    may 
perfectly  right  to  say  thiit  the  rate  ul 
cation     on     the     small    estate    which 
uns    in    the   family   shall    be   dimi- 
tied,    but   it   may    be    wrong  that   a 
pge    estate  going    out  of    the    family 
lould  have  its  tiixation  diminished*    Yet 
jou  diminish  the  taxation  in  one  ca^e, 
i  necessarily  diminish  it  in  the  other  case, 
I  the  other  hand,  the  result  of  aggre- 
ating  the  two  estates  is  that  both  l>ear  the 
ftme  rate  of  taxation.     The  fact  is  that  so 
jng  as  you  retain  the  principle  of  aggrega- 
boo  at  all,  it  is  impossible  to  avoid  certain 
of  unfair  and  unjust  taxation.     My 
»n.  friend  has  juat  given  an  i I bist ration 
which    this    unfortunate    result    has 
Durred ;  but    even    my    hon.    friend's 
nendment  would  not  remove  alt  anoma- 
Having  given  the  best  attention  I 
to  thiB  matter,  I  have  come  to  the 
inclusion  that  the  proposal  embodied  in 
^eBiil  diminishes  many  of  the  inequalities 
'  the  Act  of  1894,  and  on  the  whole,  I 
link  it  is  a  fair  compromise,  and  on  that 
iutid  I  support  the  proposal  in  the  Bill. 

Captain  PEETYMAN  :  What  we  have 
ard  from  the  hon.  gentleman  the  Member 
King's  Lynn  gives  a  general  impression 
the  Committee  that  this  clause  as  here 
roposed  is  an  mcrease  of  duty,  but  one 
lUst  read  both  sub^^ections"  together  ; 
Bu  cannot  read  the  one  without  the 
^er,  aTid  the  eHTect  of  that  is  that  so  far 
_  am  being  an  increase  of  duty,  it  is  reallyt 
"on  the  whole,  a  relief.  But  whether  it 
be  an  increase  or  a  relief,  it  must  be  plain 
to  the  Committee  tbat  the  proposal  is 
of  a  temporary  character,  because  this 
aggregation  that  is  to  be  dealt  with  is  an 
aggregation  on  the  passing  of  property  on 
the  death  of  the  tenant  for  life,  and  the 
estate  must  be  subject  to  estate  dut}^. 
But  by  the  Bill  of  1H94  no  duty  is  payable 


on 


settled  estates  except  on  the  first 
passing  of  the  property,  and  that  mu.st 
come  into  operation  on  the  death  of  the 
first  settler,  and  where  the  death  of  the 
settler  comes  after  1894,  no  est^ite  duty 
or  aggregation  at  all  can  take  place  on  the 
death  of  the  tenant  for  life,  so  that  all  these 
hardships  exist  only  in  the  imagination 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kings  Lynn, 
beciiuse  if  there  be  no  duty  and  no  aggre 
gation  it  follows  that  there  can  be  no 
I  hardships. 

I  Mr.  GiaSOK  BOWLES  :  Do  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Grontleman  to  say  that 
there  is  in   Sub-section    1   no  alteration 

I  of  the  duty — that  there  is  no  duty  pay- 
able in  the  case  of  a  person  who  died 
after  the  Act  of  1894  T 

Caffain  PRETYMAN  :  There  is  one 
case  only  in  which  settlements  are  made 
after  1894  where  duty  must  be  paid  by 
the  tenant  for  life,  and  that  is  where  the 
isettler  and  the  tenant  for  life  have  trans- 
ferred the  property   by   consent ;    then, 
instead  of  the  death  of  the  settler  being 
the    first   pisai ng   of   the   property,    the 
death  of  the  tenant  for  life  became   the 
first  passing,  because  the  transfer  of  the 
property  was  an  act  of  their'  own  for  their 
own  purposes  and  benefit  Though  I  should 
be  the  last  to  suggest  the  imposition  of  a 
penalty  in  such  cases,  I  do  not  think  it  is  for 
the  Committee  to  allow  an  exemption  from 
aggregation  in  those  cases  in  which  there 
has  been  a  transfer  of  property  from  one 
to  another   for  the    simple    purpose   of 
avoiding  the  payment  of  duty.     That  is 
the  only  instance  where  the  duty  can  Ije 
paid    by   the   tenant    for    life   after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1894,  but  in  the 
I  other  cases,  lie  fore  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
the  death  of  a  settler  was  regarded  as  the 
■  same  as  the  death  of  a  tenant  for  life,  and 
I  the  duty  had  to  be  paid.     The  hon.  and 
I  gallant  Member  for  King's  Lynn  by  this 
,  Amendment  proposes  to  abolish  all  aggre- 
I  gation  on  property  passing  on  the  death 
of  the  tenant  for  life.      No  doubt    there 
!  are  many  cases  of  great  hardship  on  an 
I  estate  passing  to  collaterals  which  is  not 
I  only  not  aggreg^tted,  but,  on  the  other 
I  hand,  is  separated  into  as  many  parts  as 
there    are    collaterals ;     no    aggregation 
takes   place   on   the  separate  parts,  and 
throughout  it   has   to   bear  an   expense 
which  is  certainly   uncalled  for.     Again, 
supposing  the  property  passes  under  settle- 
ment to   the  eldest  son,  and  the  savings 
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of  the  tenaut  for  \\U  pass  to  younger 
children,  the  amount  of  those  sanngs  is 
largely  increased  by  aggregation,  because 
the  eldest  son  gets  the  settled  property. 
But,  on  the  other  band,  if  there  are 
no  fhildren  and  the  property  passes 
to  n  brother,  or  cousin,  or  distant  ccjI  lateral, 
no  aggregation  takes  place,  and  the  pro 
perty  k  ctinded.  It  was  at  the  instance 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Meml>er  for 
the  Biggleswade  Division  of  Bedford- 
shire and  my  self  that  Amendments 
were  introduced  last  session  and  the 
year  before  with  a  %iew  to  this 
being  amended.  Those  Amendments 
were  intended  to  deal  with  an  extremely 
complicated  and  difficult  question,  and 
although  they  appeared  practicable  at  the 
time,  I  am  boini(i  to  say  now  that  they 
vrere  impracticable.  This  Amentlment 
of  the  hon.  Member  is  logical  and  prac- 
ticable, but  it  goes  too  far.  It  is  desirable 
to   find   something  which  is   logical  and 

rracticable,  but  which  does  not  go  too  far. 
do  not  know^  whether  I  should  lie  in 
order  to  refer  to  Sulvsection  2,  but  with- 
out  doing  so  it  is  impossible  to  deal  with 
this  subject.  What  that  does  is  this;  it  puts 
aside  all  questions  of  collaterals  and  bneals, 
qaestions  which  underlie  a  very  desirable 
object,  because  it  is  only  in  the  previous 
Clause  4  that  the  relationship  i-^  intro- 
duced at  all.  It  is  entirely  foreign  to  the 
contents  of  the  Bill,  and  it  is  undesirable 
to  introduce  it.  In  regard  to  the  passing 
of  property  on  the  death  of  the  tenant  for 
life,  where  the  settler  died  before  1S94 
the  aggregation  only  relates  to  half  the 
property ;  so  that  the  grievance  of  the 
hon.  ilember  reduces  itself  to  this  :  that 
where  the  settler  died  before  1894  the 
aggregation  is  limited  to  half  the  pro- 
perty, and  consequently  the  incrtmse  of 
duty  to  which  the  hon,  Gentlenmn  re- 
ferred cannot  be  such  a  hai-dship  as  he 
suggeste<l.  Where  the  settlers  death 
hafl  occurred  since  the  Act  of  1894^ 
neither  duty  nor  aggregation  can  under 
any  ciiH^umstances  be  appreciable,  except 
where  the  parties  themselves  for  their 
own  purposes  and  benefits  have  trans- 
ferred the  property  from  the  death  of 
the  settler  to  the  death  of  the  tenant  for 
life.  The  Committee  \viJl  sea  that  the 
tnatter  is  in  tbeir  own  hands,  and  it  is 
lor  them  to  say  whether  there  is  any 
hardship.  The  hon.  Member  has  i-ef erred 
to  me  as  a  satellite.     I  hope  T  have  not 

I      been  nebulous  ;  it  is  a  nebulous  subject ; 

I     but  this  Amendment  does  to  some  extent 


Capf.  Pretijman. 


reuiedy  the  inequalities  of  the  duty,  tiid 
I  ask  the  Committee  ifi  the  interests  of  ihe 
taxpayer  to  support  it. 

,  Mil  MAUKICE  HEALVT  :  I  hav^ 
listened  to  the  hon.  Geiitteman  who  bi» 
just  sat  down,  and  so  far  as  I  can  see  I 
entirely  fail  to  trace  the  be^^ring  of  kw 
argument  at  all.  The  hon,  and  gsilwit 
Gentleman  de*ilt  with  my  A  niendmeiit  «a 
if  I  wa^  moving  to  mitigate  the  evij 
of  aggregation.  It  is  the  iiuvernmeju 
who  are  increasing  the  ©vtJs  of  aggre^ 
tion.  It  is  not  I  who  mu  seeking  to 
introduce  any  new  principle  in  the 
Finance  AcL  It  is  the  trovornment  wba 
have  chosen  to  propose  an  alteration  ID 
the  law  which  has  a  great  tendency  to 
aggravate  the  e\'ik  of  aggregation,  whick 
the  hon,  gentleman  the  Meml3cr  lor 
King^s  Lynn  has  so  ably  explaineii 
I  cannot  say  that  I  am  myself 
opposed  to  aggregation  m  any  fonit 
I  believe  it  to  be  a  princqik 
which  is  perfectly  sound  and  just,  aad^ 
where  there  is  a  settled  property  and  » 
free  property  passing,  it  is  quite  right  to 
aggregate  the  two  properties,  even  thoodi 
the  property  passes  to  distant  eolktenil&. 
That  one  property  passes  by  settlement 
and  the  other  by  will  makes*  no  substan- 
tial difference  in  the  case.  They  are  lioth 
methods  by  which  the  deceased  pftrt* 
with  his  property,  and  the  question  m 
this  case  is  what  prtiperty  the  deeeaiseil 
leaves.  All  that  I  am  attacking  by  the 
Amendment  I  have  before  the  Committor 
is  the  unjust  extension  of  the  principle 
which  is  set  up  hy  the  proposals  in  thb 
Bill.  This  particular  case  was,  I  take  it, 
considered  when  the  Finance  Act  wi«i 
before  the  Committee  of  tbts  House 
1894.       Nothing     thitt      the     hoiu 


m 


has    said    can 

in   one   parti* 


and  gallant  Gentlenmn 
affect  the  case,  except 
cular.  I  quite  admit  that  be  has  demon 
strated  the  one  possible  ease  in  which  il 
would  l>e  unjust  to  apply  the  exempUon 
created  by  Section  4.  The  hoii.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  has  said  that  tJm 
clause  was  intended  to  protect  colkteiils. 
If  that  IB  so,  it  was  not  necessary.  I 
would  not  say  the  protection  of  cullaterak 
in  all  cases  is  unjust.  If  a  man  ha^ 
settled  property  which  passes  li> 
collaterals,  and  a  free  property  whklt 
passes  to  lineals,  it  is  very  unjust 
to  tax  the  collaterals  more  heavily  thaii 
the  lineals,  so  no  doubt  there  is  in  a  la  '^ 
of   that   kind  something   to   be   gaid 
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favour  of  protection.  But  eren  so,  it 
should  be  effected  by  a  simple  clause 
framed  in  an  entirely  different  manner  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  bon.  and  gallant 
G^tleman.  What  he  says  is  this — that, 
because  collaterals  in  one  case  ^et  a 
benefit  which  it  was  not  intended  that 
they  should  get,  lineals  must  be  deprived 
of  all  benefit.  That  does  not  appear  to 
me  to  be  a  just  method  of  dealing  with  the 
matter,  and,  so  far  from  the  Amendment 
of  the  bon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  being 
an  improvement,  I  think  the  proposals 
of  the  Finance  Act  are  far  more  just  and 
practicable.  I  can  conceive  that,  in  a  case 
where  a  collateral  takes  both  properties, 

Jou  might  deal  with  it  by  a  sub-clause, 
y  which  the  amount  of  duty  which  he 
would  have  to  pay  might  be  reduced. 
There  is  only  one  case  in  which  a 
collateral  derives  a  benefit  M'hich  it  is  not 
intended  he  should  receive,  and  to  de- 
prive him  of  all  benefits  because  of  that 
appears  to  me  to  be  most  unjust. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) : 
Although  I  accept  the  proposition  in 
Sub-section  1,  the  Committee  will 
•ee  that  the  possible  increase  in 
the  rate  of  duty  may  inflict  some 
hardship  on  a  certain  class.  Since  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  189^,  there  have 
been  frequent  dealings  for  money  or 
money's  worth  with  such  interests,  always, 
of  course,  on  the  hypothesis  that  the 
property  dealt  with  is  subject  to  the  duty 
of  segregation.  It  would  be  manifestly 
unfair  if  the  duty  were  now  increased  on 
such  property  or  charge.  This  is  a 
matter  which  only  applies  to  the  pur- 
chase or  mortgage  of  property  between 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1894  and  this 
Kll,  and  the  proposal  that  I  desire  to 
make  is  simply  this.  That  such  propeities 
as  have  been  sold  or  mortgaged  for  money 
or  money's  worth  since  the  Act  of  1894, 
up  to  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall  not  be 
subject  to  any  increase  in  the  rate  of  duty 
in  the  case  of  sales,  and  in  the  case  of 
estates  mortgaged  during  the  same  period, 
the  increase  of  duty  arising  from  aggre- 
gation shall  not  impair  the  validity  of  the 
mortgage,  but  shall  come  as  a  second 
charge  after  the  satisfaction  of  the  mort- 
gage. The  Solicitor  General  prefers  to  have 
an  Amendment  which  follows  more  exactly 
the  lines  of  the  Act  of  1894  in  similar 
eases,  and  therefore  I  propose  to  move 


this  Amendment  instead  of  the  one  which 
appears  in  my  name  on  the  Paper.  It 
effects  the  same  result,  which  is  to  protect 
from  an  increase  of  duty  such  properties 
as  have  been  sold  between  the  Act  of 
1 894  and  the  present  date,  and  to  ensure 
in  the  case  of  mortgages  that  the  increased 
duty  should  come  as  a  second  charge  after 
the  satisfaction  of  the  mortgage. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  H,  line  7,  after  the  word  *  interest ' 
to  add  :  '  Provided  that  where  an  interest  in 
expectancy  in  any  property  lias  Insfore  the 
passinj;  of  this  Act  been  bona  fde  sold  or 
mortgaged  for  full  consideration  in  money  or 
money's  worth,  then  no  other  duty  on  such 
property  shall  l)e  payable  by  the  purchaser  or 
mortgagee  when  the  interest  falls  inta 
possession  than  would  have  been  payable  if 
chis  section  had  not  pa  sed  ;  and  in  ttie  case 
of  a  mortgage  any  higner  duty  payable  by  the 
mortgagor  shall  rank  as  a  charge  Hnl)sequent 
to  that  of  the  mortgagee.'  " — (iJ/r.  Courtney.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  ROBERT  FINLAY :  I  prefer  to 
accept  the  Amendment  now  proposed  by 
my  right  hon.  friend  to  that  which  is  on 
the  Paper.  He  has  now  followed  closely 
an  analogous  clause  of  the  Act  of  1894, 
and  under  those  circumstances  I  desire  to 
say,  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  that 
they  will  offer  no  opposition. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  It  is  in- 
tended first  of  all  by  this  Amendment  to 
give  up  the  principle  that  duties  are  a 
first  charge  on  the  property,  and  they  are 
to  be  regarded  as  a  second  charge. 

Sir  ROBERT  FINLAY :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  looks  at  the  Act  of  1894,  he 
will  see  a  clause  there  in  precisely  similar 
terms. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  That  is  to 
say,  wherever  there  has  been  a  bargain, 
or  wherever  a  sale  has  taken  place  under 
circumstances  where  it  would  be  liable 
for  the  death  to  occur,  those  cases 
should  be  treated  differently.  Surely  the 
Solicitor  General  must  have  failed  to 
recollect  that  in  the  case  of  all  settled 
property  and  realty  the  charge  for  duty 
is  the  first  charge  on  the  estate.  It  is 
a  little  difficult  to  follow  what  was  said 
at  the  Table,  but  I  certainly  gathered  that 
under  the  circumstances  provided  for  by 
the  Amendment  the  charge  for  duty  comes 
after  the  mortgage  charge. 
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Sir  ROBERT  FINLAY:  The  extra 
duty. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  Then  there 
will  be  not  only  a  segregation  of  property, 
but  a  segregation  of  duty.  I  am  afraid 
the  Ireland  Revenue  officials  will  find 
some  trouble  in  working  the  provision. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  called  atten- 
tion to  the  involved  phraseology  of  Sub- 
section 2,  remarking  that  those  who 
invented  this  proviso  really  never  could 
have  asked  themselves  what  the  effect 
would  be.  He  illustrated  what  the  effect 
would  be  by  stating  a  concrete  case — that 
of  a  man  dying  in  1900,  after  the  passing 
of  this  Bill — for  he  presumed  it  would  be 
passed — and  leaving  three  sums  of  £9,000 
each.  Under  the  proviso  3 J  per  cent, 
would  be  paid  on  one  £9000,  while  4  J  per 
cent,  would  be  paid  on  the  other  two  sums 
of  £9,000,  although  all  came  on  the  same 
person's  death  to  one  person.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  effect  of  the  sub-section 
was  ridiculous.  On  the  same  man's 
death  3  J  per  cent,  was  paid  on  one  por- 
tion of  the  property,  and  4J  per  cent,  on 
another  portion  of  the  property.  He  was 
trying  to  find  out  why  that  should  be. 
He  could  see  why  it  should  not.  It  was 
said  that  any  other  proposal  than  that 
contained  in  the  sub-section  would  in- 
volve loss  to  the  revenue,  but  it  was  not 
so.  He  had  ascertained  that  the  loss  to 
the  revenue  would  be  extremely  small, 
because  about  seven-eighths  of  the  pro- 
perty that  passed  on  a  person's  death 
passed  under  disposition  made  by  the 
deceased  person  himself. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wish  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stands  on  the  Paper  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  No,  Sir,  I 
will  not  do  that. 

Sir  ROBERT  FINLAY  said  the  ques- 
tion was  really  a  very  simple  one  indeed. 
He  thought  that  everyone  would  agree  that 
the  natural  and  normal  point  for  segrega- 
tion was  the  death  of  the  settler.  In 
cases  where  the  settler  died  after  the 
Finance  Act  came  into  force,  the  estate 
duty  was  chargeable  upon  his  death.  In 
the  concrete  case  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member,  the  hypothetical  person  who  died 


leaving  the  three  equal  sums  of  £9,000 
died  before  the  finance  Act  came  into 
foroe,  and  therefore  no  estate  duty  wu 
asked.  If  that  person  had  happened  to 
die  after  the  Finance  Act  came  into  foree, 
the  estate  duty  would  have  been  aggre- 
gated with  his  other  property.  Hehqwd 
the  Committee  would  consider  that  the 
abatement  that  had  been  allowed  was  not 
unreasonable. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  :— 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  complained 
that  the  Inland  Revenue  authorities  had 
in  six  years  changed  their  minds  no  fewer 
than  three  times  on  this  trumpery  nutter. 
It  seemed  to  him  to  be  playing  very  low 
down  when  dealing  with  a  Budget  of 
£120,000,000. 

Sir  ROBERT  FINLAY  said  the  inteii. 
tion  of  the  Act  of  1896  was  that  wherein 
estate  which  consisted  of  three  ptrti 
amounting  in  the  aggregate,  he  would  | 
assume,  to  £30,000  od^  the  fracdons 
should  be  excluded  from  that  aggr^i^ 
In  practice,  however,  the  fractions  had  | 
been  excluded  from  the  separate  parts  of 
the  estate,  with  the  result  that  the  rediK- 
tion  had  been  altogether  beyond  whatwu 
intended.  The  object  of  tne  Amendment 
was  to  prevent  that  result. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  13:— 

Mr,  MAURICE  HEALY:  When 
dealing  with  the  previous  clauses  we  have 
argue^  and  I  think  justly  argued,  thst 
the  taxes  press  hardly  and  operate  un- 
justly on  the  Irish  people,  because  the 
incidence  of  indirect  taxation  is  modi 
more  oppressive  on  that  side  of  the 
Channel  than  it  is  upon  this,  and  in 
putting  before  the  Committee  the  Amend- 
ment which  I  have  now  to  submit  I  do 
not  at  all  recede  from  that  position.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  attempted 
last  evening  to  raise  a  controversy  be- 
tween my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
North  Islington  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Tyrone,  alle^ng  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  North  Tyrone 
had  given  his  benediction  to  the  portion 
of  this  Bill  which  imposes  an  increase 
of  the  income  tax,  and  in   that  way  had 
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somehow  come  to  a  different  conclusion 
^  from  that  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Islington  had  come  to.  I  do  nbt 
think  there  was  any  real  conflict  between 
the  two  hon.  Members.  I  think  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  North 
Tyrone  said  that  if  any  tax  was  to  be 
imposed  on  Ireland  at  all  in  connection 
with  this  war,  a  direct  tax,  such  as  the  in- 
come tax,  no  doubt  operated  less  oppres- 
sively and  affected  more  the  well-to-do 
class  of  people  than  the  indirect  taxes  on 
whisky,  beer,  tea,  and  tobacco,  included  in 
the  previous  clauses.  It  is  argued  from  that 
that  we  are  justifying  the  imposition  of  the 
income  tax  on  the  country  in  connection 
with  the  war  now  being  waged.  If  I 
am  open  to  the  objection  which  I  have 
pointed  out,  that  our  arguments  hitherto 
from  this  quarter  of  the  (louse  have  been 
in  favour  or  direct  taxation  as  opposed  to 
indirect,  I,  at  any  rate,  have  an  advan- 
tage in  pressing  this  Amendment  on  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  which  my 
hon.  friend  did  not  possess.  His  great 
aigument  against  any  differentiation 
between  the  two  countries  in  these  in- 
direct taxes  was  that  it  would  involve  the 
bSie  noire  of  a  customs  barrier,  and  would 
be  an  attack  in  some  way  upon  the  unity 
of  the  three  kingdoms.  In  dealing  with 
the  Amendment  I  am  now  putting 
forward  I  can  be  met  with  no 
such  argument.  The  concession  I  am 
now  asking  from  the  right  hon.  Gertie- 
man  will  not  involve  a  customs  barrier, 
and  will  involve  no  attack  on  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Empire.  Ireland  was 
exempted  from  the  income  tax  for  many 
years  after  the  Act  of  Union  was  passed, 
and  no  one  can  contend  that  the  states- 
men who  so  exempted  it  would  in  any  way 
have  been  parties  to  anything  that  would 
impair  the  union  of  the  three  kingdoms.  I 
am  afraid,  however,  that,  though  the  right 
hon  Grentleman  will  not  be  able  to  fall 
back  upon  that  argument,  he  will  have 
another  quite  as  ready  to  his  hand  and 
perhaps  much  more  valid.  I  do  press 
upon  the  Committee  that  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  social  condition  of  Ireland, 
and  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
financial  relations  between  the  two 
countries,  and  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  circumstances  under  which  this 
tax  was  originally  imposed,  Ireland 
has  an  eifbrmously  strong  case  for  the 
exemption  which  I  now  claim.  The  in- 
come tax  was  first  imposed  upon  Ireland 
in  the  year   1853,  and  under  very  re- 


markable circumstances.  It  is  impossible 
for  anyone  to  read  the  speech  in  which 
Mr.  Gladstone  introduced  that  proposal 
in  the  Budget  of  that  year  to  the  English 
Parliament,  without  being  filled  with 
indignation,  and  it  requires  all  the 
recollection  of  the  great  services  that 
illustrious  man  in  his  later  years  conferred 
upon  our  country,  to  enable  us  to  forget 
the  enormous  injury  he  inflicted  upon 
Ireland  by  the  legislation  originated  in 
that  Budget,  and  aggravated  by  suc- 
cessive Budgets  of  subsequent  years.  I 
put  it  to  the  Committee  that  this  income 
tax  is  essentially  a  tax  of  that  character 
which  is  covered  by  the  phrase  "  exemp- 
tions and  abatements  "  occurring  in  the 
Act  of  Union  and  also  the  legislation  of 
the  year  1817.  If  there  is  a  possible  catae 
in  which  that  phrase  is  to  have  any 
meaning,  and  if  any  benefit  is  ever  to 
extend  to  Ireland  from  its  use,  it  is  the 
case  of  the  income  tax.  In  urging  that 
position  on  the  Committee  I  would  men- 
4iion  the  fact  that  Mr.  Peeli  when  he  re- 
enforced  the  income  tax  on  Great  Britain 
after  an  interval  of  nearly  thirty  years, 
deliberately  exempted  Ireland  from  the 
scope  of  the  tax,  conceiving  that  Ireland 
was  not  then  in  a  position  to  bear  the 
burden  that  tax  involved.  When  Sir 
Kobert  Peel  came  to  that  conclusion  in 
1842,  Ireland  had  not  passed  through  the 
dreadful  ordeal  of  the  famine.  Ireland 
in  1842  was,  I  will  not  say  a  prosperous 
country,  but  it  certainly  was  a  country 
much  more  prosperous  than  the  Ireland 
of  ten  years  later,  on  which  Mr.  Glad- 
stone for  the  first  time  imposed  this  tax, 
and  it  does  fill  me  with  astonishment  and 
amazement  that  within  five  years  of  the 
awful  agony  of  the  famine  which,  so  re- 
duced tno  population  and  sapped  the 
vitality  of  our  country,  that  great  man 
should  have  been  so  regardless  of  the 
condition  of  our  country  as  to  in- 
troduce the  income  tax  in  that  year. 
There  is  something  connected  with  the 
imposition  of  the  income  tax  upon  Ireland 
which  involves  a  great  reflection  upon — I 
was  going  to  say  the  integrity  and  honour 
of  this  House.  The  income  tax  was  ex- 
pressly imposed  upon  Ireland  by  Mr. 
Gladstone  by  virtue  of  a  sort  of  bargain. 
Mr.  Gladstone,  in  imposing  that  tax, 
proposed  to  grant  to  Ireland  a  benefit 
which  would  more  than  compensate  her 
for  the  mischief  doiie  by  this  imposition. 
He  described  the  state  of  misery  to  which 
our  country  had   been  reduced  by   the 
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awful  experience  of  the  famine,  and  said  : 
that  that  must  be  taken  into  considera- ' 
tion.  How  did  this  House  proceed  to 
take  into  consideration  the  "  awful  visita- ; 
tion  of  the  famine,"  and  **  to  relieve 
Ireland  from  the  relation  of  creditor  and 
debtor "  ?  It  proceeded  to  impose  a 
burden  exactly  twice  as  great  in  amount  j 
as  that  from  which  Mr.  Gladstone  \ 
relieved  Ireland.  Mr.  Gladstone  estimated  j 
the  amount  of  the  Consolidated  An- 
nuities from  which  he  was  relieving 
Ireland  at  £245,000,  and  he  told  the 
Committee  that  he  hoped  the  income  tax 
would  bring  in  about  £460,000.  Mr. 
Gladstone  defended  that  proposal  hy 
saying  that  the  annuities  would  exist  for 
about  thirty  or  forty  years,  while  the 
income  tax  would  last  only  seven  years. 
But,  as  we  know,  instead  of  coming  to  an 
end  after  the  lapse  of  seven  years,  the 
income  tax  has  l^een  levied  every  year 
since  then,  and  last  year  it  produced  in 
Ireland,  not  £460,000,  but  between 
£700,000  and  £800,000,  while  under  the 
present  Budget  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
hopes  to  extract  by  this  tax  al)out  £900,000. 
In  the  face  of  that  history,  I  think 
we  in  Ireland  may  l)e  pardoned  if  we  are 
inclined  to  protest  against  this  increased 
imposition.  It  may  be  said  that,  what- 
ever can  l)e  urged  against  indirect  taxa- 
tion, no  valid  argument  can  be  produced 
to  justify  the  exemption  of  Irish  direct 
taxpayers  from  any  burden  which  is  im- 
posed upon  the  English  direct  taxpayer 
similarly  situated.  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
admit  that.  The  bulk  of  this  income  tax 
is  a  tax  upon  Irish  trade  and  commerce. 
We  all  know  that,  compared  with  the  enor- 
mous volume  of  that  of  England,  the 
ti-ade  and  commerce  of  Ireland  are  very  in- 
significant indeed,  and  that  a  burden 
which  the  ever  -  expanding  trade  of 
p]ngland  can  l)ear  without  feeling  may 
operate  in  Ireland  so  as  to  l)e  insupport- 
able and  wholly  injurious  to  the  trade  of 
that  part  of  the  Empire.  The  Returns  of 
the  collection  of  the  tax  are  the  best 
proof  of  that  argument,  because  they 
show  that  while  in  England  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  always  calculate 
upon  a  steady  increase  of  the  produce  of 
the  income  tax,  it  may  be  regarded 
as  substantially  stationary  in  Ireland. 
I  do  not  admit  that,  ]>ecau8e  they  are 
nominally  assessed  at  the  same  amount, 
equality  of  impost  necessarily  means 
identity  of  burden.     It  may  be  said  that 

Mr,  Maurice  Hnily. 


this  is  a  tax  upon  the  rich,  siid  that  there 
can  be  no  more  harm  in  taxing  the  rid 
people  of  Ireland  than  in  taxing  the  rick 
people  of  England.  But  we  have  too  few 
rich  people  in  Ireland  to  be  able  to  afFord 
that  they  should  be  taxed  in  this  way.  I 
do  not  admit  that  the  poor  man  is  not 
injured  by  such  taxation.  The  rich  oftoi 
create  the  means  by  which  the  poor  live, 
and  any  additional  tax  upon  the  rich 
man  is  in,  my  opinion,  a  drain  upon 
the  resources  of  the  poorest  classes  of  the 
community.  I  therefore  press  this  Amend- 
ment upon  the  notice  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  When  two  years  aeo  the 
Government  were  relieving  the  Irish  land- 
lord, they  took  very  good  care  not  to 
give  that  relief  by  exempting  him  from 
the  income  tax ;  they  did  it  by  saerifidng 
the  local  body,  and  they  secured  thit 
exemption  for  the  landlord  at  the  expenie 
of  the  local  rates.  I  beg  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  nam& 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  6,  line  32,  after  the  wonls  '  Inoone 
Tax,'  to  insert  the  words  *  Great  Britain.*  "— 
{Mr,  Maurire  HecUy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  wordi 
be  there  inserted." 

♦SirM.  hicks  BEACH:  The  hon. and 

learned  Member  has  just  made  a  speech  in 

direct  contrast  to  all  the  speeches  we  have 

heard  from  those  benches  on  the  previoos 

items  of  taxation  mentioned  in  the  Bill 

In  regard  to  tea,  tobacco,  beer  and  spirits, 

we   have  had  complaints  that   we  were 

increasing  the  indirect  taxation  of  Irdand 

which  was  already  too  heavy,  and  whidi 

affected    injuriously    the    ccmsumers    of 

these  different  articles.     At  one  time  the 

hon.  Member  for  Waterford  went  even  so 

far  as  to  say  that  he  did  not  complain  of 

the  income  tax  at  all — that  he  was  willing 

to  give  us  the  income  tax  and  a  certain 

amount  of  indirect  taxation  as  well  if  we 

I  would    let   Ireland  off  the  rest.      It  is 

j  periectly     clear    that     the    burden    of 

the      complaints      of      hon.       Membert 

below      the      gangway      opposite      on 

this  subject  of  taxation   have   not  been 

with  regard  to  the  direct  but  the  indirect 

taxation  of  Ireland.     We  are  practically 

I  asked  to  abolish  income  tax  in   Ireland 

;  altogether.     The  reason  for  that  request 

is,  that  in  1853,  when  the  tax  was  im- 

;  posed  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  a  sufficient  con- 

I  sideration  was   not  given  to  Ireland  in 
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return.     I  do  not  think  we  need  enter 
into  the  history  of  those  days.    The  ques- 
tion is,  whether  the  income  tax,  as  now 
applied  to    Ireland    and  Great  Britain, 
is    a    fair    thing  or  not  in  the  case  of 
Ireland.      I    must  say  this,  that   if  the 
'  income  tax  had  not  existed  in  Ireland, 
and  I  was  obliged  to  seek  some  fresh 
source   of  taxation  in  Ireland,   there  is 
nothing  to  which  I  should  look  so  confidently 
as  regards  fairness  and  justice,  as   the 
am>lication  of  the  income  tax  to  Ireland. 
Wny  should  the  rich  merchant  princes  of 
Belfast  and  the  shareholders  in  Guinness' 
Brewery  in  Dublin,  not  pay  income  tax 
on  the   profits  of  their  industries,  just 
as  much    as    the    poor    shopkeeper    in 
London,  or  Birmingham,  or  Glasgow,  or 
Edinburgh?     The  proposition  seems  to 
me,  with  all  respect  to  the  hon.  Member, 
to  be  almost  absurd.     As  I  pointed  out 
to  the  House  the  other  day  when  we  were 
discussing  the  question  of  the  financial 
relations  between  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, there  do  exist  at  the  present  time 
exemptions  and  abatements  in   Ireland, 
such  as  the  house   tax,  which  is  a  very 
considerable  tax  in  Great  Britain 


Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  How  much  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  If  the  house 
tax  were  extended  to  Ireland  it  would  be 
a  very  sensible  addition  to  the  income  tax. 
Then  there  is  the  land  tax,  all  of  which 
applies  to  the  class  who  pay  income  tax. 

Mr.  FLAVIN:  Why  did  you  not 
give  us  the  whole  of  the  agricultural 
grant  1 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  What  has 
that  to  do  with  the  question  ?  Hon. 
Members  were  very  glad  to  accept  that 
X400,000  when  it  was  offered  to  them. 
They  might  have  preferred  that  it  should 
be  divided  in  a  different  way,  but  that  has 
very  little  to  do  with  the  question  of 
whether  or  not  income  tax  should  be  paid 
in  Ireland.  Of  all  the  Amendments  which 
have  been  proposed  from  the  benches 
opposite  I  think  this  is  the  one  which 
demands  the  least  sympathy  and  the  last  I 
should  be  disposed  to  accept. 

Mr.  lough  :  I  should  like  to  say  one 
word  on  this  question.     It  is  a  settled 


question   no  doubt,  but  there  is  more  to 
be    said    for  the  Amendment  than  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  appears  to 
have  appreciated.     The  argument  of  my 
hon.  friend  is  that  in  a  very  poor  country 
where  you  have  very  few  rich  men  it  is 
not  good  policy  to  tax  those  rich  men  out 
of  existence.    The  Returns  with  regard  to 
income    tax    in    the    three    countries — 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland — are  most 
interesting  in  this  connection.      In  Scot- 
land we  have  a  country  we  can  compare 
with  Ireland,  because  it  is  about  the  same 
in  population.      From   those   Returns    I 
gather  that  of  incomes  over  £50,000  a 
year  there  is  only  one  in  Ireland,  while 
in  Scotland  there  are  twelve.     Of  incomes 
between    £10,000     and    £50,000    there 
are     but    twelve     in     Ireland,     against 
121    in    Scotland,    so     that     again,    in 
a  country  of    the    same  size,  there  are 
ten  times  as  many  as   in   Ireland.      Of 
incomes  between   £5,000  and    £10,000 
there  are  in  Ireland  only  thirty -two,  so 
that  altogether  there  are  only  forty-five 
incomes    of    over    £5,000    assessed    to 
income  tax  in  Ireland,  while  in  Scotland 
there  are  368.     That  is  a  very  substantial 
difference,  and  the  proportion  is  practic- 
ally   the  same   in   England.     The  Com- 
mittee marked  the  glowmg  allusion  of  the 
Chancellor    of     the    Exchequer    to    the 
"merchant  princes  of  Belfast."      There 
are  very  few  merchant  princes  of  Belfast. 
In  the  whole  of  Ireland,  as  these  figures 
show,  there  are  only  forty-five  people  who 
pay    on  more   than    £5,000  a  year  as 
against    368  in   Scotland.     This  is  my 
point.     Perhaps  not  to-diiy  or  to-morrow, 
but  some  day,  this  House  will  awake  to 
the  fact  that  something  must  be  done  for 
Ireland  to  deal  with  the  economic  crisis 
you  have  there.     The  country  is  going  in 
exactly  the  opposite  direction  to  the  rest 
of  the  United  Kingdom.     I  have  shown 
how  few  rich  people  there  are  there  now, 
and   the  number  is  growing  less  day  by 
day.     The   result  is  that  you  cannot  get 
capital   for  any   enterprise ;  there  is  no 
initiative  in  the  country;  and  I  believe 
that     in    the    economical     condition    of 
Ireland  the  sufferings  of  the  rich — which, 
of  course,  are  very  different  from  those 
of  the  poor — are  just  as  serious  a  factor 
in  the  situation  as   the  sufferings  of  the 
poor.     I   have    had    an   opportunity    of 
mentioning  these  points  before,  so  that  I 
need  not    labour    them  now,   but   I  do 
think  that  this  Amendment  deserves  a 
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great  deal  more  consideration  than  it  has 
received. 

Question  put. 


The  Committee   divided  : — ^Ayes, 
Noes,  165.    (Division  List  Na  88.) 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,N.E. 

Barry,  E.  (Ck)rk,  S.) 

Bond,  Edward 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Crean,  Eugene 

Crilly,  Daniel 

Carran,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal) 

Daly,  James 

Dillon,  John 

Doogan,  P.  C. 


AYES. 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Gibney,  James 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Healy,  Maurice  (Cork) 
Jordan,  tJeremiah 
Lough,  Thomas 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr.M.  A.  (Q.'8  C. 
MaeNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
M'Dermott,  Patrick 


MH^hee,  Richani 
Parnell,  John  Uowaid 
Pinkerton,  John 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Redmond,  J.  E.  (Waterfonl) 
Redmond,  William  (Clan) 
Sullivan,  Doiial  (WestoMth) 

Tellers  for  the  Ates- 
Captain  Donelan  and  Ifr. 
Patrick  O'Brien. 


Acland-Hood,  Capt.  Sir  A.  F. 
Allison,  Robert  Andrew 
AlLsopp,  Hon.  George 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Arrol,  Sir  W«lliam 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Bainbridge,  Emerson 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfour,Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.  (Manch'r 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Beach,Rt.Hn.8ir\f.H.(Bri8tol 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 
Bemrose,  Sir  Henry  Howe 
Billson,  Alfred 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bowles,  Capt.  H.F.  (Middlesex 
Bowle'«,T.C»ib8on(King'8Lynn) 
Brassey,  All^ert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Bullard,  Sir  Harry 
Biktcher,  John  George 

Caldwell,  James 
Cariile,  William  Walter 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
Cavendi8h,V.C.  W(  Derbyshire 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Green\vich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.  Hon.  J.  (Birm 
Chamberlain,  J  Auftten(  Worc'r 
Channing,  Francis  AUston 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Cliarrington,  Spencer 
Co^hill,  Douglas  Harry 
CoUings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colom  l),Sir.J  ohnCharles  Ready 
Colville,  John 

Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Corl jett,  A .  Cameron  (Glasgow ) 
ComwalllsFiennes  Stanley  W. 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Curzon,  Viscount 

Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Mr,  Louqh, 


NOES. 

Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Dentiy,  Colonel 
Dewar,  Arthur 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edwanl 
Doughty,  Geoi^e 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Donglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Dyke,RtHonSir  WUliam  Hart 

Emmott,  Alfred 

Fellowe8,Hon.  Ailwyn  Edward 
Fergus^on,RtHn  Sir  J  (Manc'r) 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
FitzWygram,  General  Sir  F. 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Foster,  Harry  S.  (Suffolk) 

Gedge,  Sydney 
Gibbons,  J.  Lloyd 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Godson,  Sir  A.  Frederick 
Groldsworthy,  Major-(Jeneral 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Jofin  E. 
Goschen,Rt.Hn.G.J.(StGeor's 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Soseex) 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Green.  W.  D.  ( Wednesburj") 
Gretton,  John 
Greville,  Hon.  Ronald 
(iull,  Sir  Cameron 

Hamilton,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  G. 
Hanbury,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  Wm. 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Hare,  Thomas  Lei^h 
Hayne,Rt.  Hon.CbarlesSeale- 
Heath,  James 
Hedderwick,  Thomas  C.  H. 
Holder,  Augustus 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hoare,  Sir  Samuel  (Norwich) 

Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Johnston,  Williaiu  (Belfast) 
Johnstone,  Heywood  (Sussex) 


Joicey,  Sir  Jamee 

Jones,  Williatn(CanimrvoBA.> 

Kenyon,  James 
Kenyon-Slaney,  CoL   WilliMi 
Kimber,  Henry 
Knowlee,  Lees 

Lawrence,Sir£Dnminflp-(Gon 
Lawson,  .Fohn  Grant  (Yorka^ 
Lawson,  Sir  W.  (Cninb'laiid) 
Lockwood,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R. 
Long,  Col.  C.  W.  (Eveshui) 
Long,  Rt.  Hn.  Wal  ter<  Liverpi) 
Lonsdale,  John  Biownlee 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  BoHer 
Lowe,  Francis  Williani 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 

Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
M'Arthur,  Charles  (liverpl) 
M'Killop,  James 
Martin,  Richard  Biddnlph 
Mendl,  Sigismnnd  Perdinaiid 
Meysey-Thompeiin^  Sir  H.  M. 
Middlemore,  J.  Thntginortoii 
Milner,  Sir  Frederick  Geoigs 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Monk,  Charles  <^nies 
Montagu,Hon.J.Soott{Haata 
More,R.  Jasper  (Shropshire) 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morrison,  Walter 
Murray,Rt  HnAGraham  (Bole 

Newdi^bte-Francin  Alexaader 
Nicol,  Donald  Nmian 

Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsay 

Parkes,  Ebenezer 

Pease,  Joseph  A  (Northomh 

Percy,  Earl 

Phillpotts,  CapCftin  Arthur 

Plunkett,RtHnH  >raceCnnoo 

Powell,  Sir  Fran  is  Sharp 

Pretyman.  Enie*(t  Gtfwige 

Price,  Robert  Johm 
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PurvU,  Robert 

Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Ridley,  Kt.  HonSirMatthewW. 
Ritchie,RtHonChas.  Thomson 
Roberts,  Johir  Bryn  (Eifion) 

Samuel,  J.  (Stockton-on-Teen) 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Seton-Karr,  Henry 
Sinclair,  CaptJohn(  Forfarshire 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 
Smith,  JamesParker(Lanai  ks. 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 


Stephens,  Henry  Charles 

Stewart,SirMarkJ.M'Taggart 

Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  JohttM. 

Strauss,  Arthur 

Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 

Talbot,Rt.Hn.JG(OxfdUniv.) 
Thoma8,David  Alfred(  Merthyr 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,  Wm.  Edw.  Murray 

Webster,  Sir  Richard  E 
Welby,SirCharlesG.E.  (Notts. 
Wentworth,  Bruce  C.  Vemon- 


Willox,  Sir  John  Archibald 
Wilson,FrederickW.(Norfolk> 
Wllson,J.AV.(Worcester8h.,N. 
Wodehouse.Rt.Hon  E.R(Bath 
Woods,  Samuel 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  D'Arcy 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Mr.  Anstruther  and  Mr. 
Fi^er. 


Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  14: — 


Mr.  FLYNN  moved  to  report  progress. 
He  contended  that  very  satisfactory  pro- 
gress had  been  made  with  the  Bill,  and  it 
was  not  reasonable  that  Members  should 
be  asked  to  continue  the  consideration  of 
guch  a  Bill  after  midnight,  especially  as 
many  Members  had  been  at  the  House 
since  noon.  The  Irish  representatives 
had  been  endeavouring  to  protect  the 
interests  of  their  constituents,  and  they 
were  now  fairly  entitled  to  a  little 
respite. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress ; 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mt\  Flynn.) 


and  I  really  must  ask  the  Committee  to 
continue  for  a  little  while  longer  to-night, 
as  other  business  has  been  fixed  for 
Thursday  to  suit  the  general  convenience 
of  the  House. 


Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  (Donegal, 
S.)  was  amazed  at  the  action  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  It  was 
now  Wednesday  morning,  and  at  noon 
the  House  was  to  meet  to  consider  a  Bill 
dear  to  the  Tory  heart,  namely,  that 
dealing  with  the  flogging  of  the  lower 
classes,  but  he  and  his  friends  desired  to 
refresh  themselves  in  order  to  oppose  that 
Bill  later  on  in  the  day.  It  was  bringing 
legislation  to  a  farce  to  discuss  large 
financial  measures  after  midnight,  when 
Members  could  not  be  reported,  and,  if 
they  were,  they  could  not  be  so  bright  or 
clear  as  if  they  discussed  the  measure 
after  a  few  hours  rest. 


♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  hope  the 
House  will  agree  to  continue  the  sitting  a 
little  longer.     I   believe   we    have   now 
reached  a  point  beyond   which  there  is 
little    that    can     be     called     matter    of 
contention.      We     have     had     a    great 
deal    of   discussion,  and  many    divisions 
have  been    taken    with    regard    to  the 
additional  taxation  as  it  affects  Ireland, 
and  hon.  Members  opposite  have  had  a 
full  opportunity  of  expressing  their  views. 
We  have  now  arrived  at  a  part  of  the 
Bill  which  has  no  bearing  on  questions  of 
that  kind.     There  is  no  further  Amend- 
ment    affecting     Ireland,     and,     as     re- 
gards   the   proposed   new   clauses,   I   do 
not  think  they  should  occupy  more  than 
abovt  half  an  hour.     It  is  always  under- 
stood that  the  proceedings  on  the  Finance 
Bill  may  be  continued  beyond  the  ordi- 
nary hour  of  adjournment,  but  last  night 
we  reported  progress  by  twelve  o'clock, 


Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
I  hope  there  will  not  be  any  prolonged 
altercation  over  this  matter.  I  quite 
admit  that  the  Irish  Members  have  dis- 
cussed the  points  which  affected  them  in 
a  particular  way  with  some  latitude  for 
the  last  two  days,  but  there  still  remain 
upon  the  notice  paper  nine  new  clauses  to 
be  disposed  of.  Surely  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  admit  that  it  is  some- 
what unreasonable  to  expect  us  at  this 
time  of  the  morning  to  go  through  the 
whole  of  those  new  clauses.  What  I 
would  suggest,  with  great  respect,  would 
be  this  :  We  have  passed  Clause  13  of 
the  Bill,  and  there  remain  only  Clauses 
14,  15,  16,  and  17,  to  which  no  Amend- 
ment stands  upon  the  Paper.  I  think  it 
would  be  a  reasonable  thing  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  got  those  clauses 
passed  and  then  reported  progress,  so  that 
we  could  deal  with  the  new  clauses  at  a 
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subsequent  sitting.  I  certainly  think  the 
argument  of  my  hon.  friend  below  me  is 
a  reasonable  one.  We  have  to  meet  at 
noon  to-day  to  discuss  a  Bill  which  in- 
terests the  HouhC  generally,  and  that 
being  so  I  think  it  is  a  little  unreasonable 
to  ask  us  to  deal  with  nine  new  clauses 
to-night.  I  am  not  making  these  remarks 
at  ail  with  the  desire  to  obstruct  the 
passage  of  the  remainder  of  the  Bill.  I 
sincerely  believe  that  that  passage  will  be 
facilitated  if  this  concession  is  made  now. 
Certainly  so  far  as  the  Irish  Members  are 
concerned  we  have  no  desire  to  prolong 
the  discussion,  but  questions  may  arise  on 
those  clauses  which  will  have  to  be  dis- 
cussed. Therefore  I  would  suggest  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  should 
get  the  remaining  clauses  of  the  Bill  and 
then  report  progress,  and  I  make  that 
suggestion  with  the  conviction  that  when 
the  Bill  is  again  taken  up  a  small  amount 
of  time  will  be  sufficient  to  go  through 
the  new  clauses. 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  My  reason 
for  desiring  to  continue  the  sitting 
was  this :  My  right  hon.  friend  the 
Leader  of  the  House  has  made  an  arrange- 
ment with  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
with  regard  to  the  business  on  Thursday, 
and  I  hoped  that  by  finishing  the  con- 
sideration of  this  Bill  to-night  it  would 
have  been  in  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  secure  that  that  arrangement 
should  )>e  carried  out.  I  have,  however, 
had  enough  experience  of  this  House  to 
know*  what  happens  when  there  is  a 
wrangle  a])out  reporting  progress,  and 
therefore  I  think  it  would  prol)ably  be 
better  to  accept  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  On  that  understanding 
I  will  with  pleasure  withdraw  my  motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  15,  16,  and  17  agreed  to. 

Committee    report    Progress;    to    sit 
Again  upon  Thursday. 


ANCIENT  MONUMENTS   PBOTECTIOX 
BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4 : — 

Committee    report    Progress;    to  A 
again  upon  Thursday. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

On  the  Motion  for  adjournment,  in 
reply  to  an  hon.  Member  who  asked 
whether  the  remaining  clauses  of  tint 
Finance  Bill  would  be  taken  on  Thunday 
next — 


Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (St.  Andrew's 
Burghs)  said :  Owing  to  the  unfortunate 
circumstance  of  our  not  being  able  to 
complete  the  Committee  sta^e  of  the 
Finance  Bill  to-night,  it  will  be  obrioai 
that  it  must  be  the  first  Order  for  Thmv- 
day,  in  pursuance  of  the  imdertaldng  of 
the  Leader  of  the  House  that  this  stage 
should  be  proceeded  with  de  die  in  dim 
until  completed.  The  other  Orders  of 
the  day  we  hope  will  be  taken  in  the 
same  sequence  as  has  been  foreshadowed 
l>y  my  right  hon.  friend,  but  in  his 
absence  1  am  unable  to  say  whether  the 
Gk)vemment  will  be  able  to  adhere  to  the 
undertaking  that  the  Resolution  deafing 
with  the  Education  Code  shall  be  tdran 
at  a  given  hour,  as  it  was  hoped  would 
have  been  possible  if  hon.  Grentlemen 
opposite  had  been  able  to  co-operate  with 
us  to-night. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshin, 
E.) :  Do  you  intend  to  take  the  Railways 
(Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill  on  Thun- 
day t 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER:  Yes. 


Adjourned  at  twenty -five  i_____ 
after  T^-elve  of  the  CMl 
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PRIFATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


CHESHIRE  LINES  COMMITTEE  BILL. 
As  Amended,  considered ;  Amendments 
made ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

UNIVERSAL  LIFE  ASSURANCE  SOCIETY 
BILL  [Lords]  [STAMP  DUTIES]. 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising 
the  imposition  of  certain  Stamp  Duties 
iipon  certain  Memorials  under  any  Act  of 
tne  present  Session  relating  to  the  Uni- 
versal Life  Assiu-ance  Society  (Queen's 

}   Eecommendation    signified),   To-morrow. 

t    — (/>r.  Farquharson,) 


PETITIONS, 


SUNDAY  CLOSING  (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL.  ^ 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Bollington 
(three);  Dollar;  Blackburn;  Stony 
Stratford ;  Bolton ;  and  Harrogate ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

TOWN  COUNCILS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Cupar,  in  favour  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


CORPORAL  PUNISHMENT  BILL. 
^      Petition     of     the     Romilly    Society, 
against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ECCLESIASTICAL    ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Peebles,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
apon  the  Table. 

MIDWIVES  BILL. 
Petition  from  Liverpool,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petition  from  Hastings,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO 
CHILDREN  BILL. 
Petitions  in  favour,  from  Walker; 
Hartlepool  (three) ;  Hastings ;  Ponder's 
End ;  Dollar  ;  Blackburn  ;  Motherwell ; 
Worthing ;  and  Bolton ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO 
CHILDREN    (No.   2)  BILL 

Seven    Petitions    from     Sheffield,     in 
iavoor ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

VOL.  LXXXL    [Fourth  Series.] 


MINES  AND  QUARRIES. 
Copy  presented,  of  General  Report 
and  Statistics  for  the  year  1898,  Part  TV., 
Colonial  and  Foreigni^tatistics  ;  Statistics 
relating  to  rersons  employed.  Output, 
and  Accidents  at  Mines  and  Quarries  in 
the  British  Colonies  and  in  Foreign 
Countries  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

ALIENS. 

I      Return  presented,  relative  thereto  (in 

I  continuation    of     Parliamentary    Paper, 

No.^140,  of  Session  1899)  [Address  31st 

January ;  Mr,   Jesse  Collings]  to  lie  upon 

the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  113.] 

METROPOLITAN  CATTLE  MARKET. 
Accounts  presented  for  the  year  1899, 
with  an  account  of  extraordinary  Works 
executed  other  than  the  general  Repairs 
for  the  same  period  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  (RULES). 

Copy  presented  of  Rule  made  by  the 

Irish  Land  Commission  under  the  Land 

Purchase   Acts,  dated  the  19th  March, 

I  1 900  [by  Command] ;    to   lie  upon   the 

I  Table. 

;         RAILWAYS  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1896 
(RULES). 

Copy  presented  of  Order  in  Council, 
dated  22nd  March,  1900,  amending  the 
Railways  (Ireland)  Order,  1897  [by  Act]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CHINA  (No.  1,  1900). 
Copy  presented  of  further  Correspon- 
dence respecting  the  Affairs  of  China  [in 
continuation  of  China  (Nos.  1  and  2, 
1899)]  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 
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further  dealt  with,  and  it  may  inflict 
punishment  in  the  shape  of  a  longer  term 
of  imprisonment  in  addition  to  an  order 
for  whipping.  A  person  wandering 
abroad  and  occupying  premises  without 
any  visible  means  of  subsistence,  a  poor 
unfortunate  man  who*  has  ho  means  of 
support,  and  who  lies  outside,  can,  if  the 
justices  were  foolish  enough  to  do  it,  be 
sent  to  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  to 
receive  a  sentence  involving  whipping. 
Another  case  is  when  a  man  leaves  his 
wife  and  children  without  the  means  of 
support ;  if  the  Court  thought  fit,  it  could 
order  that  man  to  be  whipped.  In  these 
days  of  public  subscriptions  another  case 
deserves  very  serious  consideration  in- 
deed. Any  person  who  is  gathering  alms 
can  be  dealt  with  under  this  Act.  A  good 
many  of  us  have  applied  for  subscrip- 
tions in  various  ways,  and  it  would  be 
inconvenient  to  be  dealt  with  under  this 
Act  andsentenced  to  be  publicly  whipped. 
Tliere  is  another  offence  under  this  Act — 
and  I  am  sorry  I  do  not  see  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Thanet  here.  Any  man 
found  betting  in  a  public  place  is 
liable  to  be  whipped — not  such  a  place  as 
Mr.  Hawke  and  his  kindred  spirits  sought 
to  disestablish,  but,  as  I  read  the  Act, 
any  public  place.  That  would  possibly 
open  the  eyes  of  the  supporters  of  the 
turf.  Then  we  come  to  that  offence  for 
which  the  punishment  of  whipping  is 
occasionally  tried — that  is  the  very  gross 
and  disgusting  offence  of  exposure  of  the 
person.  I  shall  have  a  word  to  say  about 
that  directly,  because  it  is  so  germane  to 
the  subject  before  us  to-day  that  I  think 
the  House  may  well  consider  that,  when 
considering  the  abolition  of  the  penal 
Act  in  regard  to  flogging.  I  recollect 
quite  well,  in  my  own  experience  as  a 
magistrate  at  Quarter  Sessions,  a  man 
being  sent  up  by  the  court  below  to  be  fur- 
ther dealt  with,  who  was,  I  should  think, 
almost  'insane  on  this  matter,  although 
not  sufficiently  insane  to  be  shut  up  in  a 
lunatic  asylum.  That  man  was  in  th^ 
habit  of  annoying  and  disgusting  decent 
women  by  this  beastly  passion.  When 
he  came  before  the  Quarter  Sessions  it 
was  clearly  shown  that  he  had  been  con- 
victed more  than  ten  times,  and  the  case 
was  so  bad  that  my  brother  magistrates 
felt  willing  to  inflict  the  punishment  of 
whipping .  on  that  man.  I  had  tried 
no  less  than  four  cases  of  the  most 
abominable  indecent  assaults  upon  little 
children — little  children  that  I  had  to  put ! 


on  the  bench  with  me.     They  had  been 
outraged    and    knocked  about   and    ill- 
treated  in  different  ways  by  four  different 
brutes — I    will  not    call  them   men.     I 
could  not  order  flogging  for  these  men, 
and  I  said  to  my  brother  magistrates  :  "  I 
think  you  will  agree  with  me  that  when 
the  law  does  not  allow  us  to  inflict  the 
punishment  of  flogging  on  men  who  out- 
rage children  in  this   way,  it  would  be 
wrong  to  do  it  for  an  offence  which  cer- 
tainly is,  in  my  opinion,  a  minor  offence 
to  that  for  which  these  men  were  brought 
up."    I  am  happy  to  say  they  did  agree 
with  me,  and  we  inflicted  a  sentence  of 
further  imprisonment  on  that  man,  but 
did  not  inflict  flogging.     I  think  there  is 
sufficient  reason  for  the  repeal  of  the  por- 
tion of  the  Act  which  awards  whipping  to 
rogues  and  vagabonds.   I  come  to  another 
Act,  and  it  is  the  only  other  one  I  will 
trouble  the   House  with.     It  is  a  very 
important  Act,  and  I  am  happy  to  see 
some     gentlemen    from     Ireland     here. 
It    is    an    Act    which    many    of    them 
possibly,  and  perhaps  law-abiding  people 
generally,  have  never  read  and  are   un- 
aware of.     It  is  an  Act  of  William  IV., 
almost  every  section   of  which  provides 
for  punishment  by  whipping  in  addition 
to  the   sentence  of  imprisonment.     Any 
person  who  sends  any  message  or  letter 
inciting  to  riot,  or  demanding  alms,  or 
requiring  any  person  to  quit  the  service 
of  another  person,  may  be  once,  twice,  or 
thrice    publicly    or  privately    whipped. 
Section  2  provides  that  any  person  who 
inflicts  any  injury   on  cattle  or  crops,  or 
procures  any  person  or  incites  any  other 
person  to  commit  any  injury  to  cattle  or 
crops,    may    be   ordered   to     be     once, 
twice,     or     thrice     whipped.      I     think 
everybody     will    agree    with     me    that 
the  punishment    of     whipping    is    out 
of  all  reason,  looking  to  the  offence.     We 
cannot  approve  of  any  of  those  acts,  and 
they  ought  to  be  punished  according  to 
their  degree  and  extent,  but  I  think  the 
punishment  of   flogging   in  that   case   is 
absurd.      I   have   quoted   three  Acts  to 
show  the   House   that   at  any  rate  with 
regard  to  the  repeal  of  flogging  in  certain 
cases  common  sense  demands  it.     Let  me 
go      a     little     bit     further     into     the 
offences    for    which    the    punishment  is 
inflicted    at   the  present   time.      I    will 
(leal  with    the   matters    that     the    Bill 
provides   for    as    regards   the   retention 
of  the  punishment — that  is  in  relation  to 
highway  robbery,  and  especially  garroting. 

Y2 
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I  have  seen  a  good  many  cases 

^^pmrnoEeSj  and  I  have  had  a  good 

4^^Jt  ^  ^^^  ^^  trial  of  such  crjmes. 

f  AOi  4efieve  in  single-handed  rape, 

,_^.  drags  are  used  or  the  woman  is  in 

^1^  ~<d  hysteria.     I  remember  hearing 

.^n     K0t    fourteen    years    penal    ser- 

T  «3       in    a    case     of     rape,     and     I 

it    was    no    more    a    case    of 

of  pocket-picking.     There  was 

ease  in  which  a  man  ^ot  twenty 

— '  servitude,  and  I  think  he  was 

ty  punished.     The  man  was  guilty 

lity,  no  doubt,  and   I  do  not 

there  ever  was  a  worse  act  of 

than  that.     There  may  be  cases 

hhanded    rape,   but    I    do    not 

in  them.     We  expressly  exclude 

tills  Bill  single-handed  rape.     I  say 

;  for  the  punishment  of  whipping  to 

'-^ABrfBcted  in  cases  of  rape  there  must  be 

"  violence  shown,  or  there  must  be 

more  people  engaged  in  it.     That 

t«how  the  House  that  so  far  as  I  am 

[led  I  am  wishful  to  approach  this 

in  a  fair  way  to  the  criminal.     I 

to  protect  the  person  charged  from 

^^possibility  of  unfair  play.     As  far  as 

k  concerned  I  am  only  too  anxious  to 

irsitfeguards  into  the  Bill  which  would 

fooly  protect  a  man  from  punishment 

iash,  but  also  protect  him  in  other 

i  as  well.     We  know  that  there  is  too 

of  the  abominable  crime  of  black- 

ig  going  about.      It  is  absolutely 

__iary  not  only  to  protect  hinl  from 

lash,  but  to  protect  him  from  punish- 

it  other  than  the  lash.     The  Bill  also 

with  the  crime  of  indecent  assault. 

is  mattor  also  I  have  had  personal  ex- 

ince  as  chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions. 

think  that  if  hon.  Gentlemen  had 

half  the  experience   I   have  had  in 

cases     of     assault    upon    little 

Bn   they   would   see  the   necessity 

what  is    proposed    in  the   Bill.     I 

seen  little  cMldren  not  higher  than 

knee  brought  into  Court  to  tell  their 

story,  and  what  are  you  to  do  in  such 

under  the  law  as  it  stands  to-day  1 

^  You  can  only  inflict  a  long  sentence  of 

1  imprisonment  with  hard  labour.     There 

are    those    who    say    that    the    lash  is 

brutaUsing.     No  doubt  it  is.     But  I  have 

seen  a  gooid  deal  of  the  inside  of  gaols, 

and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  a  long 

period  of  solitary  confinement  is,  in  the 

case  of  an  unedixcated  man  with  a  low 

type    of   mind,    quite    as    likely   to  be 

brutaltsmg,  and  indeed  more  likely   to 


%ve  1 


have  that  effect  than  a  short  sentence  of 
imprisonment  accompanied  by  the  lash. 
My  belief  is  that  the  lash  would  prove  a 
deterrent  in  the  case  of  this  particular 
class  of  c^minal.  In  the  case  of  abomi- 
nable crimes  I  can  only  say  that,  should' 
the  majority  of  the  House  prefer  to  ex- 
clude them  from  the  operation  of  this 
Bill,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  assent  to  that 
course,  as  really  our  desire  is  to  secure 
the  power  to  apply  the  lash  to  assaults  upon 
the  person.  I  am  not  going  to  weary  the 
House  with  quotations  from  authorities, 
but  I  would  like  to  remind  it  that  in 
1889  Mr.  Matthews,  in  a  speech  in  this 
House,*  said  he  believed  from  his  own  ex- 
perience in  the  criminal  courts — and  as 
we  know  he  was  no  mean  authority  on 
the  subject — that  flogging  was  a  deter- 
rent. He  also  declared  that  the  law 
required  consolidating,  and  that  is  one  of 
the  objects  of  this  Bifi.  Again,  Sir  Henry 
Selwyn  Ibbetson,aformer  ifnder  Secretary 
to  the  Home  Office,  gives  his  support  to 
this  Bill,  while  yesterday,  at  a  meeting  of 
the  Society  of  Chairmen  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  under  the  presidency  of  Lord 
Cross,  another  ex-Home  Secretary,  the 
principle  of  this  Bill  was  unanimously 
approved  after  a  very  friendly  discussion. 
I  may  be  met  with  the  argument  that  a 
Bill  like  this  is  calculated  to  promote 
blackmailing.  Well,  I  am  prepared  to 
accept  any  Amendment  which  would 
lessen  the  chance  of  that.  But  unless 
the  punishment  of  flogging  is  inflicted  for 
outrages  upon  women  and  small  children, 
I  say  the  sooner  you  sweep  away  corporal 
punishment  altogether  the  better. 
These  crimes  are  usually  committed  by 
tramps,  and  how  does  your  present  law 
operate  1  A  woman,  rich  or  poor,  while 
out  on  a  lawful  errand  is  knocked  down 
by  a  tramp  and  robbed  of  her  purse  and 
basket.  The  law  says  her  assailant  may 
be  flogged.  But  if,  instead  of  stealing 
her  purse  or  basket,  he  takes  what  is 
more  valuable  to  her  than  life  itself,  the 
law  says  you  shall  not  flog  him.  I  say 
it  is  absolutely  horrible  that  such  a  dis- 
tinction should  be  drawn.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers are  so  averse  to  corporal  punishment, 
why  have  they  not  brought  in  a  Bill  to 
abolish  it  1 

xMr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  R):  We 
abolished  it  in  the  Army  and  Navy. 

*  May  8th,  1889.  See  The  Parliamentary 
Debates  [Third  Series],  Vol.  cccxxxv.,  page 
1459. 
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immediately    committed     precisely    the 
same  offence.     I  was  instructed  to  defend 
the  man  at  the  second  trial,  and  when  I 
Waited  him  in  his  cell  I  found  that  his  one 
object  was,  not  to  avoid  another  flogging, 
but  to  be  saved  from  being  sent  to  penal 
servitude.     The  jury  declined  to  convict 
him  of  the  serious  offence  of  robbery  with 
violence,  and  merely  found  him  guilty  of 
stealing  the  money.     It  is  strange  that  if 
this  form    of    punishment   is  so   highly 
beneficial    it    is    not    adopted   in   other 
countries ;  but  there  is  scarcely  a  country 
in  Europe  where  flogging  is  allowed — I 
am    not  referring  to  prison  discipline — 
I  believe  it  is  not  allowed  in  America,  and 
our  colonies  have  never  taken  to  it.     If 
anything  has  ]>een  proved  to  be  a  delusion 
it  is  the  statement    that  garroting  was 
put  an  end  to    by    the    Act    of   1863. 
Lord  Aberdare,  who  was  Under  Secretary 
at   the   time   that  Act  was   passed,  said 
himself   that   the   results    attributed    to 
the    passing    of    the   Act   had,   in   fact, 
been     realised    before     it     was    passed. 
In   a  speech   made  by   Lord  Herschell, 
when  he  was  a  Member  of  this  House,  he 
said  it   was   the   prevalent  opinion   that 
the   punishment  of   flogging  acted  as  a 
great  deterrent  in  cases  of  crime  with 
violence,    and    that    it    had    put   down 
garroting.    But  if  anyone  would  examine 
the  Returns  which  had  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  it  would  be  seen  very 
clearly  that  garroting  was  practically  put 
down  before  the  Act  was  passed.     In  fact 
the  statement  that   the  Act  was  instru- 
mental in  suppressing  it  has  been  shown 
over  and  over  again  to  have  no  founda- 
tion in  fact.     In  1885  the  House  declined 


man  of  the  two.  It  is  not  oolf 
the  most  unequal  fom  of  panishmantybia 
it  is  also  the  most  uncertain.  Look  it 
the  Returns  which  have  been  moved  for 
from  time  to  time.  There  is  noihiiig 
more  prejudicial,  nothing  which  is  so  in- 
jurious to  the  interests  of  justioe,  thin 
that  there  should  be  great  inequality  in 
sentences  passed  by  judges  for  the  nne 
offence.  Returns  show  that  from  1883- 
1899  Mr.  Justice  Day  ordered  prisonm 
to  receive  4,061  strokes  with  the  aL 
The  Judge  who  came  next  is  Mr.  Juitiei 
Grantham,  who  has  ordered  740  IssIml 
Only  about  seven  or  eight  judges  hive 
ever  ordered  the  lash,  and  Mr.  Jartieft 
Day  has  ordered  more  than  twice  as  mm 
as  all  the  other  judges  put  together,  h 
comes  to  this  :  that  if  a  prisoner  is  tried 
the  fact  whether  he  is  to  be  flogged 
depends  not  upon  the  gravity  dim 
offence,  not  upon  the  amount  of  brutsli^ 
he  has  used  in  order  to  carry  out  his  evfl 
intentions,  but  upon  the  mere  chance  of 
which  judge  happens  to  try  hinou  If  he 
is  tried  heiore  Mr.  Justice  Day  it  is  pe^ 
fectly  certain  he  will  be  flogged,  beGMie 
Mr.  Justice  Day  thinks  flcffging^  the 
right  form  of  punishment.  But  if  he 
is  tried  before  the  Lord  Chirf 
Justice,  or  Mr.  Justice  Mathew, 
or  Mr.  Justice  Wright,  he  is  equally 
certain  that  he  will  never  have  a  sinj^ 
stroke,  because  they  have  never  ordered 
one.  And  if  he  had  happened  to  be 
brought  before  Mr.  Justice  Hawkins  slao^ 
he  would  never  have  got  the  lash,  for  that 
judge  before  he  left  the  Bench,  when 
asked  why  he  never  ordered  a  flogging 
replied,  **  If  you  flog  a  man  you  mun  t 


to  sanction  this  cruel  and  degrading  form  i  perfect  deWl  of  him."     Thus  it  is  a  pure 


of  punishment,  even  in  reference  to 
offences  against  women  and  children. 
There  was  a  long  delmte  upon  it  in  that 
year,*  in  the  course  of  which  Sir  Henry 
James,  Sir  Edward  Clarke,  Sir  Farrer 
Herschell,  Sir  Horace  Davey,  and  Sir 
Thomas  Chambers  all  protested  against 
this  form  of  punishment.  Now,  I  have 
one   or  two  observations  to  make  with 


matter  of  chance  whether  a  man  is  flogged 
or  not.  You  may  pass  this  Bill,  you  may 
authorise  judges  to  order  flogging  in  ifl 
these  cases,  but  even  then  it  will  depend 
upon  the  personal  opinion  of  the  judge 
whether  or  not  he  will  do  so.  In  order  to 
make  flogging  deterrent  you  oueht  to  go 
a  step  further,  and  say  that  in  tne  eTent 
of  a  man    being    convicted    of    cerUin 


regard  to  the  punishment  itself.     In  the  I  offences  the  judge  shall  be  bound  to  order 


flrst  place,  it  is  the  most  unequal  form  of  * 
punishment  that  one  can  possibly  con- 
ceive. Take  the  case  of  two  men  flogged. 
Probably  the  one  who  feels  the 
punishment     the     least     is     the     worse 


*  See  debate  in  Committee  on  the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Bill,  3l8t  Jul>r,  1885.  (The 
Parliamentary  Debates  [Thinl  Series],  Vol.  ccc, 
page  722.) 

Mi\  Lloyd  Morgan. 


him  to  be  flogged.  You  must^  in  U/X 
treat  these  offences  on  the  same  principle 
that  you  treat  murder.  In  the  event  of 
conviction  you  must  allow  no  option  to 
inflict  anything  but  the  one  penalty.  And, 
as  showing  the  danger  of  laying  down  a 
hard-and-fast  rule,  I  would  point  out  that 
in  regard  to  some  of  these  offences  yon 
are  dealing  with  professional  criminally. 


561        Corporal  Punishment        {28  March  1900} 

who  deliberately  plan  a  crime,  while  in 
others  you  have  men  who  act  upon  the 
impulse  of  sudden  passion.  I  see  that 
under  the  Bill  the  attendance  of  the 
prison  doctor  and  the  governor  of   the 

Srison  is  required  during  the  time  of 
edging.  What  does  that  mean  t  It  is 
«n  unnecessary  clause,  because  the  Home 
Office  regulations  provide  for  every  safe- 
guard of  the  kind.  But  by  putting  it  in 
the  Bill  the  promoters  throw  some  light 
•<m  what  flogging  means.  It  means  that 
a  man  may  be  flogged  practically  within 
•n  inch  of  his  life.  I  do  not  believe  in 
this  form  of  punishment,  and  I  shall  do 
all  I  can  to  prevent  its  adoption.  In 
penal  servitude  there  is  a  chance  of  re- 
elaiming  a  man  by  treating  him  with 
kindness  and  humanity,  but  by  flogging 
a  man  is  reduced  to  the  level  of  a  brute. 
I  beg  to  move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 
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♦Mr.  H.  D.  GREENE  (Shrewsbury) :  I 
deaire  to  raise  my  voice  as  far  as  I  can  in 
oiqpoeition  to  a  measure  which  I  believe 
v^  in  many  respects,  extremely  retrograde 
and  most  distasteful  to  the  public  at  large. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  introdumi 
the  Bill  based  his  support  upon  his 
experience  in  the  administration  of  the 
law.  I  venture  to  suggest  that  I  may 
daim  to  base  my  opposition  upon  experi- 
ence in  legal  practice  extending  over  thirty 
C\n.  I  should  not  like  it  to  be  supposed 
<me  moment  that  I  have  any  sympathy 
with  the  criminals  who  commit  these 
crimes,  although  I  totally  differ  from  the 
right  hon.  (rentleman  as  to  what  should 
be  the  treatment  meted  out  to  them.  I 
do  not  want  it  to  go  forth  that  this  Bill 
is  entirely  support^  by  Members  on  this 
■ide  of  the  House.      I   should  like  the 

Siblic  to  know  that  we  are  at  least 
vided  upon  it.  It  has  too  often 
happened  in  the  past  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  have  had  to  rectify  the 
tendency  sometimes  exhibited  on  this  side 
ol  the  House  to  permit  punishments  of  too 
great  severity.  I  listened  with  surprise  to 
the  manner  in  which  this  Bill  was  intro- 
duced. I  should  have  expected,  seeing  that 
it  passed  a  Second  Heading  in  1889,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  given 
some  reasons  why  no  Gk)vernment  or  no 
individual  has  since  thought  fit  to  re- 
introduce it.  I 

Mr.  WHARTON:  It  has  been  re- 
introduced twice,  if  not  three  times  since 
then,  but  fortunes  of  the  ballot  prevented 
our  proceeding  with  it.  I 


"^Mr.  H.  D.  GREENE:  I  accept  that 
statement ;  but  even  then,  surely  if 
opinion  was  so  strongly  in  favour  of 
it  pressure  from  inside  or  outside  this 
House  might  have  induced  the  Govern- 
I  ment  to  give  its  attention  to  the  subject. 
[  No  statistics  whatever  have  been  quoted 
to  justify  the  alteration  of  the  law  in  the 
direction  proposed  by  this  Bill.  I  must 
say,  too,  that  when  I  turn  to  the  Bill 
itself  I  am  startled  to  see  there  is  abso- 
lutely no  principle  laid  down  in  the  classi- 
fication of  the  offences  to  which  this  Bill 
is  to  apply.  No  explanation  has  been 
given  why  Scotland  is  excluded  from  its 
operation.  The  unfortunate  Paddy  in 
Dublin  and  the  unfortunate  wretch  in 
Whitechapel  may  be  whipped,  but  the 
man  in  Scotland  is  to  go  free  ?  What  is 
the  reason  ?  Because  the  Scotch  will  not 
tolerate  a  law  of  this  kind.  In  an  Act 
passed  in  1862,  to  amend  the  law  with  re- 
gard to  the  whipping  of  juvenile  oflenders, 
a  clause  was  introduced  providing  that 
no  one  should  be  whipped  in  Scotland  for 
offences  against  person  or  property,  and 
the  Scotch  have  enjoyed  a  complete  immu- 
nity from  whipping  ever  since.  Can  anyone 
contend  that  there  has  been  an  increase  of 
crime  in  Scotland  because  of  that  provision  ^ 
I  think  my  right  hon.  friend  fairly 
deserves  the  criticism  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Carmarthenshire,  that 
nothing  has  been  adduced  by  him  to  justify 
the  change  which  he  proposes.  The  Bill 
introduces  an  entirely  new  principle  in 
criminal  law.  In  at  least  three  instances 
the  "opinion  of  the  Court "  is  to  be  taken 
in  substitution  for  what  should  be  the  find- 
ing of  the  jury.  For  instance,  the  ques 
tion  whether  a  prisoner  is  or  is  not  to  be 
whipped — according  to  the  age  limit — 
depends,  not  upon  whether  he  is  proved 
to  be  under  the  age  of  sixteen,  but 
whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court,  he 
is  under  that  age,  and  thus  a  boy  who  is 
under  sixteen,  and  looks  older,  would  run 
great  risk  of  being  whipped  on  the  greater 
scale,  while  one  who  is  over  sixteen  and 
looks  younger  would  have  a  chance  of 
escaping  with  the  lesser  punishment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  nas  told  us  he 
is  willing  to  accept  Amendments.  I  say 
he  ought  not  to  have  brought  forward  a 
Bill  which  is  so  full  of  errors  and  so  un- 
acceptable, and  then  ask  the  House  to 
put  it  in  proper  form.  Again,  there 
appears  in  the  Bill  to  be  no  principle 
underljnng  the  different  offences  to  be 
punished  in  this  way.     If  you  examine 
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it  is  badly  drawn,  and  if  it  is  to 
B  than  a  consolidating  Bill  it  ought 
with  a  great  .mayiy  otheur  ofifences. 
blackmailing,  arson,  the  offence  of 
eating  or  violent  assault  to  be 
I  ?  I  can  see  no  reason  why  these 
J  are  not  included,  and  I  have 
Lone  suggested.  I  think  of  all  the 
terrible  offences  blackmailing  is 
y  the  worst,  and  that  is  left  out 
ler.  I  respectfully  say  that  if 
1  is  looked  carefully  into  it  will  be 
bo  be  a  measure  which  on  that 
alone  should  be  rejected.  But 
all  this  I  say  that  Bill  is  a  retro- 
leasure  altogether.  If  we  look  a 
ore  closely  into  the  history  of  cor- 
inishment  than  my  hon.  friend  the 
r  for  West  Carmarthenshire  asked 
ihall  see  that  the  whole  tendency  of 
Lent  since  the  present  reign  corn- 
has  been  toabolish  the  severestand 
jate  the  lesser  forms  of  punishment 
lave  been  inflicted.  If  you  want 
rhat  happened  at  the  introduction 
Majesty's  reign,  look  at  what  she 
en  she  closed  the  first  session  of 
it  Parliament  in  1837.  You  will 
he  most  touching  allusion  she 
to  her  joy  at  the  fact  that 
punishment  for  several  kinds  of 
\  had  been  abolished,  and  from 
Qe  forward  we  have  been  gradually 
rid  of  barbarous  sentences, 
[er  Majesty  came  to  the  Throne 
Y  four  occasions  has  the  punish- 
of  whipping  boen  .applied  by 
[ouse  to  any  offences.  The 
Bcasion  was  the  Oxford  Act, 
in  1841  or  1842,  to  punish 
whipping  persons  who  struck 
alarmed  the  Queen  herself. 
►r  five  years  afterwards  another 
s  passed  to  enable  persons  to  be 
d  who  destroyed  works  of  art 
eums.  In  1847  this  punishment 
plied  to  blackmailers ;  and  in  1863 
le  Bill  which  was  to  punish  persons 
crime  of  garroting.  What  was 
lit  of  all  this  ?  Out  of  those  four 
Bs  two  were  repealed  in  1861, 
lie  criminal  law  was  consolidated. 
Acts  against  blackmailing  and  the 
tion  of  works  of  art  in  museums 
ly  been  in  force  for  twelve  years, 
>hey  were  found  not  to  besatis- 
.  Thp  Criminal  fjaw  Commis- 
in  1843  said  they  did  not  recom- 
le  extension  or  continuance  of  the 
aent  of  whipping,  and  in   1861, 


when  the  great  consolidation  of  the 
criminal  law  took  place,  jiumbers  of 
those  Acts  which  had  been  passed  in 
earlier  centuries  and  those  which  had 
been  passed  in  Her  Majesty's  reign 
were  also  swept  away,  and  there  re- 
main now  only  two  Acts  on  the  Statute 
Book,  which  have  been  passed  in  the 
reign  of  Her  Majesty,  in  which  flogging 
of  adults  may  be  administered,  and 
those  two  are  the  cases  of  striking  at 
or  alarming  Her  Majesty,  and  the  other 
one  assaulting  with  intent  to  rob  or 
choking,  which  were  covered  by  the  Act 
of  1863.  Those  punishments  having  been 
repealed,  we  heard  but  little  more  of  the 
question  until  1879  and  1880,  when  the 
policy  of  flogging  in  the  Army  as  a 
punishment  was  stopped.  In  the  year 
1880  there  was  a  General  Election,  and  I 
can  well  recall  that  at  that  time  several 
candidates  who  wished  to  sit  on  our  side  of 
the  House  were  rejected  on  the  ground  of 
their  defence  of  corporal  punishment.  I 
think  that  no  less  than  three  very  distin- 
guished persons  I  could  name  also  met 
with  very  great  hostility  in  consequence 
of  their  views  on  this  subject.  In  1881 
it  was  completely  done  away  with,  and  in 
1882  the  Home  Secretary  for  the  time 
being — the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Monmouthshire — was 
asked  on  two  occasions  whether  he  would 
not  extend  flogging  to  cases  of  indecent 
assault,  and  he  said  most  distinctly  no, 
and  he  would  not  listen  to  it.  When  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill  was 
brought  forward  in  1885  the  Government 
on  this  side  of  the  House  did  not  venture 
to  put  in  any  clause  whereby  whipping 
should  be  administered  to  adults.  The 
rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Wolverhampton  did  introduce  an  Amend- 
ment to  apply  it  in  the  case  of  rape,  but 
he  did  not  suggest  that  it  should  be 
applied  in  minor  offences  upon  women 
and  children.  No  Government  suggested 
any  general  extension  of  whipping 
after  it  was  abolished  in  1861.  In 
1889  this  Bill  got  its  Second  Reading, 
and  here  we  have  it  again  un- 
earthed and  dug  up  by  several  of  my  hon. 
friends,  with  no  better  grounds  to  support 
it  than  have  just  been  heard  in  the  open- 
ing speech  of  the  hon.  Member.  The 
statistics  do  not  show  that  there  is  any 
necessity  for  this  measure.  A  Return  has 
recently  come  -from  Liverpool,  where  the 
Chief  Constable  has  stated  that  there  has 
been  an  enormous  falling  off  in  crimes  of 
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violence,  and  I  think  I  am  right  in  saying  ' 
that  the  diminution  of  the  coat  of  admini- 
stering justice  there  will  amount  to  some- 
thing   like    £6,000    a    year.      There  is 
a  divided  opinion  on  this  matter,  and  I 
contend  that  where  there  is  such  a  divi- 
sioti  of   opinion  upon  such  a  momentous 
question  the  opinion  of  those  against  should 
bo  accepted  rather  than  those  for.     The 
present  and  two  last  Lord  Chief  Justices  all 
pn)nounced  against  this  punishment  being 
extended  to  cases  of  indecent  assault,  and 
this  view  has  been  taken  by  the  highest 
criminal  judges   in   the   land.     I  do  not 
intenil   to  say   more   upon   this   beyond 
pointing  out  that  if  you  have  judges  who 
will   flog  and   some   who   will   not,    the 
result  will   be  that   you  will  have  some 
juries  who    will   vote  for    flogging  and 
some  who  will  not.     Where  a  court  has 
this    arbitrary     power,    and    it    is  .left 
to   the    jury  to    decide  whether  or  not 
they    will    convict,  there     are     numbers 
of    jurymen    who,    taking  strong    views 
like  my  hon.  friend  who  has  moved  this  I 
resolution,    would   give  no  verdict  at  all, 
or   wouhl    even   compromise    their  con- 
sciences rather  than  bring  in  a  verdict  of 
guilty.      This  is  an  irrevocable   punish- 
ment, and  so  of  course  is  capital  punish- 
ment, but   that  is  no   reason   for  saying 
that  you  are  to  support  a  fresh  irrevo- 
cable punishment.  It  is  an  indelible  degra- 
dation, and  for  which   no  compensation 
is  p()ssil)le.     We  are  told  that  one  great 
advanuige   is  that  it  is  speedily  carried 
out,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does 
not  like   to    have   any  delay    over   the 
nuitter.     Unless  there  is  a  great  demand 
iiiv  such  a  punishment  we  certainly  ought 
not  lightly  to  allow  it  quickly  to  be  im- 
jK>Hwl.    \\  hat  demand  does  the  right  hon. 
iStnitlenian  suggest  there  is]     A  Return 
has    been   given    showinsj  that    between 
181)4  and  1898   grand  juries  in  different 
jNirts  of  the  country  made  representations 
Ml  favour  of  the  power  to  whip.      You 
will  tinil    they  are    thirteen  in  number. 
Hut   do   they    come   from   all  over    the 
(iountry  I     They  do  not.     I  am  speaking 
from  rei'ollection,   but  I  think   three   of 
them  come  fn)m  Durham,  and  in  another 
county   they  have  come  twice,  and  in  a 
third     county     twice.        But     still,     if 
fnujuent,     these     representations      only 
comt)    from    a    few    places.       I    do   not 
know    whether    the     right    hon.     Gen- 
tleman  has   taken   any   part   in  making 
these    represeti tuitions     to    the     learned 
judge,  or  whether  they  come  from  any 

Mr.  H.  IK  Greene. 


person  of  distiaotion  there  who  may  have, 
from  the  pulpit  or  elsewhere,  advocated 
such  a  course,  but  these  repreaentatJoni 
comelhree  times  from  Durham.     I  think 
if  there  was  a  genuine  demand  for  this 
measure  we  should  have    had  it  repre- 
sented   by  the  judges  in  their  genenl 
council,  by    grand    juries  in    numeraw 
places,   by   magistrates*   meetings,  socie- 
ties,   and     charitable     individuals^    bat 
we  have    had   no   such    demand.     \ye 
have    had    a   demand  by    three    chair- 
men of  quarter  sessions  who  are  associa- 
ted with  this  Bill,  and  I  do  suggest  that 
it  is  a  very  unfortunate   thing  to  ban 
legislation  on  no  better  demand  for  it 
than  has  been  suggested.     I  have  a  deep 
personal  conviction  that  this  Bill  would 
be  contrary  to  the  policy  which  seems  to 
actuate  us  in  all  other  matters  of  legislir 
tion.      We  have  during  this  reign  pro- 
tected animals  from  cruelty,  and  we  have 
protected    children   from   cruelty.      We 
have  been   more  merciful  in    the  treat- 
ment meted  out  to  our  prisoners,  uid  I 
cannot  speak  too  highly  of  the  readineaa 
with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  has    met    the    amieala 
made  to  him  for  legislation  in  this  direo- 
tion.     I  shall  listen  with  very  great  in- 
terest to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  to  say  now^  as  to  the  success  of  the 
partial  abolition  of  flogging  in  prisons  in 
1898.     Last  year  no  less  than  five  timet 
the  Home  Secretary  prevented  prisonen 
undergoing  sentences  of  tiogsing  passed 
upon  them  judicially ;  and  I^o  not  thmk 
the    right  hon.   Gentleman  is  likely  ta 
allow  tins  kind  of  thing  to  take  place  too 
freely,  jadging  from  the  way  he  has  acted 
in  revising  sentences.  I  feel  that  it  woald 
be  a  terrible  blot   upon   our    legislative 
escutcheon  if,  at  the  close  of  the  centuiv, 
and  almost  at  the  close  of  Her  Majesty** 
reign,  we  should  pass  this  kind  of  retro- 
grade legislation.     Let  us  wait  for  a  few 
more  years  until  a  stronger  case  for  such  a 
measure  is  presented  to  the  House.     Snch 
a  Bill  as  this  inevitably  tends  to  a  verv 
great  deal  of  hostility,  and  I  hope  it  will 
be  a  long  time  before  this  House  gives 
a  Second    Reading  to   such  a  measure. 
I  most  cordially  second  the  Amendment 

Amendment  proposed — 

'•To  leave  out  the  word  'now,' and  at  the 
end  of  the  Quention  to  add  the  words '  apon 
thiH  day  six  moqiths.'  "-^Jlr.  Lloyd  Motyan,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
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Ck)LONKL  KENYON-SLANEY  (Shrop- 
shire,  Newport)  :  What  has  struck  me  on 
this  occasion  has  been  the  interest  shown 
by  the  lesal  profession  in  the  maintenance 
of  the  cnminal  classes.      They  seem  to 
consider  them  in  the  same  light  as  an 
>¥er-aealoiis  gamekeeper  who  wishes  to 
keep  up  a  large  stock  of  ^ame  for  future 
iport  ;  that  is  the  underfying  tenderness 
towards    the    interesting    criminal    dis- 
posed in  the  speeches  of  my  legal  friends. 
Fhat  is  a  point  of  view  with  which  the 
mere  layman  is  rather  out  of  S3niipathy. 
Ajiything  affecting  the  comfort    or  the 
Feelings  of  the  criminal  is  a  matter  of 
extraordinary  importance  to  these  legal 
Members,     it  does  not  seem  to  occur  to 
them  to  approach  the  matter  from  the 
point  of  \new  of  consideration  for  those 
who    suffer    from     the    action    of    the 
criminals.      Members  who  take  that  view 
are  anxious  to  do  ^mething  to  make  cer- 
tain classes  of  crime  less  frequent,  but  I 
have   listened  in    vain  to  lawyer  after 
lawyer  for  any  sympathy  whatever  with 
the  aggrieved  class  of  the  community.    It 
18  the  criminal  who  is  to  be  treated  with 
the  utmost  leniency,  and  the  greatest  care 
must  be  taken  not  to  oppose  the  measure 
lest  it  should  prevent  his  possible  recall 
from  criminality  into  the  paths  of  virtue 
he      has     temporarily     strayed     from. 
Probably      few       Members      of       this 
House      have      seen      or      had      any- 
thing to   do   with   the  infliction   of    the 
terrible  punishment  of    flogging,   unless 
they  have  done  so  in  the  capacity  of  a 
military  officer  or   as  a  prison   visitor. 
Those  who  have  seen  it  as  I  have  look  back 
^th  horror  at  the  recollection,  and   no 
one  could  approach    the  question   in  a 
more  serious  spirit  than  we  do.     Never- 
theless, feeling  that  so  strongly,  I  still 
assert  that  there  are  cases  in  which  that 
punishment  is   not  only  justifiable,  but 
even  wise  and  proper  in  the  interests  of 
the    community    generally.     I    consider 
that  my  testimony  is  worth  more  than 
that  of  a  mere  outsider.      I  speak  with 
no   desire   to   undervalue   or  understate 
what  the  punishment  means  to  those  who 
suffer  it.     I  deprecate  entirely  any  asser- 
tion  that  those    who   support    flogging 
think  lightlv  of  it,  or  in  a  foolish  sense 
desire  lightly  to  reimpose  it.     Those  of 
us  who  are  not  lawyers  recognise  that 
there  are  certain  crimes  to  which  it  ought 
to  be  applied,  because  as  far  as  we  know 
it  is  the  only  punishment  likely  to  act  as 
a  deterrent  of  those  particular  crimes.     I 


deprecate  any  attempt  to  argue  from  the 
abolition  of  flogging  in  the  Army  that 
flogging  is  not  a  deterrent.     The  whole 
conmtions  in  the  Army,  the  treatment 
of  the  men,  and  the  current  of  public 
opinion,  combined  to  bring  about  the  aboli- 
tion of  flogging.  The  Member  for  Shrews- 
bury spoke  in  what,  I  think,  was  rather 
a  whole-cheeked  fashion  of  the  value  of  the 
opinion  of  chairmen   of  quarter  sessions. 
Taking  one  man  with  another,  on  most 
matters    of    ordinary    common   sense,   I 
should  prefer  the  opinion  of  a  Chairman 
of  Quarter  Sessions  to  the  opinion  of  a 
lawyer  of  equivalent  rank.     In  the  same 
way  a  soldier  would  prefer  the  opinion  of 
a  soldier  to  that  of  a  naval  man  of  equal 
rank.     It  has  been  too  much  left  out  of 
sight    that    Chairmen    of    Quarter   Ses- 
sions have  been  very  decided  in  their 
opinions  on  this  subject,  and  have  made 
presentations  upon  it,  and  otherwise  ex- 
hibited their  sympathy  with  this  Bill  in 
every  way  in  their  power.     And   they 
represent,     infinitely     better     than    the 
itinerant  lawyer  travelling  from  place  to 
place  in  the  exercise  of  his  avocation,  the 
real   opinion  of  the   localities   they  are 
dealing    with,    and   have    a    far    better 
knowledge     of     the     social     conditions 
of    the    neighbourhoods.      They    under- 
stand    how     far    the    class     of     crime 
most    prevalent  in    their    districts    can 
be  repressed  by  a  particular  punishment. 
I  respect  the  evident  earnestness  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  rejection 
of  this  Bill,  and  I  sympathise  with  the 
view  that  we  ought  to  be  assured  that 
this  punishment  will  only  be  inflicted  for 
the   purpose   of  correcting  an  abuse  so 
great  that  it  cannot  be  dealt  with  in  any 
other  way.     The  evidence  which  I  have 
seems  to  me   to   show  that  there    are 
certain  crimes  to  which  this  punishment 
ought  to  be  applied,  and  could  be  applied 
I  with  better  effect  than  any  other  punish- 
I  ment  we  could  devise.     It  is  argued  that, 
i  taking  the  country  generally,  there  is  a 
I  decrease  of  these  crimes.  While  a  general 
I  statement  of  that  kind  may  be  true,  there 
I  may  be  localities  where  these  crimes  are 
I  on  the  increase,  and  if  there  are  localities 
i  where  we    could    put    our    foot    on    a 
:  most    accursed   crime,  the  House  ought 
i  to    hesitate  before    it    refuses  to   grant 
,  the    application     of    a    punishment    for 
the      purpose      of     stamping     it     out. 
I  noticed  a  letter  in  this  morning's  Times^ 
I  signed    "Your    Law    Reporter,"    which 
]  bears  very  directly  on  this  issue.     I  find 
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that  these  outrages  are  very  serious  in 
their  number  in  the  Midland  counties,  I 
regret  to  say,  and  Staffordshire  has  an 
unenviable  notoriety  in  this  respect.  The 
calendar  for  December,  1898,  contained 
the  names  of  thirty-nine  prisoners,  and  of 
these  no  fewer  than  seventeen  were 
charged  -»vith  offences  against  women  and 
children.  We  have  heard  some  very  dis- 
paraging remarks  with  regard  to  certain 
judges  from  quarters  from  which  they 
ought  not  to  have  proceeded. 

Mr.  LLOYD  MORGAN:  I  pro- 
test  

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY  :  I  was 
not  referring  to  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  You  ought  to  specify  ;  you  are 
making  a  very  serious  charge. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY:  I  de- 
cline to  accept  any  ruling  as  to  procedure 
from  the  hon.  Member.  I  am  sorry  that 
certain  reflections  have  been  made  on 
the  judges.  We  ought  to  accept  their 
opinions  as  valuable  on  this  question  at 
any  rate,  and  therefore  in  corroboration 
of  what  I  have  said  I  will  quote  the 
views  of  one  judge.  In  his  charge  to  the 
grand  jury  at  Stafford  in  1898,  Mr. 
Justice  Ridley,  after  remarking  that  he 
had  visited  several  counties  in  which  he 
found  that  crimes  against  women  and  chil- 
dren were  more  numerous  than  any  other 
class  of  crime,  said  flogging  was  a  brutal 
and  degrading  punishment,  and  ought  to 
be  reserved  solely  for  those  who  were 
brutal  and  degraded.  Now,  let  there  be 
no  mistake  as  to  this.  I  and  others  who 
support  this  Bill  only  wish  this  punish- 
ment to  fall  on  those  who  are  of  brutal 
and  degraded  type,  and  who  commit  these 
brutal  and  degrading  crimes.  Put  in 
what  safeguards  you  will,  but  bear  in 
mind  that  the  crime  to  which  we  wish  to 
apply  this  punishment  is  one  which  means 
the  destruction  of  the  life  and  honour  of 
some  poor  woman  or  some  poor  child. 
My  bon.  and  learned  friend  expressed  a 
conviction  that  this  punishment  should 
not  be  inflicted  in  the  case  of  a  first 
offence,  but  I  say  that  if  the  offence  is  one 
against  the  virtue  of  a  woman  or  child, 
the  offender  should  not  be  allowed  to 
escape  the  lash.  I  object  to  this  mealy- 
mouthedness,  this  desire  to  shield  the 
criminal    at   the   expense    of    the    com- 
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munity  and  of  the  innocent  sufierer. 
The  general  point  I  wish  to  ur^  is  tint 
these  crimes  prevail,  and  are  mcretang 
in  certain  localities. 

Mr.  LLOYD  MORGAN :  Does  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  mean  that  then 
is  an  increase  at  a  particular  time,  or  an 
increase  spread  over  a  number  of  yeuvT 
I  admit  that  in  some  places  there  is  an 
increase  at  a  particular  time,  but  joa 
i  must  spread  it  over  a  number  of  years. 


Colonkl  KENYON-SLANEY  :  I  am 
not  anxious  to  dispute  minor  points ;  I 
only  want  to  secure  adhesion  to  the 
principle  that,  if  there  is  an  increase  of  a 
particular  kind  of  crime  which  cannot  be 
repressed  by  the  action  of  the  ordinirr 
law,  then  it  is  not  unreasonable  on  our 
part  to  seek  to  impose  a  punishment 
which  we  believe  would  check  it.  You 
must  treat  it  as  an  epidemic  ;  joa 
must  act  on  the  same  principle  as  we  do 
when  there  is  an  outbreak  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  this  coimtry ;  when 
such  an  epidemic  prevails  we  insist  on  the 
wholesale  destruction  of  suspected  ammak, 
and  when  the  country  is  free  from  the 
disease  wo  do  nothing  of  the  kind.  In 
the  same  way  with  this  particular  class  of 
crime.  If  our  ordinary  punishments  have 
not  the  effect  of  stopping  it,  then  it  is  only 
reasonable  to  look  for  some  form  of 
punishment  which  will  have  that  effect 
We  do  not  advocate  flogging  because  we 
like  that  form  of  punishment,  but  we  do 
take  exception  to  the  statement  that 
flogging  is  not  a  deterrent.  Wliat  are 
men  but  grown-up  boys,  and  does  not 
boyhood's  experience  teach  us  that  it  was 
the  chance  of  getting  a  flogging  which  pre- 
vented us  committing  many  peccadilloes  t 
I  repeat  that  suflicient  weight  is  not  given 
in  this  House  to  the  opinions  of  our  grand 
juries.  There  could  be  no  body  of  men 
more  anxious  to  improve  the  social  con- 
dition of  the  districts  in  which  they  live ; 
they  are  in  touch  with  the  feelings  of  all 
classes;  they  know  the  horror  and  in- 
security of  feeling  which  the  prevalence 
of  such  crimes  causes  in  the  minds  of  tbe 
working  classes ;  they  are  aware  of  the 
desire  to  have  these  criminals  more 
firmly  dealt  with,  and  when  they  make 
their  presentments  it  is  not  right  that 
hon.  Members  should  pooh-pooh  them.  I 
hope  that  this  Bill  will  be  read  a  second 
time.  We  honestly  believe  there  is  an 
immediate  need  for  legislation   such  as 
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this.  Crimes  like  these  are  apt  to  in- 
ereasQ  when  men  ieel  that  Uie  punishment 
to  be  risked  is  not  so  severe  as  to  make 
the  risk  not  worth  running.  It  is 
dangerous  to  allow  such  a  feeling  to  grow, 
and  I  believe  that  the  passing  of  this  Bill 
would  produce  a  rapid  diminution  of  a 
crime  which  at  the  present  moment  con- 
stitutes the  biggest  stain  on  our  national 
character.  Sentimentalism  is  misplaced 
in  these  matters,  and  we  must  do  our 
best  to  stamp  out  an  admitted  evil  by  the 
assertion  of  that  which  is  right. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeenshire, 
W.)  :  I  regard  the  Bill  as  unnecessanr  and 
retrograde.  I  came  down  to  the  House 
with  an  open  mind  on  the  subject.  I 
have  heard  the  debate,  and  my  mind  has 
closed  with  a  snap  against  the  proposal, 
for  the  paucity  of  the  arguments  which 
have  been  advanced  proves  conclusively 
that  no  case  whatever  can  be  made  out 
for  this  addition  to  the  law.  The  evolu- 
tion of  civilisation  should  carry  on 
onwards  and  upwards,  but  this  is  an 
attempt  to  put  back  the  clock.  The 
speech  of  the  mover  was  apologetic  ;  he 
offered  to  change  anything  in  the  Bill  we 
may  not  like,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Carmarthen  quite  knocked  the 
bottom  out  of  the  case  for  the  Bill.  It 
has  been  my  misfortune  to  witness  many 
Hoggings  when  that  form  of  punishment 
prevailed  in  the  Army,  and  I  am  con- 
vinced that  if  hon.  Members  could  be 
taken  to  a  barracks  square  to  witness  one 
administration  of  this  punishment 
we  should  hear  nothing  further  of 
flogging  in  the  Army  or  elsewhere. 
Am^  while  I  am  opposed  to  public  flog- 
gings I  am  still  more  opposed  to  private 
ones.  What  cotUd  be  more  terrible  than 
for  a  man  to  be  led  out  on  a  cold  winter 
morning  to  be  hanged  or  flogged  in  the 
presence  of  the  warders  and  gaoler,  with 
no  one  even  to  whom  he  can  display  his 
bravado  1  The  Bill  requires  that  a  doctor 
shall  be  present  at  the  flogging.  I  re- 
member witnessing  one  flogging.  The 
criminal  was  duly  tied  up  and  then  there 
came  the  dreadful  swish  of  the  lash,  the 
noise  of  which  was  partially  drowned  by 
the  muffled  roll  of  the  drums,  a  device  to 
prevent  the  possible  screams  of  the  un- 
fortunate victim  being  heard.  But  I  am 
bound  to  say  I  never  heard  a  single  sound 
proceed  from  the  man's  lips.  Terrible  as 
was  the  punishment  for  him,  I  think  it 


was  still  more  terrible  for  me  on  whom 
rested  the  responsibility  of  watching  it. 
After   twenty-five    lashes  had  been  ad- 
ministered the  man's  wrists  were  untied^ 
and  I  had  to  decide  whether  any  perma- 
I  nent  damage  would  be  done  to  his  con- 
stitution if  the  flogging  were  continued. 
,  How  could  I  or  any  medical  man  say  at 
i  such  a  time  what  would  be  the  ultimate 
I  effect  of  the  shock  to  the  system  ?    I  say 
;  it  was  an  invidious  and  detestable  duty  to 
i  impose  on  any  man,  and  it  is  in  order  to 
'  save  my  medical  brethren  from  having  it 
]  placed  upon   them  by   this   Bill  that  I 
I  oppose    the    further     progress     of    this 
I  measure.    And  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
I  that  this  Bill  applies  to  a  class  of  case  in 
which  not  infrequently  hysterical  women 
!  bring    an    atrocious    charge     against    a 
I  medical  man  and  subsequently  withdraw 
it.     We  had  a  case  only  the  other  day. 
!  Suppose  the  doctor  implicated  in  it  had 
been  condemned  and  had  received  twenty- 
j  five  lashes,  he  would  have  been  ruined 
'  morally  and  physically,  and  only  too  late 
i  would  it  have  been  discovered  that  the 
i  charge  was  a  trumped  up  one. 

i      Mr.  WHARTON  :  That  sort  of  case  is 
especially  excluded  from  this  Bill.     Two 
j  men   must  be  associated    in    the   crime. 
'  before  a  flogging  is  inflicted. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  :  I  do  not  see> 

how  that  provision  lessens  the  danger.. 
I  In  conclusion,  let  me  say  how  much  I  ap*- 

preciate  the  remarks  of  my  hon.  friendi 
I  the  Member  for  Shrewsbury,  as  to  the- 

class  of  tribunal  to  which  these  cases- 
i  would  be  referred.  I  am  a  professional 
'  man  ;  if  I  want  to  get  legal  opinion  I  go^ 
1  to  a  lawyer,  and  if  I  want  medical  opinion 

I  go  to  a  doctor.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
',  Gentleman  opposite  appears  to  thiiik  that 

the  opinion  of  country  gentlemen  and 
I  clergymen  is  better  than  that  of  a  trained 
j  lawyer,  but  if  I  wanted  my  leg  cut  off"  I 

would  not  go  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
i  Gentleman ;  I  would  go  to  a  trained 
:  doctor  in  Brook  Street.  If  it  is  so  easy 
;  to  obtain  the  administration  of  the  law 
I  gratuitously,  why  is  it  necessary  to  spend 
I  a  hundred  or  two  hundred  thousand  pounds 
I  on  the  judiciary  ?  I  want  a  man  trained 
i  in  his  profession.  In  Scotland  we  have 
!  a  better  course  of  procedure.  We  have 
I  no  amateur  gentleman  aping  the  airs 
i  and  graces  of  lawyers ;  we  have  no  clergy- 
I  men  on  the  bench,  the  most  pitiless  of  all 

people  to  deal  with  questions  having  any 
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practical  bearing  on  Christian  charity.  In' 
a  paper  edited  by  an  hon.  Member  of  this 
House  there  are  pilloried  week  by  week 
the  proceedings  of  the  great  unpaid.  You 
have  country  gentlemen  steepea  in  all  the 

Erejudices  of  their  class,  sitting  on  the 
ench  and  aping  knowledge  of  a  profes- 
sion in  which  they  have  not  been  trained. 
In  Scotland  we  have  none  of  that.  I  have 
been  a  J.  P.  for  more  than  twenty  years, 
and  I  never  have  been  called  upon 
to  act  ex'jept  to  vote  for  the  renewal  of 
a  licence,  and  that  I  daresay  I  did  badly. 
So  convinced  am  I  that  I  would  do  the 
work  badly,  that  as  a  justice  of  the  peace 
I  have  confined  myself  to  witnessing  occa- 
sionally a  signature.  County  gentlemen 
have  their  own  avocations,  but  let  us 
have  trained  lawyers  to  administer  the 
law.  This  Bill  would  put  into  the  hands 
of  untrained  people  the  administration  of 
a  new  departure  in  our  law  which  is 
dangerous  and  repressive,  and  which  I 
hope  the  House  will  reject. 

♦Serjeant  HEMPHILL  (Tyrone,  N.) : 
It  certainly  seems  to  me  a  very  unusual 
thing  that  a  Bill  seeking  to  effect  an 
organic  change  in  the  criminal  law  should 
be  brought  in  in  the  first  place  by  a 
private  Member,  and  in  the  next  place 
should  affect  Ireland,  although  there  is  not 
a  single  Irish  name  on  the  back  of  the  Bill. 
The  Sill  carefully  excludes  Scotland  from 
its  operation  but  includes  Ireland,  and  on 
a  Wednesday  afternoon,  without  know- 
ing what  the  views  of  the  Government 
are  on  this  measure,  the  House  is  called 
on  to  enact  a  Bill  involving  a  most  serious 
change  in  our  criminal  law.  I  was  some- 
what surprised  to  hear  the  eloquent  and 
gallant  Meml)er  who  spoke  last  but  one 
pay  such  a  compliment  to  the  legal 
memlwrs  of  the  House  as  to  tell  them 
that  they  were  the  champions  of  the 
criminal  classes,  and  that  no  attention 
should  be  paid  to  their  arguments.  He 
went  further,  and  described  them  as  the 
gamekeepers  of  the  criminal  classes.  As 
a  member  of  that  rather  maligned 
profession,  I  repudiate  altogether, 
on  l)ehalf  of  many  eminent  and 
learned  Members  of  this  House,  any  such 
imputation.  I  believe  if  you  want  a  man 
who  can  enlighten  the  House,  not  only  as 
regards  legislation,  but  also  as  regards 
morality,  you  must  look  for  him  among 
the  legal  members  of  the  House.  I  assume, 
however,  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man spoke  in  that  rhetorical  heat  which 


is  sometimes  arouaed  in  advocating  a  bid 
cause.  The  hon.  and  flalkuit  Qentleman 
is  a  Conservative,  and  m>m  the  style  tod 
tenour  of  his  observations,  I  imagine  he  is 
a  Conservative  of  the  old-fashioned  aohod, 
which  has  always  contributed  much,  I  will 
not  say  to  the  amusement,  but  to  the 
liveliness  of  this  House,  and  which  maoT 
years  ago,  before  most  hon.  Gentlemen  now 
present  were  bom,  was  the  subJAOt  of 
Daniel  O'ConnelPs  famous  epigram,  whicb 
I  will  not  now  repeat,  about  the  three 
gallant  colonels  of  that  day.  Now  as  to 
the  Bill — in  Ireland  happily  and  certainlj 
there  is  no  occasion  for  any  change  in  the 
law.  I  can  speak  with  some  experience 
in  the  matter,  because  I  was  for  manj 
years  connected  in  more  capacities  than 
one  with  the  administration  of  the 
criminal  law  in  the  country.  In  my 
earlier  days  I  frequently  defended 
prisoners,  for  many  years  it  wtus  my  doty 
to  prosecute  prisoners,  and  for  some  yean 
also  I  exercised  the  responsible  functioni 
of  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  one  of 
the  largest  counties  in  Ireland,  so 
that  the  administration  of  the  criminil 
law  came  constiintly  under  my 
obsirvation,  and  I  can  assure  the 
House,  that,  in  my  opinion  at  leuti 
and  I  think  also  in  the  opinion  of  eveir 
Irish  Member,  there  is  no  occasion  for 
any  change  in  the  existing  law  so  &r  as 
Ireland  is  concerned.  Certainly  if  thii 
Bill  passes  Second  Reading,  which  I  trust 
it  will  not,  one  of  the  first  acts  of  die 
Irish  Members  in  Committee  will  be  to 
endeavour  to  expunge  Ireland  from  its 
operations.  In  its  general  tenour  and 
effect  the  Bill  is  of  a  most  reactionary, 
old-fashioned,  eighteenth  century  chsr 
racter.  It  is  literally  a  rolling  baek 
of  the  tide  of  public  opinion,  which 
has  been  flowing  in  the  direction  of 
justice  and  the  protection  of  pubiie 
rights  since  the  famous  days  of  Romilly 
and  Brougham.  We  are  now  askeii 
to  return  to  the  time  when  corpoiml 
punishment  was  inflicted  at  the  discretion 
of  justices ;  we  are  asked  to  go  hack 
almost  to  the  days  of  the  pillory  and  the 
stocks,  when  the  character  of  the  English 
people  was  more  or  less  disgraced  by  the 
way  in  which  countr}'^  justices  sd- 
ministered  justice.  Under  the  second 
sub-section,  courts  of  summary  jurisdiction 
can  exercise  the  opinion  as  to  whether  a 
male  prisoner  is  over  sixteen  years  of  age 
— there  is  no  test,  merely  the  sic  vdio  of 
the  bench — and  then  if  he  is  convicted  of 
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an  offence  punishable  by  penal  servitude 
or  hard  labour  he  can  be  sentenced  to 
the  last.  I  do  not  think  hon.  Gentlemen 
quite  appreciate  the  extent  of  this 
subjection.  Under  the  Hard  Labour 
Act  almost  every  single  offence  is 
punishable  by  hard  labour,  and  conse- 
quently every  offence,  with  one  or  two 
exceptions,  comes  within  the  operation  of 
this  sub-section.  The  court  may  not  even 
be  a  court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  it  may  be 
«  court  of  Petty  Sessions,  and  you  give 
that  court  in  any  remote  part  of  Enghnd 
in  bucolic  or  colliery  districts  this  power. 
Per  goodness'  sake  do  not  involve  poor 
Ireland  in  the  contumely  of  bein^  sub- 
jected to  such  a  code  as  this.  It  is  not 
confined  to  the  particular  class  of  crime 
to  which  allusion  has  been  made.  The 
law  is  sufficient  to  reach  that  crime 
jw  far  as  ever  it  can  be  reached 
ly  law.  We  are  not  living  in  a 
Xftopian  state  where  crime  of  that  charac- 
ter will  not  occiu*,  but  the  statistics  read 
ly  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  in  his 
meet  able  speech  will  satisfy  every  hon. 
Member  that  that  crime  is  on  the  decrease, 
jmd  that  there  is  no  necessity  now  for 
jJtering  the  law  in  regard  to  it.  But  that 
IB  not  all.  The  Bill  also  provides  that 
when  any  male  person  over  the  age  of 
sixteen  is  convicted  at  assizes  the  court 
may  direct  that  such  person  be  once, 
twice,  or  thrice  privately  whipped  with 
.an  instrument  specified  in  the  schedule, 
including,  I  suppose,  a  cat-of-nine-tails,  by 
which  under  a  sentence  of  twelve  strokes 
nine  times  twelve  are  given.  The  crimes 
included  in  that  sub-section  include  almost 
•evenr  possible  crime  a  man  may  be  guilty 
•of.  In  the  first  schedule  almost  every  crime 
.short  of  murder  is  enumerated.  What 
.are  the  grounds  laid  before  the  House  for 
.any  such  change  f  Have  wo  any  statistics 
which  would  show  that  any  particular 
reason  exists  why  this  Bill  should  be 
passed,  as  seemed  to  be  the  case  when  the 
'Garroting  Act  was  passed  ?  At  that  time 
garroting  was  traced  to  a  number  of  per- 
.8ons  who  had  returned  from  transporta- 
tion, and  it  was  shown  that  this  frightful 
•crime  was  not  a  crime  affecting  the 
•criminal  classes  in  London  generally,  but 
had  emanated  from  persons  whom  penal 
servitude  had  made  utterly  reckless  and 
had  completely  demoralised.  That 
-crime  was  not  put  down  by  the 
CkuTOtin^  Act,  because,  as  a  matter  of 
history,  the  garroters  were  convicted  and 
^sentenced  by  Baron  Bramwell  before  the 
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Act  became  law.  It  was  the  existence  of 
the  crime  that  suggested  legislation,  but 
the  legislation  was  too  late  to  apply  in 
those  cases,  and  the  crime  has  not  been 
repeated  since  except  in  solitary  and  desul- 
tory instances.  Since  that  time  no  attempt 
has  been  made  to  apply  generally  this  de- 
grading corporal  punishment,  and  I  say^ 
that  nothing  but  the  clearest  demonstra- 
tion that  there  was  a  prevalence  throufi|h- 
out  the  kingdom  of  crime  of  the  particular 
class  said  to  be  aimed  at  would  justify  the 
House  in  passing  such  legislation.  Flog- 
ging degrades  the  person  who  inflicts  the 
punishment,  degrades  and  demoralises  the 
victim  of  the  punishment,  it  outrages 
all  our  sense  of  humanity,  and  it 
leaves  hopeless  any  expectation  that 
the  victim  would  ever  under  any 
circumstances  or  under  the  most  favour- 
able auspices  become  a  respectable  and 
worthy  member  of  society.  I  think  that 
the  statistics  which  have  been  quoted 
demonstrate  that  it  would  not  operate  as 
a  deterrent  of  crime,  and  that  it  would 
be  a  blot  and  stain  on  the  history  of 
English  jurisprudence.  If  any  change  is 
necessary,  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  who  now  presides  at  the 
Home  Office  would  be  the  first  to 
initiate  it,  and  I  hope  he  will  now  declare 
that  as  far  as  it  has  come  to  his  know- 
ledge there  is  no  pressing  or  urgent 
necessity  for  a  Bill  of  this  sort,  and  that 
the  House  should  not  be  asked  at  the 
instance  of  a  private  Member  to  pass  such 
a  stringent  and  degrading  measure. 

♦Captain  PHILLPOTTS  (Devonshire, 
Torquay) :  Hon.  Members  who  oppose  this 
Bill  have  referred  at  some  length  to  the 
question  of  flogging  in  the  Army, 
though  the  Bill  we  are  now  dis- 
cussing has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  that  question,  and  I  am  quite  certain 
that  if  it  were  proposed  in  this  or 
any  other  Bill  to  revive  flogging  in  the 
Army  or  the  Navy  as  it  existed  thirty 
or  forty  years  ago,  every  single  Member 
on  this  side  of  the  House  would  vote 
against  it.  What  is  proposed  is  punish- 
ment by  flogging  in  certain  cases  of 
brutal  crimes — crimes  which  show  that 
the  perpetrators  of  them  must  be  of 
the  most  brutal  and  degraded  nature. 
Have  hon.  Gentlemen  no  pity  for 
the  unfortunate  women  and  children 
who  are  sometimes  subjected  to  most 
frightful  outrages,  which  not  only 
ii£ct  pain,  but  in  many  cases  shatter  for 

Z 


579  Gcyrporal  Punishmeid  {COMMONS} 


BiU. 


580 


ever  their  nervous  system  1  Have  kon.  i 
Gentlemen  who  oppose  the  Bill  no  pity 
for  these  victims  1  Do  they  expend  all 
their  sympathy  on  the  brutal  scoundrels 
who  commit  these  outrages?  I  think 
they  ought  to  consider  the  victims 
as  well  as  the  perpetrators.  This  Bill 
only  extends  the  law  in  a  modi- 
fied degree  to  those  who  are  proved 
guilty  of  the  most  horrible  crimes.  In 
fact,  in  other  cases  it  is  proposed  to 
substitute  a  milder  form  of  punish- 
ment than  exists  under  the  present  law. 
By  Section  2  it  is  proposed  to  ex- 
tend the  age  at  which  boys  may  be 
flogged  for  certain  serious  offences. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  many  magistrates 
and  judges  often  feel  the  keenest  regret 
in  being  compelled  to  sentence  boys  under 
sixteen  to  terms  of  imprisonment,  whereas 
if  they  had  the  power  to  inflict  sharp  pain, 
which  leaves  no  permanent  disgrace  and 
inflicts  no  physical  injury,  the  boys 
might  be  permanently  benefited,  instead 
of  having  to  go  out  into  the  world  after 
a  term  of  imprisonment  branded  with  the 
stigma  of  a  gaol  bird.  Many  hon.  Gentle- 
men have  suffered  corporal  punishment 
themselves.  One  of  the  hon.  Members 
who  put  down  an  Amendment  for  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  was  brought  up  in 
the  well-known  school  that  bears  as  its 
proud  motto,  "Manners  maketh  man." 
Was  he  never  subjected  to  corporal 
punishment  during  his  time  at  that 
school  1  If  not,  he  must  have  been  singu- 
larly fortunate.  I  believe  that  birch- 
ing for  boys  is  a  most  efficacious  and  in 
the  truest  sense  of  the  word  a  merciful 
punishment.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  complained  that  the 
Bill  applied  to  Ireland.  I  listened  atten- 
tively to  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
friend  who  introduced  this  Bill,  and  I  find 
the  principal  item  relating  to  Ireland  is 
the  abolition  of  flogging  for  offences  in 
connection  with  the  mutilation  of  animals, 
and  also  for  offences  in  which  persons  are 
prevented  from  following  their  lawful 
avocations,  or,  in  other  words,  the  crime 
of  boycotting.  I  can  only  say  that 
I  would  be  sorry  that  flogging  should 
be  inflicted  for  that  offence,  and  I  think 
most  of  my  hon.  friends  are  of  the  same 
opinion.  I  have  always  been  of  opinion 
that  the  punishment  for  any  offence 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  adapted  to 
that  offence.  For  instance,  where  an 
offence  has  been  committed  possibly  in 
the  heat  of  the  moment  and  possibly 
GapU  Phillpotts. 


under  stress  of  severe  temptation,  the 
punishment  meted  out  should  be  different  j 
from  that  ^tven  for  a  similar  offence 
committed  deliberately  and  with  maliee 
aforethou£rht,  and  for  brutal  offenceB 
which  not  only  inflict  temporary  suffering 
on  those  on  whom  they  are  committed 
but  may,  and  often  do,  affect  the  victimi 
for  the  whole  of  their  after  lives  I  ooa- 
tend  that  the  punishment  should  be  audi 
as  would  be  likely  to  act  as  a  deterrent 
This  Bill  abolishes  the  punishment  of 
flogging  for  offences  to  which  that  punish- 
ment is  utterly  unsuited,  and  permit* 
flogging  for  brutal  crimes,  and  I  intend  to 
give  it  my  cordial  support. 

♦Mr.  ASQUITH  (Fifeshire,  K):  This 
is  a  Bill  which,  whatever  may  be  its 
merits  as  a  measure  of  consolidation  and 
repeal,  has  for  its  primary  purpose  the 
extension  of  the  punishment  of  flogging. 
It  provides  for  that  extension  in  two 
distinct  ways — in  the  first  place,  by 
making  flogging  a  possible  part  of  the 
sentence  in  cases  of  crime  in  respect  of 
which  it  has  never  hitherto  been  ad- 
ministered ;  and  in  the  next  place  it 
entrusts  the  power  of  ordering  it  to  i 
tribunal  to  which  that  power  has  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  hitherto  been  denied. 
That  being  the  character  and  governing 
object  of  the  measure,  I  do  not  hesitate— 
although  I  may  be  called  sentimental  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  hu 
just  sat  down — to  avow  that,  as  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  am  unalterably  <^pofled 
to  it.  I  acknowledge  the  lon^  experienoe 
and  great  ability  m  admimstenng  the 
criminal  law  of  che  right  hon.  Member 
who  introduced  the  Bill ;  but  when  it  is 
remembered  that  since  the  subject,  I  will 
not  say  was  first  mooted,  but  first  became 
a  matter  of  Parliamentary  inquiry,  nearly 
twenty  years  ago,  there  have  been  six 
Home  Secretaries,  belonging  to  different 
parties,  and  that  not  one  of  them  has 
ever  taken  upon  himself  the  responsibility 
of  making  a  proposal  of  the  land  to 
j  Parliament,  the  House  must  feel  that  this 
I  is  a  path  upon  which  we  should  enter 
I  with  a  great  deal  of  deliberation.  Speak- 
ing for  myself  and  my  right  hon.  friend 
I  the  Member  for  West  Monmouth,  who  is 
1  unfortunately  prevented  from  being  pre- 
I  sent  this  afternoon,  and  who  entirely 
shares  my  >'iews,  I  can  give  the  House  a 
very  good  and  sufficient  reason  why  it 
never  occurred  to  us  for  a  moment  to 
propose  such  legislation.    It  is  only  neoes- 
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sary  to  observe  the  judicial  statistics  as  a 
whole ;  to  trace  the  connection  between 
severity  of  punishment  and  the  dixninution 
of  crime ;  to  observe  that  while  some  judges 
resort  to  flogging,  a  very  considerable 
proportion,  I  believe  the  majority  of  the 
English  Bench  at  present,  comprising 
some  of  the  ablest  and  most  experienced 
of  our  judges,  have  never  in  their  lives 
awarded  the  sentence  of  the  lash — it  is 
only  necessary  to  take  into  account  these 
considerations  to  perceive  that  no  prima 
fade  case  even  has  been  made  out  for  this 
extension  of  the  law.  The  question  can 
be  looked  at  from  three  points  of  view — 
punishment  pure  and  simple,  reformation, 
and  deterrent  effect.  Let  us  apply  these 
three  tests  to  this  particular  case.  As  to 
the  first,  1  regard  the  suggestions  made 
in  this  debate  as  a  revival  of  the 
theory,  at  once  fallacious  and  barbarous, 
that  a  man  who  commits  a  peculiarly 
brutal  offence  should  receive  a  propor- 
tionately brutal  punishment.  1  can 
imagine  nothing  more  repugnant  to  the 
most  elementary  principles  of  justice  and 
common  sense  than  to  say  that  because  a 
man  in  a  fit  of  passion  has  committed  a 
savage  offence,  those  whose  duty  it  is  to 
enforce  respect  for  the  law  should  begin 
that  man's  punishment  with  correspon- 
dingly savage  treatment.  As  to  reforma- 
tion, has  anyone  ever  yet  been  reformed 
by  the  punishment  of  the  lash  ?  I  have 
never  been  able  to  discover  any  such 
evidence.  The  persons  who  commit  the 
offences  in  the  schedule  of  the  Bill  are  for 
the  most  part  brutal  and  degraded.  But 
is  the  wisest  course  for  weaning 
them  from  brutality  and  redeeming 
them  from  brutality  to  commence 
the  course  of  punishment  by  treat- 
ment which  involves  moral  humiliation 
and  physical  torture  ?  You  may  depend 
on  it  with  most  of  them  there  are 
latent,  but  still  present,  sparks  of  self- 
respect,  and  a  sense  of  human  dignity 
which,  if  carefully  watched  and  tended, 
might  in  the  course  of  time  burn  into 
a  purifying  glow,  but  which  would  be  in 
great  danger  of  extinction  by  such 
measures  as  the  Bill  proposes.  As  to 
the  deterrent  effect  of  flogging,  it  is  im- 
possible to  look  upon  a  punishment 
as  really  deterrent  if  the  question  whether 
it  will  be  inflicted  in  any  particular  case 
is  no  more  a  certainty  than  a  chance  in  a 
lottery.  The  majority  of  the  judges 
never  award  this  punishment  at  all,  and 
if  flogging  is  fixed  to  some  crime  to  which 


it  is  not  now  attached  we  shall  have  the 
same  uncertainty  as  we  have  at  present. 
That  in  itself  is  suflicient  to  do  away 
with  the  argument  of  deterrence.  The 
crimes  for  which  flogging  might  be 
awarded  under  the  Billare  for  the  most 
part  crimes  which  are  committed  under 
the  influence  of  drink  or  passion  or  both. 
That  is  substantially  true  of  at  least  three- 
fourths  of  the  crimes  of  violence  against 
women  and  children,  whom  we  all  agree 
should  have  every  possible  protection.  If 
you  admit  that,  and  I  think  no  one  will 
deny  it,  you  must  admit  also  that  the 
persons  who  are  likely  to  be  deterred  by 
fear  of  punishment  at  the  moment  they 
are  about  to  commit  a  crime,  and  when 
the  temptation  to  commit  it  is  irresistible, 
are  not  capable  of  forecasting  and  discri- 
minating as  to  the  kind  of  punishment 
which  they  were  incurring.  To  say  that 
persons  under  such  influences  calculate 
in  their  own  minds  whether  the 
crime  to  which  they  are  tempted 
is  liable  to  punishment  by  penal 
servitude  or  imprisonment  or  flogging, 
is  to  fly  in  the  face  of  the  ormnary 
facts  of  human  nature.  As  to  garroting, 
that  crime  had  been  brought  to  an  end  as 
a  serious  danger  before  the  House  of 
Commons  in  a  fit  of  panic,  due  to  one  of 
its  own  Members  having  been  garroted^ 
resorted  to  legislation.  Garroting  was 
put  down  by  Baron  Bramwell  largely 
without  resort  to  flogging,  by  a  fearless, 
but,  I  agree,  a  severe  administration  of 
the  existing  criminal  law.  If  these  con- 
siderations are  well  founded,  I  hope  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  resist  this 
attempt  to  alter  our  criminal  law  in  a 
sense  which  involves  a  retrogression  to  an 
obsolete  theory  of  punishment,  and  which 
is  calculated  not  only  to  create  greater 
uncertainty  but  also  to  introduce  addi- 
tional confusion  and  inconvenience  in  the 
administration  of  justice. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTxMENT  (Sir  M. 
White  Ridley,  Lancashire,  Blackpool) : 
I  have  paid  great  attention  to  this  debate 
and  to  the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  friend 
who  has  done  so  much  good  work  in  his 
own  county  in  the  administration  of  the 
criminal  law.  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
question  may  be  viewed  from  two  different 
points  of  view,  leading  to  contrary  con- 
clusions. I  am  not  unmindful  of  the  fact 
that  a  predecessor  of  mine,  speaking  on 
this  same  Bill  eleven  years  ago,  took  the 
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view  that  it  was  a  consolidation  of  tho 
law,  and  that  although  he  objected  to 
many  of  its  provisions,  he  thought  it  was 
desirable  on  the  whole  to  give  it  a  Second 
Reading,  and  the  House  did  so.     On  that 
occasion  my  own  name  was  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill,  and  at  that  time  I  shared  the 
view  of  my  right  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  Ripon.     It  certainly  seems  a  strange 
thing  that  while  flogging  can  be  ordered 
for   robbery  with   violence,  it  cannot  be 
ordered  for  far  graver  offences  amiinst  the 
persons  of  women  and  children.  I  am  sure 
many  hon.  Members  will  feel  that  with 
reference  to  the  protection  which  the  law 
ought  to  give  against    assaults  on  the 
person.     Therefore,  I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary   to   defend   myself  for   having 
felt  that  there  ought  to  be  a  strengthening 
of  the  law  in  that  direction.     As  far  as 
the  Bill  is  a  repealing  Bill,  there  will  be 
very  little  difference  of  opinion  about  it. 
It  proposes  to  repeal  Acts  of  Parliament 
which   are    practically  obsolete.     Again, 
from   the   point  of  view   that   this   is  a 
measure  to  bring  into  one  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment   all     the    offences    punishable    by 
whippingand  flogging,  there  is  anargument 
in  its  favour.     But  the  main  object  of  the 
Bill  is  to  increase  the  power  of  flogging, 
especially  for  offences  against  the  honour 
of    women    and   children,  coupled    with 
personal     violence.       I    am     bound     to 
say    from    tho    point  of    view   which   I 
take   I  cannot    support  the    Bill   of   my 
right     hon.     friena.       I    am   sure    that 
every  hon.   Member  in  this  House  feels 
that  this  off'onco  ought  to  be  put  down 
with  a  strong   hand,  and  I  do    not  say 
what  I  have  said  out  of  sympathy  with 
the  men  who  commit  these  offences  ;  but  I 
have  seen  something  of  the  administration 
of  the  criminal  law  from  another  point  of 
view  since  I  entered  the  office  which  I 
now  hold ;  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  in  my  belief   it  is  not  a  desirable 
change  to  make  in  the  law.     One  word  as 
to  juvenile   offenders.      I    believe   very 
much   in   what    fell  from   my   hon.  and 
gallant  friend  about  the  punishment  of 
juvenile  off'enders  by  birching.     In  fact,  I 
am    responsible    for    a    Bill    containing 
provisions  intended   to  prevent  juvenile 
oflfenders  being  sent  to  prison  at  all,  by 
widening  the  present  powers  of  summary 
courts  to  administer  the  birch  to  them. 
In   the  Government   Bill,  which  I  hope 
will  soon  reach   this  House,  the  punish- 
ment of  birching  will  be  made  available 
in  all  cases  except  homicide  as  a  substitu- 
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tion  for  the  imprifloiunent  of  children  and 
young  persons;  and  I  hope  that  when 
the  Bill  comes  before  us  tbe  House  will 
give  it  an  impartial  consideration.  I  now 
come  to  the  particular  punishment  of  flog- 
ging adults  for  offences  against  women  and 
children.  The  flrst  ar^ment  against  it  ii, 
of  course,  that  whicn  was  so  ablydeih 
with  by  the  right  hon,  Grentleman  wko 
preceded  me — what  is  the  object  of 
punishment,  and  whether  this  particalir 

Punishment  is  deterrent  or  reformative. 
Tpon  the  question  of  the  influence  of 
this  particular  punishment  I  fasTS 
made  the  best  inquiry  I  could  from 
those  who  are  connected  with  our  0>ols 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  I  find  opinioot 
differ  very  considerably.  There  arethoM 
who  are  disposed  to  think  that  it  had 
succeeded  with  a  certain  number  of 
offenders,  and  others  took  the  oontnrj 
It  is  impossible  to  deny  that^  in 


view. 

some  cases,  a  ffogging  may  have  prevented 

a  man  from  committing  a  bnital  offence  a 

second  time ;  but  at  tne  same  time  die 

many  inquiries  made  on  the  subject^  nd 

investigations    into     the     figuresi    have 

proved   that    there  are  several  cases  of 

men   who,  having    been    flogged  under 

the  Act  of  1863,  had  afterwards  agm 

committed  the  same  offence.    It  theraoie 

does  not  appear  to  me,  from  an  impsitiil 

investigation  of  the  figures,  to  be  poenble 

to    generalise   safely,   or    to    form   any 

definite   conclusion   on  the  subject    So 

again,  with  reference  to  the  deterrent  effect 

of  the  punishment  on  others,  it  will  be 

admitted   that  if   there    is  an  epidenue 

of  any  particular  crime,  a  kind  of  poniBh- 

ment  may  be  justified  which   otherwise 

we  might  not  be  disposed  to  inflict    If 

,  there   was  a  grave   epidemic   of  serious 

I  offences,  which  apparently  could  only  be 

j  dealt  with  in   one  way.  Parliament  end 

'  the  country,  no  doubt,  would  be  prepared, 

I  even   though   that 

I  to    the     ordinary 

!  practice    of   the 

1  the   necessary 


way  were   repugnanv 
civil     and    crimintl 
country,    to    undertike 
means   for   extinguishing 
1  these  offences.  But  there  is  no  proof  of  the 
I  existence  of  such  a  state  of  affairs  at  tbe 
{  present  moment.  Allusion  has  been  made  to 
i  the  Garroting  Act.  I  agree  with  the  version 
I  of  the  history  of  that  Act,  at  all  events  as 
:  far  as  London  is  concerned,  given  by  tbe 
I  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  that 
I  the   rapid  and   severe  action  which  put 
I  down   garroting  in   London    took  place 
before   the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1863. 
But  I  am  not  sure  that  there  is  not  en- 
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dence  in  regard  to  Liverpool  that  a  great 
deal  of  good  was  effected  in  the  streets  by 
that  measure.  I  am  sure,  however,  that 
it  was  not  the  case  in  Manchester.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  proved  that  the  passing 
of  the  Oarroting  Act  has  had  a  definitely 
deterrent  effect.  Now,  that  being  the  case, 
there  is  reason  to  doubt  whether,  when  we 
are  dealing  with  another  offence  of  a  com- 
plex character,  it  is  desirable  to  apply  this 
particular  kind  of  punishment.  I  believe 
It  is  true  that  this  kind  of  crime  is  not  on 
the  incrcHse.  I  have  figures  with  me 
which  show  that  during  the  last  seven  or 
eiu;ht  years,  lamentable  as  is  the  number 
of  cases  of  crimes  of  violence  and  rape  in 
which  persons  have  been  convicted  from 
1893  up  to  the  present  time,  it  is  not  the 
fact  that  these  crimes  are  largely  on  the 
increase,  or  that  there  is  any  special 
reason  to  believe  that  the  present  means  of 
punishment  are  not  adequate.  That  being 
the  case,  I  doubt  very  considerably 
whether  it  is  desirable  to  inflict  this 
punishment,  or  to  give  the  judges  power  to 
mfliot  it.  Moreover  there  is,  I  think,  an 
unanswerable  objection  to  the  Bill,  which 
has  been  already  dwelt  upon  by  others 
who  have  spoken  before  me.  I  think  that 
any  punishment  is  most  undesirable,  both 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  criminal 
and  from  that  of  the  Court,  which  is  so 
absolutely  uncertain  in  its  operation  as 
flogging  is  known  to  be.  Quotations  have 
already  been  made  from  the  Return  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  showing  the  number 
of  sentences  of  this  kind  which  have  been 
inflicted  during  the  last  few  years.  No 
fair-minded  man  can  look  at  that  lietum 
without  seeing  that  a  very  large  propor- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  judges  are  not 
willing  to  use  this  kind  of  punishment. 
I  do  not  for  a  moment  attempt  to  judge 
whether  they  are  right  or  wrong,  but 
there  are  only  about  four  of  Her  Majesty's 
judges,  including  the  late  Recorder  of 
the  City  of  London,  who  have  to  any 
considerable  extent  made  a  free  use  of 
this  kind  of  punishment.  I  do  not  in  the 
least  degree  blame  them  for  doing  so ;  and 
I  know  that  in  the  Central  Criminal  Court 
it  is  only  used  in  cases  of  extreme  vio- 
lence ;  but  still,  the  fact  remains,  that  a 
very  large  proportion  of  Her  Majosty's 
judges  will  not  use  their  power  to  inflict 
this  Kind  of  punishment.  I  say,  therefore, 
th-it  with  so  much  uncertainty  surround- 
ing the  subject,  it  cannot  be  said  that 
this  particular  kind  of  punishment  is 
really  effective  and  deterrent.     I  should 


like  to  add  that  in  this  kind  of 
case  especially  you  have  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  getting  at  the  truth. 
Many  Gentlemen  in  the  House  know 
that  in  this  kind  of  case  it  is  more 
difficult  to  get  at  the  truth  than  in  any 
other.  That  being  so,  although  not  so 
strong  an  argument  as  that  which  I  last 
used,  it  is  very  undesirable  to  inflict  an 
irrevocable  punishment.  I  have  had  cases 
before  me  since  I  have  occupied  my 
present  position  where  the  sentence  of 
flogging  was  imposed,  and  in  which  it  has 
been  extremely  difficult  to  decide  whether 
the  crime  itself  had  been  committed.  In 
any  of  those  cases  where  I  had  to 
come  to  the  decision  that  the  sentence 
ought  never  to  have  been  inflicted,  it 
would  have  been  a  very  painful  reflection 
to  me  if  the  flogging  had  been  already 
inflicted.  I  desire  also  to  mention  here 
that  I  think  that  the  present  law, 
which  enables  a  repetition  of  the  flogging 
to  be  awarded,  is  a  bad  law.  It  is  not 
for  me  to  question  in  this  place  the 
discretion  of  Her  Majesty's  judges, 
but  it  has  devolved  upon  me,  in  the  dis 
charge  of  my  duty  in  the  office  I  hold, 
to  alter  some  of  their  sentences,  and  I 
hope  I  have  not  exceeded  my  duty  in 
doing  what  I  have  done.  I  have  been 
moved  by  the  belief  that  even  if  you  are 
to  keep  up  the  punishment  of  flogging 
for  certain  kinds  of  crime,  it  is  not 
desirable,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
reformation,  or  from  any  point  of  view 
whatever,  to  inflict  the  sentence  of 
flogging  on  a  prisoner  when  he  goes  to 
prison,  and  then  to  hang  over  his  head  a 
second,  or  even  a  third,  flogging.  Recent 
legislation,  to  which  allusion  has  been 
made,  seeks  to  give  an  opportunity  of 
reformation  to  prisoners,  whether  in  penal 
servitude  or  when  undergoing  a  sentence 
of  imprisonment  in  local  prisons.  A  great 
many  good  agencies  in  the  country  are  seek- 
ing to  help  in  that  movement,  and  I  think 
the  Government  cannot  be  accused  of  back- 
wardness in  their  attempts  to  help  it. 
At  all  events,  rightly  or  wrongly,  we  are 
proceeding  on  the  lines  that  no  prisoner 
is  to  be  regarded  as  absolutely  irre- 
claimable, and  therefore,  speaking  vrith 
all  due  deference  to  those  who  think 
otherwise,  it  appears  to  me  that  in  cases 
of  very  serious  crimes  of  this  nature  a 
long  and  heavy  sentence,  with  some 
chance  of  reformation  for  the  criminal 
while  he  is  in  prison,  is  a  better  thing 
than  a  short  sentence  of  imprisonment  if 
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it  is  to  be  accompanied  by  a  flogging 
repeated  once  or  twice.  You  are  more 
likely  to  send  that  man  out  to  society 
reformed  than  if  you  gave  him  a  sentence 
of    three   months    imprisonment    and   a 


introduced  the  Bill,  and  I  hope  he  will 
withdraw  it. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  It  has  been  to  the 
credit  and  honour  of  the  Irish  party  that 
flogging  just  before  he  came  out.  I  do  j  for  twenty  years  we  have  done  enry- 
not  like  to  make  any  promises,  but  if  |  thing  in  our  power,  and  not  unsuooai- 
there  is  any  change  in  the  law  which  is  ■  fully,  to  abolish  floggine  in  every  deput- 
desirable,  it  is  a  change  in  the  direction  |  ment  of  the  public  service.  It  was  owing 
of  abolishing  the  second  flogging.  Per- 1  to  the  exertions  of  the  Irish  party  thit 
haps  I  need  hardly  say  anything  more,  j  that  disgrace  to  the  British  Army  and 
but  certainly  I  do  not  think  that  this  is  j  Navy  was  done  away  with.  I  have  not 
a  Bill  which  ought  to  be  read  a  second  !  heard  one  single  aimiment  adduced  today 
time  by  the  House.  For  my  own  part, '  in  favour  of  this  Bill  which  we  did  n<A 
seeing  the  enormous  difliculties  which  j  listen  to  in  the  House  of  CommoDi 
would  attend  its  administration,  the  great ,  twenty-three  years  a^o,  when  we  nuaed 
inequality  in  its  operation,  and  the  grave  the  question  of  the  abolition  of  flogging 
doubt  as  to  whether  flogging  is  deterrent  i  in  the  Army  and  Navy,  and  when 
or  reformative,  I  shall  vote  against  \  officer  after  officer  stood  up  and  dedand 
the  Bill.  that  it  would   be  impossible  to  mMiitain 

I  discipline  if  the   lash  were  taken  out  of 

Colonel  LOCK  WOOD  (Essex,  i  their  haads.  Yet  within  twso  or  three 
Epping) :  I  confess  that  I  came  down  |  years  after  this  abominable  punishoient 
U)  the  House  to-<lay  anxious  to  support  j  was  abolished,  I  do  not  think  one  sin^ 
the  measure  brought  forward  by  my  right  I  officer  in  the  English  Army  would  hare 
hon.  friend.  The  truth  is  that  this  Bill !  had  the  audacity  to  propose  its  re-intro* 
may  honestly  and  fairly  be  taken  in  two  !  duction.  It  is  well  known  that  when  the 
ways.  It  has  a  certain  sentimental  \  lash  was  laid  aside  in  Irish  prisons^ 
aspect,  and  a  legal  aspect.  I  confess  1 1  partly  owing  to  a  difference  in  the  law, 
came  down  to  the  House  viewing  it  in  its  ;  and  partly  to  the  voluntary  action  of  the 
sentimental  aspect.  Many  Members  of  prison  governors,  the  result  was  such  that 
this  House,  I  believe,  never  read  of  a  case  I  venture  to  say  no  prison  governor 
of  a  brutal  ^issault  on  women  and  children, ;  would  accept  it  again  if  it  were  <^erad 
but  they  are  anxious  to  inflict  punish- !  to  him.  Some  hon.  Members  have  gone 
ment  on  these  brutes  with  their  own ;  so  far  as  to  co\'ertly  insinuate  diat 
hands.  We  are  ail  anxious,  I  believe,  those  of  us  who  oppose  the  lash 
that  these  scoundrels  should  ])e  made  to  do  so  out  of  sympathy  for  the  barbarous 
feel  something  of  the  misery  they  have  [  and  disgusting  crimes  which  the  Bill  pro- 
inflicted  upon  helpless  women  and  poses  to  punish  with  the  lash.  That  la  a 
children.  Hut  when  we  come  to  the  most  unjust  insinuation.  There  is  in  this 
legal  aspect  of  the  case  I  honestly  confess  House  no  difference  of  opinion,  and  1 
that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  venture  to  say  no  difference  in  the  degree 
for  West  Fifeshire  carried  with  it  a  of  horror,  with  which  these  offences  are 
good  deal  of  conviction.  The  right  hon.  '  regarded.  The  question  of  the  lash  is 
(Gentleman,  I  am  bound  to  say,  adduced  ;  one  altogether  of  principle,  of  experienoey 
several  good  and  sufficient  reasons  why  ;  and  also  really  of  science.  What  has 
the  punishment  of  flogging  should  not  be  been  the  universal  tendency  of  modem 
inflicted,  and  with  these  I  agree,  l)ut  with  experience  and  modern  civilisation  ?  What 
others  which  he  stated  I  cannot  agree  at  the  has  been  the  teaching  of  all  men  in  all 
present  moment.  The  question  whether  .  civilised  countries  who  have  applied  Uicir 
flogging  is  a  deterrent  or  not  is  a  difficult  '•  minds  to  this  great  subject  of  the  reformar 
one  ;  but  the  argument  that  when  you  ;  tion  of  criminals  ]  It  is  that  you  do  not 
have  once  flogged  a  man  it  is  irrevocable,  '■  gain  good  results,  whether  you  look  to- 
might  be  equally  applied  to  capital  i  wards  the  reformation  of  the  individual 
punishment,  and  does  not  bring  much  \  criminal,  or  towards  the  deterrents  and 
conviction  to  my  mind.  With  the  opinion  '  prevention,  by  increasing  the  brutal  or 
of  the  judges  and  six  Home  Secretaries  savage  nature  or  the  physical  pain  of 
against  the  deterrent  effect  of  flogging,  I  your  punishments.  The  whole  teaching 
confess  that  the  weight  of  zYrn  argument  of  modern  experience  in  Europe  has  been 
is   against   my    right    hon.    friend   who "  that  in  direct  proportion  as  the  punish- 
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ments  are  mitigated  in  their  savagery  and 
brutality,  so  in  that  proportion  has  the 
savagery  of  the  crimes  decreased.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Epping  savs 
that  when  we  read  of  accounts  in  the 
newspapers  of  these  disgusting  crimes  on 
women  and  children  we  feel  an  intense 
desire  to  inflict  with  our  own  hands 
punishment  on  the  criminal.  [Colonel 
LoCKWOOD:  Hear,  hear  !]  Yes,  the  hon.  and 
sallant  Member  said  he  does ;  and  that  is 
Human  nature.  I  do  not  find  fault  with 
that.  It  is  the  desire  of  all  of  us  ;  and  if 
we  were  on  the  spot  who  would  blame  us  ? 
But  has  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
ever  applied  to  his  mind  the  result  of 
nving  way  to  that  passion  of  the  moment  1 
Uas  he  read  the  recent  accounts  of  lynch 
ing  parties  in  America  ?  Has  he  read 
descriptions  of  negroes  taken  in  the 
Southern  States  of  America  by  mobs  who 
are  inflamed  by  this  desire  of  revenge  ? 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD:  The  hon. 
Member  will  excuse  me ;  that  was  without 
triaL 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  understood  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  to  say  that  if  he 
oould  get  hold  of  a  criminal  who  had  com- 
mitted one  of  these  disgusting  offences  he 
would  not  wait  for  a  trial.  The  natural 
man  no  doubt  desires  to  inflict  speedy  and 
immediate  punishment  upon  the  criminal 
on  the  spot.  That  is  what  the  mobs  in 
America  do.  See  what  the  giving  way  to 
such  natural  inclinations  leads  men  to  do. 
A  crime  is  committed  in  the  Southern 
States  of  America  of  this  disgusting 
eharacter,  and  the  population  call  a  posse 
to  catch  the  criminal,  and,  having  caught 
him,  in  numerous  instances  roast  him 
alive  slowly  before  a  fire,  or  stick  all  over 
him  splinters  of  inflammable  wood,  set 
them  on  fire,,  and  watch  him  being  burned 
to  death.  That  is  very  horrible ;  but  few 
Members  of  this  House  would  ^et  up  and 
say  that  that  is  not  precisely  the  logical  con- 
clusion to  which  we  are  driven  if  we  allow 
ourselves  to  be  carried  away  by  such 
sentiments  and  natural  inclinations  of 
passion.  I  have  maintained,  and  always 
will  maintain,  that  the  use  of  the  lash 
and  every  form  of  physical  punishment  is 
a  disgrace  to  this  country,  and  is  a  sur- 
vival of  old  barbarism.  One  hon.  Member 
said  that  these  criminals  are  brutes,  and 
that  you  can  only  prevent  them  com- 
mitting these  atrocious  crimes  by  in- 
flicting   physical    suffering.      Yes,    that 


was  said  in  '*  the  spacious  times  of 
great  ElizaT^eth " ;  and  when  Lord 
Eut^leigh's  cook  attempted  to  poison  him 
he  put  that  cook  in  a  pot  of  hot  water 
and  boiled  him  slowly  to  death.  That 
was  considered  the  right  thing  to  do  in 
those  days,  when  men  were  also  put  on 
the  rack  or  tortured  with  the  thumb- 
screw or  the  boot.  Why  not  frankly 
and  honestly  propose  the  use  of  the  rack, 
the  thumbscrew,  and  the  boot  now  ? 
What  is  the  difference  between  the  rack, 
the  thumbscrew  and  the  boot,  and  the 
lash  1  [An  Hon  Member  :  There  is  a 
great  difference.]  Not  at  all ;  you  have 
not  considered  the  operation  of  the  rack. 
I  maintain  that  the  rack  is  a  much  more 
deeent  punishment,  and  much  less  dis- 
gusting than  the  lash.  You  need  not 
stretch  a  man  on  the  rack  beyond  a 
certain  extent.  Even  in  those  old  days  a 
large  number  of  people  who  had  been 
stretched  on  the  rack  were  able  after- 
wards to  get  about  and  attend  to  their 
business.  [Hon.  Members  :  Oh,  oh !] 
I  am  telling  the  simple  truth.  Of  course, 
when  hon.  Members  laugh  it  shows  what 
they  know  of  these  matters.  If  you 
over-rack  a  man  you  can  permanently 
injure  him,  but  you  can  kill  a  man  with 
the  lash.  Indeed,  in  this  Bill  you  propose 
to  have  a  surgeon  standing  behind  who 
is  to  see  that  the  man  is  not  killed  or 
permanently  injured.  I  say  there  is  no 
real  distinction  in  principle  between  the 
rack,  thumbscrew  and  boot,  and  the  lash. 
They  are  all  based  on  the  same  principle, 
namely,  that  in  dealing  with  crime  you 
are  dealing  with  irreclaimable  brutes,  and 
that  the  only  way  to  cure  criminals  and 

Frevent  crime  is  to  inflict  physical  pain, 
hold  that  to  propose  at  this  time  of  day 
such  a  retrograde  measure  is  a  survival  in 
the  minds  of  hon.  Members  of  antiquated 

Prejudices,  and  a  love  of  a  system  which 
had  hoped  humanity  and  civilisation 
had  completely  swept  away.  I,  for  my 
part,  and  I  speak  the  minds  of  all  my 
colleagues  in  this  respect,  shall  never  be 
content  until  we  see  the  punishment  of 
the  lash  completely  wiped  out  of  the 
Statute  Book  of  the  country.  We  hold 
this  view  not  because  we  condemn  these 
abominable  crimes  less  than  you  do. 
I  thank  Grod  that  these  crimes  are  very 
much  less  frequent  in  my  country  than 
in  yours.  We  believe  the  true  way 
to  lessen  these  crimes  is  not  by  in- 
creasing the  savagery  and  brutality 
of    the    punishment,    not    by   imitating 
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I  c/xfiis*.-  t»iat  :r.r:  H'-ime  ^jcretarv's 
iiy^iecr.  'lid  r.o":  oiirr  ^or.T-;.;tiori  ^j  mj 
mi.vi.  VVr..^n  I  la-w  on  :h*  Nocioi*  PaDer 
thai  ^  ri^.^-fiiZfi  WM  r^i  u'ice  plaoe  'm  a  foil 
Vi  inrf.r:^  'lorp^/rai  punish  men:  on  rufiaaa 
who  ^om.Tii*-  the^  orim«».  I  ^id.  "Al 
Lwt  rhf:  Hoa*e  of  Commoas  i^  going  ro 
dJAcnA't  a  m^^aaurr  of  whac  I  call  social 
r^.fomt  \  ari'^l  I  hopi=:  they  will  arrive  ai  a 
de^riition  u*  supp^irt  the  Bill  hy  a  very 
larj(e  majority."'  Whether  that  will  ^le 
the  retult  or  not,  it  is  impoAi^ihle  for  me 
Ui  ^y  ;  hut  I  iriteri'^i  to  ^o  into  the  lobby 
in  Hupfx>rt  of  the  Bill,  for  I  con- 
flider  that  it  will  f»e  fraught  with 
very  V>eneficiai  results.  An  ounce  of 
faot  \%  ^letter  than  a  pound  of 
theory.  An  hon.  MemVier  said  that  no 
offi^;':r  in  thi.i  Hoiwe  would  have  the 
auda/;ity  to  AtlvfrCAUt  the  intrrxluction  of 
flof(ging  in  the  Army.  Well,  I  entered 
the  Army  in  the  days  when  the  traditions 
of  the  I>iike  of  Wellington  still  obtaine^l ; 
and  I  have  M;eri  many  a  man  have  three 
doz<;n  JaJiheH  well  laid  on,  and  I  never 
knew  a  man  the  worse  for  the  punish- 
ment, but  ofUMi  the  l>etter.  [Hon.  Mem- 
BKKH :  Oh,  oh  !l  That  applied  very 
well  in  thrise  old  days  of  the  British 
soldier,  but  in  these  days  we  have  a  better  ; 
clfiss  of  men  in  the  Army,  and  flogging  is 
seldom  rKseeswiry.  I  do  consider,  however, 
that  it  was  unwise  to  take  away  the 
\nmvT  of  having  the  penalty  of  flogging 
in  reserve  if  the  court  on  calm  delibera- 
tion thou/;ht  it  necess;iry  for  serious 
oflenctw  against  discipline?  However,  that 
is  not  the  (juestion  before  the  House.  The 
•4|uestion  now  is  whether  the  punishment  of 


-fi-^igyniy  rniBMu  vin  or  wHl  not  bei 
imermE  in  die  praent  day.  The  Home 
^^twr^urr  m,j%  diac  the  practice  of 
£hrrxji3i  vTu  pat  a  afiop  to  before  the 
guniiHiment  •>£  diygging^  wa«  introduced. 
Z:  :iie  rijCic  ion.  tientleman  had  not  aid 
4«:  I  ^iuiixid  have  maintained  the  concrur ; 
'lilt  le  :uc  she  ^roomi  from  my  feet 
^^na:  I  7:iilii  uy  is  that,  in  mj opinion. 
±  tiie  H'jiue  will  place  the  power  in  die 
'lamii  '.c  die  jud^zes  to  adminiater 
:if'.'iz;^.a:£  7 hen  'hey  think  it  right  to  do 
vj.  "har  die  ioinz  ^o  will  have  the  effect 
:f  K«:cpin^  crimes  of  violence  to  an  extent 
:ae  H:iuse  little  lireama  of,  and  it  is  in  that 
-intirj^  'JLkZ  I  incemi  ti^  sapport  the  measore 
1)1  a  iiealuiij  Mcial  reform. 

Mr.  WILLLVM  REDMOND  (Clire, 
E.  :  I  '^iafesii  I  listened  with  extmie 
^orprse  :«:•  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
^allar.:  Member  tor  Bootle«  who  stood  up 
\z  ZLi^  nme  <>f  day  and  recommended  the 
ide  :f  :he  Laah  in  the  Army.  I  hope  that 
ererr  djliiier  in  the  Army  will  hear  of 
:hau  «peeoL  and  that  every  military  per- 
5*:>ri  And  their  friends  connected  with  hii 
•2ijn*tiniency  will  pay  dae  attention  to  the 
tact  that  he  has  declared  himself  in  fiavour 
of  a  practice  m  the  Army  which  was  Iqr 
almocit  common  consent  aboliahed,  ana 
which.  I  believe,  would  not  receive  the 
slightest  sapport  in  this  House  from  any 
Gentleman  calling  himself  sallant,  except 
the  hon.  Member.  The  Irish  Members 
are  proud  that  it  was  the  late  Mr. 
Pamell  who  took  the  largest  part  in  the 
agitation  for  the  abolition  of  the  Uah  in 
the  .\rmy.  For  his  action  on  that  occa- 
sion he  received  the  thanks  of  the  Iiish 
soldiers,  anfl  I  have  reaaon  to  know  a 
kindly  feeling:  still  exists  towards  him  in 
the  rank  and  file  of  the  Army.  In  re- 
gard to  the  question  before  the  Hooae, 
everybody  thoroughly  recognises  the 
public  spirit  which  permeates  the  ridit 
hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  the  Bill 
in  formulating  the  idea  of  preventing 
I  if  possible  a  recurrence  of  these  abonu- 
nable  crimes,  and  in  giving  an  opportunity 
to  the  House  of  discussing  what  can  be 
done  to  discourage  these  outrages.  But 
would  the  use  of  the  lash  be  a  deterrent  1 
I  do  not  believe  it  would  be  in  the 
slightest  degree.  I  believe  what  the  late 
Home  Secretary  said  was  perfectly  true, 
that  three-fourths  of  these  crimes  are 
committed  under  the  influence  of  pasdoo 
and  drink  or  both  combined,  aiid  that 
these  unfortunate  men  never  considered 
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ther  their  punishment  would  be  the 

or  imprisonment.     I  finnly  believe 

a  long  and  rigorous  term  of  imprison- 

t    would     have    an    infinitely   more 

rrent  effect  than  the  lash,  which  takes 

he  self-respect  out  of  a  human  being, 

makes  him  more  of  a  savage  than 

n  he   committed  the   crime,     I  must 

that  it   does  not  say  much  for  the 

;ress  of  civilisation  in  this  country, 

there  exists  amongst  us  a  certain 

3  of  society  of  such  a  savage  spirit  as 

old  that  you  are  obliged  to  seriously 

ider  whether  you  are  not  to  go  back 


j  to  the  old  methods  of  torture  used  in  the 
Dark  Ages.  As  an  Irish  Member  I  refer 
\  with  pride  to  the  fact  that  abominable 
I  offences  of  this  kind  are  conspicuous  by 
j  their  al)sence  in  Ireland.  Of  course  a 
j  crime  oi  this  nature  is  occasionally  com- 
I  mitted  in  Ireland,  but  no  case  has  been 
I  made  out  for  the  punishment  of  the  lash 
I  as  a  protection  of  women  and  children 
in  Ireland, 

Question  put. 

I      The  House  divided. — Aves,  72  ;  Noes, 
,  195.     (Division  List  No.  89.) 
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or  employers,  and  a  representative  of  the 
workmen,  thus  giving  the  chairman  the 
casting  vote,  and  constituting  him,  as  it 
were,  the  umpire  as  between  the  views  of 
the  two  parties.  Clause  12  provided  that 
shelters  should  be  provided  for  the  check 
weighers  representing  the  miners.  At 
some  collieries  shelters  were  provided  as 
a  matter  of  courtesy,  but  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  felt  that  they  should  be  pro- 
vided as  a  matter  of  right.  Another 
clause  provided  for  the  appointment  of 
assistant  inspectors.  One  inspector  and 
two  assistants  would  be  utterly  unable  to 
properly  inspect  the  mines  in  his  district. 
In  view  of  the  lateness  of  the  hour  ho  did  not 
propose  to  go  into  further  detail,  although 
there  were  several  matters  which  ought  to 
be  gone  into.  The  Bill  was  the  same 
which  had  been  introduced  in  the 
last  few  sessions,  and  in  his  opinion  it 
would  do  something  to  render  more 
reasonable  and  more  satisfactory  the 
lot  of  those  who  worked  in  mines,  and 
upon  whose  labour  the  commerce  and  in- 
dustry of  the  country  was  to  a  very  great 
extent  dependent.  He  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Barlow.) 

♦Mr.  woods  (Essex,  Walthamstow) 
did  not  think  it  would  be  wise  to  go  into 
~  the  proWsions  of  such  an  important  Bill 
at  so  late  an  hour.  The  Bill  had  been 
before  the  House  of  Commons  for  the 
last  five  years,  Imt  owing  to  the  exigencies 
of  the  ballot  it  had  never  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  being  discussed,  and  taking  into 
consideration  the  fact  that  it  was  thirteen 
years  since  the  Mines  Regulations  Bill 
passed  into  law,  the  House  would  agree 
that  some  amendment  had  become  neces- 
sary. The  Bill  was  admittedly  of  a  far- 
reaching  character,  but  he  thought  that 
after  a  little  consideration  the  two  parties 
interested  might  arrive  at  a  mutually 
satisfactory  arrangement.  He  would  like 
to  point  out  that  if  the  House  allowed 
the  Second  Reading,  any  necessary 
alterations  might  be  made  in  Committee, 
and  useful  work  done  in  several  impor- 
tant particulars.  The  Check  Weighing 
Clause  introduced  into  the  1872  Mines 
Regulations  Act,  and  improved  in  the 
Act  of  1887,  was  an  unmixed  blessing 
from  which  the  owners  had  derived  as 
miich  advantage  as  the  men.  By  the  Bill 
before  the  House  it  was  suggested  that 


!  shelters  should  be  provided^  for  the  men 
I  who  had  to  do  the  weighing  up  of  the 
coal  at  the  pit  bank.  Many  owners  or 
employers  had  done  everything  they 
could  in  this  matter,  but  notably  in  the 
case  of  mines  in  the  West  of  Scotland.  The 
check-weighers  who  represent  the  owners 
had  shelters,  whilst  the  representatives  of 
the  men  had  not.  He  trusted  that  the  Home 
Office  and  hon.  Gentlemen  representing 
the  colliery  interest  would  agree  to  the 
Second  Reading,  leaving  the  (letails  to  be 
threshed  out  in  Committee. 

I      Mr.  BANBURY  (Camberwell,    Peck- 
I  ham)  said  he  was  not  at  all  surprised  that 
the  Bill  had  hitherto  failed  to  pass,  but 
he  would  be  surprised  if  it  were  intro- 
duced five  or  six   times   more  and  even 
then  succeeded  in  passing.     He  was  very 
j  far  from  saying  that  there  were  not  some 
:  good  points  in  the  measure.      Everyone 
!  would  agree  that  the  clause  raising  the 
j  age  at  which  children  were  to  be  employed 
I  was  excellent,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
I  the  Member  for  Forest  of  Dean  had  a  Bill 
j  dealing  with  that  particular  matter,  and 
I  as  there  was  no  opposition  to  that  Bill, 
i  the  object  of  this  clause  in  the  Bill  before 
,  the  House  was  disposed  of.     There  were 
twenty-eight  clauses  in  the  Bill,  and  it  was 
I  impossible  to  deal  with  them  adequately 
I  in  the  short  time  at  the  disposal  of  the 
j  House.     But,  shortly  stated,  the  Bill  was 
'  one  to  enable  the  collieries  of  England  to 
be    managed    by   the  Secretary  of  State 
'  for  the  Home  Department,  with  the  aid 
of  a  gentleman  who  knew  nothing  about 
mines,  of  another  gentleman  who  was  an 
:  owner  of  mines,  of  a  third  gentleman  who 
was   a   workman    in  a  mine,  and  of  any 
I  person  who  chose  to  make  any  suggestion 
of    any    sort    or  kind.     A  more    extra- 
!  ordinary   proposal  it  was  impossible  for 
'  the  mind  of  man  to  conceive.     There  was 
I  a  tendency  nowadays  to  say  that  no  man 
i  should  manage  his  property  in  the  way 
I  he  thought  best,  and  the  House  of  Com- 
j  mons  was  to  be  continually  interfering  in 
the  business  relationships  of  the  country. 
I  Such  a  thing  would  undoubtedly  have  the 
:  result   of    destroying    the   prosperity  of 
'  all      the     industries     of     the     country. 
'  The  first  clause  provided  for  the  making 
;  of  special  rules,  but  there  was  nothing  to 
;  show  by   whom  they  were  to  be  made. 
The  chairman,  who  knows  nothing  about 
the  matter,  might  make   what   rules  he 
liked,   and   those   rules,    whatever    they 
were,  were   to  be  observed.      Then  the 
way  in  which  it  was  proposed  in  Clause  2 
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"-•v.:".::..*r.';.-/S.  ."^I-    M.    HICKS    BEACH:    I   du  not 

„      ,,,.,.  :h:Tik  ih-.-   •i:'i*jii^-i'':i    of    the    Education 

r ',•.'•.".-  .u."*\  i'.-rii'.:  :»■■•..  ^.^.;^.   ^..^^^   ^^^   pi.^Ji^med   until   the  pro- 

MI^M^^^V.    \M>   I;IMM,F>   Ar  T    ivn      I^.^.U  Mrirh  r.^rii  tM^,ndaiy  ^^ 

Wll.MiMK.V  I    FULL.  ^^*=^    ti»rthconiini:.    but  1   have   no  doubt 

..         ,       ,        /•         •*.         f      ,  :».,      th;it  mv  right  h.m.  friend  the  First  Lard 

i  ,'fii-)(U:if*\    in  «  '»rrj!fiitl«f»? :  loin  nut  te»;       .  ^1      -i-^    ,_ -n    ^       -j         .         .^ 

.  ,.,  _     ill  th».-    IrtMsurv  will  c«>usider  the  point 

,,7   ,       '     ^  '  '         r»is»'ii  liv  the  nuhle   l>in.L     The  i)usineft» 

to-morrow  will  I*  the  Lommittee  stage  of 

AIIMMJii:    \M>  ^(^\Tl;I:^l(.K  TliAM  V^*-  "^"^ij^f  H'*^  *'^"*^  '^,^.  Kiiilway  Acci- 

WAYS  i;rrj,.  dents    Bill.      1  am  unable  to  sav  what 

l:.,,ort..M.   uith   Ami-ndmont-   K.rx>rt  Supply  willK.  t^iken  on  Friday.    ' 
\i»  |j.-  upon  till.  'r;ibb',  find  to  h'  printed.         m,..  (IALLOWAY  (Manchester,  S.W.) 

_     _  a.sktr^l  if  the  motion  with  reganl  to  muni- 
ci[Mil  trading  would  be  taken,  or  whether 

ItrsiNKSS  i)\'   TIIK  IlorsK.  it  was  intended    to    drop  it  out  of  the 

On  tfii!  Motion  for  th«^  ;uljonniment  of  Pai)er. 
""•  '^""  ••  Siu  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  No. 

Sii!  IlKNb'V   R)\VLKU(\Volveihamp-  Adjourned   at   Twenty    minate> 

Ion.  Vs.):   I  wish   to  put  a  question  to  the  before  Six  of  the  clock. 

Mr.   nan  hit  I//, 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS,  \  MIDLAND     GREAT    WESTERN    RAIL- 

jrn,if  yiii.  lyLi^u  ^cyo^iv^oo.  |  ^^^^  ^p    IRELAND   BILL  [H.L.J. 

The    Lord    Chancellor    acquainted}     The    CHAIRMAN     of     COMMIT- 

the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia-  j  TEES  (The  Earl  of  Morley)  :  My  Lords, 

ments  had  laid  ilpoii  the  Table  the  certifi- 1 1  beg  to  move  that  the  Bills  mentioned  in 

cate  from  the  Examiners  that  the  Standing  i  the  notice  standing   in   my  name  be  re- 

Orders  applicable   to  the  following  Bill  •  f erred  to  a  Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses 

have  not  ))een  complied  with —  of  Parliament.     This  follows  a  precedent 

Portland  Urlmii  District  Gas.  ^^^  ^y  y^^I,  Lordships^  House  last  week 

_,,  J      J         1-  1.      when  the  Dubhn   Corporation  Bill,  and 

The  same  wfis  ordered  to  he  on  the  .  another    Bill   which   depended  upon  it, 

■*^*"^^-  I  were  referred  to  a  Joint  Committee  of 

EDINBURliH        DISTRICT        LUNACY  '  both   Houses.*     This   procedure  is,  as  I 

BOARD    BILL    [h.l.].  ]  said  on  that  occasion,  a  somewhat  novel 

Reported  from  the  Select    Committee  ■  <>«e  \  ^^^  with  regard  to  these  particular 

with  amendments.  i  Bills,  which  deal  with  the  very  important 

I  question  of  the  amalgamation  of  railways 

CO  WES  PIER  BILL  [h.l.].  j  in  the  south  of  Ireland,  I  think  there  is  a 

The   Queen's  consent    signified;    and    distinct  precedent  for  the  course  proposed 

Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Committee  '  i\^\o  ^ase  of  other  Amalgamation  Bills 

with  amendments.  1  which  were  referred,  m  1873,  m  the  same 

.  way  as  I  am  now  proposing,  to  a  Joint 
EXMOUTH     AND     DISTRICT    WATER  ,  Committee  of  the  two  Hou8es.t  The  Bills 
BILL  [h.l.].  '  are  very  important  in  character,  and  will 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee,  |  have  a  very  large  effect,  especially  on  the 
That  the  promoters  do  not  intend  to  South  and  Central  parts  of  Ireland 
proceed  further  with  the  Bill ;  Ordered  i  They  were  referred  to  a  Hybrid 
that  the  Bill  be  not  further  proceeded  |  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
^-j^li^  last  year,  and  the   inquiry  was  of  a  very 

!  protracted,  and,  if  I   may  be  allowed  to 
P(  iNTEFRAcrr  PARK   I5ILL.  g^y  so,  of  a  not  wholly  satisfactory  nature. 

COLONIAL  BANK  BILL.  I  I  trust  your  Lordships  will  assent  to  the 

Read  ti'S  and  committed.  i  motion  which  I  now  move. 

LINCOLN  CORrORATlON  (TRAMWAYS)  '       Moved  to  resolve,  That  it  is  desirable 
BILL  [h.l.].  i  that  the   - 

Z      Read  :V',  and  i^issed,  and  sent  to  the  ;      (^^eat    Southern    and     Western     and 
I  Commons.  ,  Waterford  and  Central  Ireland  liail- 

I    CITY  AND  SOITH  LONDON  RAILWAY;  way  Companies   Amalgamation  Bill 

•  uri.r.  I  fu  T  1 
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BILL.  !  [H.L.], 

^                  (4RANTHAM  GAS  BILL.  |  The  Great  Southern  and  \Vestem  and 

\                    REDHILL  OAS   HILL.  [  Waterford,  Limerick,  and   Western 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1«  ;  '  Railway   Companies    Amalgamation 

and  referred  to  the  Examiners.  ,  Bill  [ll.L.], 

And  th(j  Midland  Great  Westdn  Kail- 
MILITARY ^^/^A;^\\>^^^,1;A^^A  ISJONAL  ,,^^.  ^^^  1,^1^,,^  gjll  [h.L.], 

House    in    Committee    (according    to  I  ^e  referred  to  a  Joint  Committee  of  both 

order) :    Bill   reported    without   Amend-  i  Houses    of    Parliament.  —  (Ty    Earl   of 

nicnt ;    Standing    Committee   negatived  ;  •  Morlpji.) 

and  Bill  to  be  read  -'V*  To-morrow.  i      ..  "  ; /  .  ;7".       ;  ^ 

**  *  See  pa^^e  3  of  tliLs  volume. 

(JREAT  SOUTHERN  AND  WESTERN  i  f  See  debate  on  25th  Februarv,  1873,  on 
AND  WATERFORD  AND  (CENTRAL  i  Railway,  ike.  (Transfer  and  Auial^caniation), 
IRELAND  RAILWAY  COMPANIES  ,  Bills.  The  Parlia lacntanf  Dehn U.s  \;TW\v A 
AMALGAMATION  BILL  [ill.].  \  Serie.s],  Vol.  ccxiv.,  page  886. 
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Lord  MONTKAGLK  of  BUANDON  : 
My  Lords,  I  have  given  notice  to  move, 
jis  an  Amendment  to  the  motion  of  the 
nol»le  Earl  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
to  add  the  following  words  : 

*'An«l  that  the  sai<l  Coiinnittee  l>e  eiii- 
pDwered  to  imiiiue  and  roi»oit  with  reference 
to  the  said  IVills-  - 

1.  What  si)ecial  siifeguards  (if  any)» 
havinj;  repird  to  the  <'ircunistjinces  of  the 
South  of  Ireland,  are  reiiuired  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  pnSlic  in  the  event  of  any  of 
the  aniaijraniations  ])ix)ported  in  the  said 
Bills  Ixjinj^  canied  out  other  than  the 
,Hafeguards  atlbrded  by  exiftting  l*ul>Uo  Acts  ; 
and 

2.  As  to  the  propriety  of  inserting  in  the 
fonimon  form  <*Uuse  (No.  '^  in  the  first 
named  lUll  and  No.  :W  in  the  model  Bill) 
making  provi8i<»i  a*^  to  general  Ilailway 
Acts,  special  words  pn)viding  for  further 
State  interference  with  railways  in  Ireland." 

I  do  not  wish  to  tiike  np  the  time  of  the 
House  unnecessarily,  and  before  moWng 
my  Amendment  1  wonld  appeal  to  the 
noble  YjitX  to  postpone  his  motion  for  a 
few  days,  lie  has  alie^idy  kindly  post- 
j)oned  it,  at  my  i-(M[uest,  from  last  Monday, 
hut  the  object  for  which  I  asked  that  the 


*LoKi)  GREVILLE :  In  the  absence  of 
my   noble  friend   Viscount  de  Vcjici,  I 
1  wish  to   ask  the  noble  Earl    the  Chiir- 
;  man  of  Committees  whether  it  is  possible 
to  give  instrnctions  to  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee that  no  further  powers  should  W 
I  granted  unless   a  promise  is  given  thut 
the  railway  will  be  extended  from  Mount- 
mellick  to  Mullingar,  a  distance  of  about 
thirty  miles.      The  County   Council  of 
West  Meath  have  petitioned  for  this  ex- 
tension,   and  they   will    appear    in   the 
proper  course. 

The  K\ul  of  MORLEY  :  In  reply  to 
the  question  put  to  me  by  the  noble  Lonl 
who  has  just  sat  down,  I  would  point  out 
that  instructions  are  never  given  in  this 
House   to   Private  Bill   Committees.     I 
think  it  would  be  very  unfortunate  indec<l 
if  this  precedent  were  broken  into  in  any 
case,   and  it   would  be  specially  incoii- 
venicnt  in  the  case  of  a  Joint  Commictet» 
of    an    exceptionally    strone    character. 
The  House  is  really   not   in  a  posidon 
to     understand'    the     bearings    of    the 
condition  which  my  noble  friend  would 
wish    to    instruct     the     Committee    to 
matter  should  be  postponed  has  not  been  ■  insert.     It  will  be  open  to  him  to  lay  hi* 
nttained.      A  large  and  very  importiint ;  views,  or  the  views  of  those  he  represeiiU 
<leputation  wait(Ml  o\\  the  Irish  Govern- 1  before   the   Committee,    who,  I  have  iio 
ment  about  a  week  ago   to  ask  for  the  |  doubt,  will  give  them  the  oonsideratioi! 
iippointment  of  a  Commission  to  inquire  I  they  deserve.     On  these  grounds  I  should 
into  the  whole  tpiestion  of  Irish  railways.  ;  deprecate  most  strongly  any  attempt  at 
They  iiskeil,  further,  that  these  particular  •  binding  the  discretion  of  the  Committee. 
Bills  should  bt;  suspencUid  until  that  C(mi-    With  regai-d  to  the  question  of  my  noble 
mission  had   reported.      The   answer   to    friend  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon  as  to 
that  prayer  has  not  yet  been  given,  and  \  the  postponement  of  the  motion,  I  woiiM 
^dl    I   would   ask  the  noble   l^arl  at  the  '  point  (mt  that  I  have  already  consented 
momciut  is  that  he  should  postpone  this  |  to  allow  the  Bills  to  stand  over  from  la.*t 
m(»tion  until  the  answer  of  the  (Tovern- !  Monday  till  to-<lay.    I  have  great  difliciilty 
ment  has  been  reeeived.    If  a  Commission  :  in   consenting  to  any   further  postpone- 
.sh(»uld  be  appoii\ted   I   take  it  that  the  !  ment.     It   is   very    important    that  the 
r>ills  would  be  suspended,  and  that  there  I  question   should    be    sent   down   to  the 
would  be  no  occasion  for  the  appointment !  House  of  Commons  ))efore  we  rise  for  ihf 
4)f  a   Joint   Conmiitt<;e.     Therefore  it  is  \  Ea^ster  holidays,  and  that  we  shonid,  if 
material  that  the  answt^r  of  the  Govern- 1  possible,  get  an  answer  from  the  Com- 
ment should  be  given  before  we  are  asked  j  mons  before  that  time  arrives.    Of  couri$e. 
to  attiiin  that  it  is  ilesirable  to  appoint  a  |  that  would  hv.  ]m]X)s$ible  if  I  postponed 
•loint  Committee.      If    the    (Toverimient  ' 
refuse    the    Commission,    then    I    should 
most  heaitily  concur  with  the  noble  Pkrl 
that  a  »Joint  Committee  would  be  a  very 
nuich  Vu'tter  tribunal  to  discuss  these  im- 
portiint Bills  than  a  Hybrid  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Connncjns,  or   an  ordinary 
Private   Bill  Connnittee.      But  until  we 
know  what  the  answer  of  the  Covernment 
as  I  venture  to  submit  that  it  is  somewhat 
])n'mature  to  l>ring  this  motion  forwanl. 


the  Bills  Jigain  till  next  week,  or  till  a 
later  period.  Moreover,  I  venture  t«» 
suggest  to  the  House  that  the  ca:ie 
of  my  noble  friend  for  a  further  post- 
ponement is  not  a  very  strong  oiie. 
He  spoke  of  a  Commission  to  inquin' 
generally  into  the  legislation  rcgiinliiig 
Irish  i-ailways.  I  pi'csume  that  the  noWe 
Lonl  would  have  no  idea  of  referriii;; 
these  individual  Bills  to  such  a  Coromiv 
sion.     These  Bills  must  l>e  dealt  with  hv 
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Parliament,  either  in  a  Joint  Committee 
or  in  the  ordinary  Committees  of  the  two 
Houses.  I  imagine,  judging  from  the 
length  of  time  inquiries  by  Commission 
take,  that  it  is  not  likely  that  such  an 
inquiry  by  a  Commission,  if  it  is  granted, 
would  be  completed  in  sufficient  time  to 
enable  these  Bills  to  be  dealt  with  in  the 
present  session  of  Parliament.  It  is 
hardly  fair  to  the  promoters  or,  indeed, 
to  the  opponents  of  the  Bills,  that  the 
consideration  of  them  should  be  further 
postponed. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  of  BRANDON  : 
Will  the  noble  Earl  tell  me  whether  I 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  moving  my 
Amendment  at  a  later  stage  in  the  event 
of  a  Commission  not  being  granted  ? 

The  Eaul  of  MOKLEY  :   It  is  open 
to  the  noble  Lord  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment such  as  that  of  which  he  has  given 
notice  at  a  later  stage.     If  the  House  of 
f  Ciommons  assent  to  the  appointment  of  a 
■    Joint  Committee  it  will  then  be  my  duty 
I   to  make  a  motion  appointing  the  Com- 
l .  mittee.      The  noble  Lord  can  move  his 
Amendment  then,  but  I  think  it  right  to 
inform  him  that  I  shall  feel  myself  bound 
to  oppose  it. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  of  BRANDON  : 
Then  I  need  not  trouble  the  House  by 
moving  my  Amendment  to-day. 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  that  a  Message  be  sent  to  the 
Commons  to  communicate  this  Resohi- 
tion,  and  to  desire  their  concurrence. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

TRADE    REPORTS. 
Annual  Series  :  No.   2,392.     Ti-ade  of 
Cura^oa  and  its  Dependencies. 

CHINA,   No.    1    (llKK)). 

Further  correspondence  respecting  the 
affairs  of  China  (in  continuation  of  China, 
Nos.  1  and  2.     (1899)). 

COLONIES. 
Papers  relating  to  university  education 
of  Komau  Catholics  in  ceitain  colonies. 


IRrSH   LAND   COMMISSION   (RULES). 
Rule,  dated   19th    March,   1900.  under 
the  Land  Purchase  Acts. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

RAILWAYS    (IRELAND)    ACT.     189(5 
(Rl.'LES). 

Order  in  Council,  dated  22nd  March, 
1900,  amending  the  Railways  (Ireland) 
Order,  1897. 

METROPOLITAN    CATTLE   MARKET. 

Account  of  moneys  received  and  piid 
hy  the  Chamberlain  of  the  City  of 
London  in  relation  to  the  Metropolitan 
Cattle  Market,  for  the  year  1899 ;  also 
an  account  of  extraordinary  works 
executed  other  than  general  repurs  for 
the  same  period. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

LONDON    GOVERNMENT    ACT,     1891) 
(METROPOLITAN    ROROUGHS). 

Draft  Orders  in  Council  for  the  esta- 
blishment of  the  metropolitan  boroughs 
of  Chelsea,  Finsbury,  Kensington,  and 
Paddington,  and  incoi-porating  the 
councils  thereof,  and  for  other  purposes 
connected  therewith.  Laid  before  the 
House  (pursuant  to  Act)  and  to  be 
printed.     (No.  40.) 


COPYRIGHT  RILL  [h.l.]. 

[Secoxu  Reading.] 

Oixler  of  the  day  for  the  Second  Reading 
read. 

I      Lord  MONKSWELL  :  My  Lords,  this 
i  Bill  is,  for  the  most  part,  word  for  word 
j  the  same  Bill  that   passed   through  the 
Select    Committee    of    your    Lordships' 
!  House   last   year.      In   two    particulars, 
however,  it   (lifters.       The  International 
'  Copyright  Clauses  have  l)een  re-drafted  l)y 
Ijord  Thring,  who  has  had  the  advice  of 
I  the  Foreign  Ottice.      The  Committee  are 
';  under  a  veiy    deep  obligation   to   Lord 
I  Thring  for  having  undertaken   this   ex- 
\  ceedingly  ditticult  tiusk,  and  for  re-<iraf ting 
the  international  clauses  in  such  a   way 
,  as  to  make   them    free  from    objt^ction. 
Ijonl  Thring  has  added  to  the  Bill  coitain 
,  Custom  House  Clauses  in  order  to  facili- 
tate its  working.  The  riuestion  of  colonial 
I  cop}'Tight   was  very  carefully  considered 
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Colonial  Office  or  of  the  colonies,  but  of 
ihe  promoters  of  this  Bill. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (The 
Earl  of  Halsbury)  :  I  do  not  wish  to 
commit  myself  to  the  merits  of  the  altera- 
tion, but  I  think  it  only  right,  in  justice 
to  the  noble  Lord  who  drafted  the  Bills, 
to  say  that  he  had  to  deal  with  a  mass  of 
confusion  which  none  but  a  lawyer  could 
properly  appreciate,  and  that  he  has 
mimaged  with  wonderful  skill  to  evolve 
liarmony  and  clearness  out  of  that  con- 
fusion. 

♦Lord  THRING  :  I  am  grateful  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  for  the  praise  he 
lias  bestowed  on  this  Bill.  I  cannot 
imagine  what  the  Colonial  Office  really 
mean.  The  Bill,  so  far  as  the  Colonial 
CHauscs  are  concerned,  is  practically  the 
aame  as  the  Bill  of  last  year.  It  is  true 
that  the  International  Clauses  have  been 
changed,  but  that  has  been  done  with  the 
approbation  of  the  Foreign  Office.  So 
lar  as  the  Colonial  Clauses  arc  concerned, 
there  is,  as  I  have  said,  no  substantial 
difference  whatever  between  the  present 
Sill  and  that  of  last  year. 

♦Lord  MONKSWELL:  The  nolJc 
Eanl  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
G^lonies  is  mistaken  in  assuming  that 
any  alteration  has  })cen  made  in  the 
Colonial  Clauses. 

On  Question  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^*, 
and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

The  following  Loi-ds  were  named  of 
the  Select  Committee — 

L.  Chancellor. 

K  Selborne. 

V.  Knutsford. 

L.  Balfoiu-. 

L.  Hatherton. 

L.  Monkswell. 

L.  Thring. 

L.  Farrer. 

L.  Welby. 

L.  Davoy. 

L.  Avebury. 


♦Lord  MONKSWELL :  My  Lords,  this 
Bill  comes  before  the  House  under  totally 
different  circumstances  from  those  of  the 
Literary  Copyiight  Bill.      The  latter  Bill 
passed   through   a  Select  Committee   of 
your  Lordships*  House,  but  the  evidence 
i  >vith  regard  to  the  Artistic  Cop3mght  Bill 
I  was  !iot  completed.     This  Bill  has  been 
absolutely  and  entirely  redrafted  by  LoiyI 
I  Thring,  and  it  therefore  differs,  not  only 
'  in  foim,  but  to  a  considerable  extent  in 
I  substance,  from  the  Bill  of  last  year.     I 
I  believe,  however,  tha£  those  interested  in 
the  production  and  sale  of  works  of  art 
I  will   greatly   pref(jr   the    Bill   as  it  now 
stands  to  the  Bill  of  last  year.     Wherciis 
last  j^ear  the  Bill  proposed  certain  restric- 
tions on  copyright,  both  as  to  the  place  of 
producing    the    artistic    work    and    the 
nationality    of     the    producer^    and     as 
to  registration,  the  Bill  as  it  at  present 
stands     sweeps     away     every     one     of 
those   conditions  and    gives   the  widest 
possible  copyright.      In  the  Bill  of  las'* 
year,    also,    a    longer    and     a     shorte 
term     of     copyright     were     given     foi 
different      kinds      of       artistic      work. 
This  Bill,  again,  sweeps  away  those  dis 
i  tinctions,  and  gives  the  longer  term  to 
!  every  description  of  artistic  work.    There 
I  are,  no  doubt,  other  more  or  less  substan- 
I  tial  differences  between  this  Bill  and  the 
1  Bill  of  last  year,  which  are  the  result,  to 
;  a  great  extent,  of  the  evidence  that  Mas 
\  put   1>efore   us.     I   will  not   attempt   to 
1  point  out  these  diffei-eiices,  partly  because 
I  admit  that  this  Bill  is  put  before  the 
House   in  ,a   t^intiitive  form,  and  partly 
because  there  was  such  a  great  difference 
of   opinion   between   the   witnesses    who 
were  examined  <us  to  the  interpretation 
of     last     year's    Bill    that    I    am     not 
able    to   say    with    confidence   in    what 
particulars  this  Bill  differs  from   the  one 
of  last  3'ear.     Whilst  for  the  form  we  are 
inde1)ted  to  Loitl  Thring,  as  regaixis  the 
substance  of  the  measure  Lord  Knutsford 
and  myself  were  consulted,  and  the  Bill 
in  its  present  form  must  be  considered  as 
1>eing  not  only  agreed  to  by  Lord  Thring 
i  and  myself,  but  also  by  Lord  Knutsford. 


Bill  retul  2"  (according  to  order),  and 


The  Committee   to  meet  on  Tui.'sday 
next  at  Twelve  o'clock,  and  to  appoint    referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
their  own  Cliaii-man. 


C01»YI{I<;HT  (AUTISTIC)  lUI.L  L"i.J. 
[SKcoxn  Kkading.  1 

Onier    of    the    day    for    the    Second 
Keading  read 


The  Fiords  following   were   named   of 
the  Select  Committee 

Jj.  Chancellor. 
K.  Selborne. 
V.  Knutsfonl. 


Gil 


(Joloniiil 
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L  Balfour. 
Ia.  Hatherton. 
L.  Monkswell. 
L.  Thring. 
L.  FaiTer. 
L.  Welhy. 
L.  I>avey. 
Ji.  Aveliury. 

The  Committee  t«»  meet  on  Tuesday 
iifxt,  at  Twelve  o'clock,  atid  to  appoint 
their  own  Ghaii*man. 

(X)LOMAL  DKKENCK. 
The  Earl  of  CAMI»EKI)0WX  :  I 
rise  to  ask  Her  Majtisty's  Goveniment 
(1)  whether  the  duty  of  self-<lefence  is 
imix)3ed  on  a  self-governing  colony  ;  (2) 
whether,  in  the  event  of  war  l>etween  Her 
Majesty  and  a  Foreign  Power,  a  self- 
governing  colony  can  declare  itself 
neuti-al ;  (.*])  whether  a  Colonial  Uoveni- 
ment  which  declines  to  call  out  its 
forces  or  otherwise  defend  the  colonial 
territory  against  invasion  is  liable 
to  compensate  those  who  suffer  damage 
within  the  tenitory  fioni  the  enemy. 
I  must  ask  the  indulgence  of  your  Ixml- 
shifis  while  I  say  a  few  words  upon  these 
questions.  They  i-efer  to  the  relations 
lH?tween  the  mother  country  and  her 
colonies  which  possess  responsiVile  govern- 
ment. Although  I  am  referring  in  a  special 
sense,  and,  perhaps,  almost  exclusively, 
to  the  British  Empire  and  the  colonies  of 
the  British  P^mpire,  l)ecaus(i  C4reat  Britain 
alone  has  pursued  a  system  of  education 
and  oi  watching  her  colonies  with  thii 
view  of  ultimately  conferring  uix>!i  them 
the  benefits  of  responsible  self-government, 
1  think  your  Lordshijw  will  also  see  that 
these  questions  refer  chiefly  to  the  colonies 
of  South  Africa,  and  to  the  position  of 
affairs  there  at  the  jnesent  time,  as  they 
have  hecii  revealed  to  us  by  the  Papers 
which  have  just  recently  l)een  laid  upon 
the  Table.  Kesponsible  goverinuent,  of 
course,  implies  certain  piivileges  and  also 
c(;rtain  ol)ligations,  l>ut  so  far  as  I  have 
be<.*n  a})le  to  ascertain  Great  Britiiin, 
when  c<mferring  the  privileges  of  resjxm- 
sible  self  -  government,  has  not  as 
a  lule  laid  down  in  definite  words 
the  corresponding  obligations  which 
the  colony  might  be  exjK'cted  to 
assume.  The  (luty  of  self  defence  is 
naturally  one  of  the  obligations  which  a 
colony  receiving  self  government  might 
be  expected  to  assume :  but  the  fii-st 
notice  of  it  that  appears  in  Parliament  is 


in  a  reaoliitiou  passed  in  the  yeir  \}!^^ 
i  without  a  division,  on  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
:  Arthur  Mills  : — 

''Resolved,  that  tlus  House,  vhile  kh&f 
;  reco^niiseM  the  claim  of  all  portioiH  oi  m 
•  i British  Euipire  on  Imperial  aid  against  pcA 
,  arising  fruiii  the  eonseqoenees  ol  bqcnd 
IH>licy.  b  of  opinion  that  colonies  tsmm^ 
;  the  nffhtrt  of  self-goremment  ooglit  to  vaks- 
I  take  the  main  responrability  of  proridnf  k 
I  their  own  internal  order  and  seeoriu,  ad 
i  onght  to  assiftt  in  their  own  external  detestt:' 

I  The   next  case,  and,  perhaps,  the  noa 

important,  is  that  which  is  to  be  foond  h 

the  Confedei-ation  of  Canada  Act^  1867, 

:  Imt  there  dl  duties  connected  with  idf 

i  defence  arc  expressly  reserved  for  tntt- 

i  mcnt  by  the  Colonial  ParliamenL    The 

clause  runs  thus : — 


"  The  exclnsive  authority  of  the 

of  Candida  extends  to  Militia,  Military, 
Naval  ser\'ice  and  defence." 

In  thi;^  case,  the   duty,   which    is 
implied  than  expressed  in  other  instaimw^ 
'  is  openly  and  explicitly  stated.     HIkb 
wc  come  to  the  case  of  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope  we  find   that  responsihk  Goren- 
ment   was    given    in   a   rather    pecnliir 
manner.     It  came   into   existence  there 
through  the  medium  of  an  Act  of  theCoiO' 
nial  Legislature, which  enabled  Minislersta 
sit  in  Parliament,  and  which  thereby  cco- 
'  veycd  the   privileges  of  self-goveimiiait 
without    further  mrect  allusion    to  tlui 
fact,     lliat  Act  was  passed  in  1872.    Bat 
in  the  Colonial  Forces  Act,  1892,  whereby 
the  Governor  appears  as  Comnianderiii- 
Chief,  it  is  stated  in  the  interpretation 
,  clause  that  the  wonl  "  (xovemor  "  mauu 
j  "Governor  acting  in  Council."     Thcre- 
I  foi-e,  when  acting  as  Commander-in-Qiief 
;  within    the    colony    the  Governor  acta 
i  by    and    with    the    advice    of     his  re- 
sponsible   Ministers.      As    to    a    cohnv 
;  declaring      itself      neutral,      I      should 
j  have    thought     the     position     perfectir 
;  clear    and    distinct.       The    colonies,   of 
:  course,  have    no  representation  abroad, 
and  they  have  no  foi-eign  policy  of  their 
own.    They  are  not  eon.sulted  witbregud 
to  war,  and  if  it  had  not  Ik^ii   for  the 
statement   which  is  conUiincd  in  Papers 
recently  laid  upon   the   Table,   I  should 
cei-tiiiniy  not  have  thought  it  worth  while 
to  put  the  <|uestion.     But,  ni}*  Lords^  on 
■  a  recent  occasion  in  the  Cape  Parliament, 
.  when  there  was  a  veiy  important  debate 
I  with  reference  to  the  passing  of  anunn- 

*  See   The    Partinmmfani    DtfH'trjt    [Thinl 
Series].  Vol.  clxv.,  jinj^e  HKfcL 
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iiition  through  Cape  Colony  into  the 
Omnge  Free  State,  Mr.  Schreiner,  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  the  course  of  the 
delMite,  used  very  remarkable  and  very 
important  words.*  He  had  l)een  saying 
that  he  believed  there  was  very  little 
chance  of  war ;  he  was  thoroughly  per- 
suaded that  there  would  he  no  war.  He 
said — 

'*  If  I  am  »till  to  see,  despite  luy  best  hoi)es 
and  my  deep  convictions,  that  South  Afri«i  is 
to  l»e  tlie  scene  of  war  l»etween  whiteH,  that 
one  rare  i»  to  be  setapiiiist  another  race  in  any 
part  of  Africa,  I  shallstill  say— and  1  say  this 
to-<lay,  not  merely  to  this  colony,  but  to  South 
Africa  and  he  world— that  I  shall  do  my  very  \ 
beat  to  niaintain  for  this  colony  the  position 
of  Mtanding  apart  and  aloof  from  the  struggle, 
both  with  regard  to  its  forces  and  \\\t\\  regard 
to  Its  people. 

Those  words  are  very  important  woi-ds, 
and,  of  course,  public  attention  was 
directed  to  them.  It  was  some  days  later, 
in  speaking  to  the  High  Commissioner 
(Sir  Alfred  Milner),  that  Mr.  Schreiner 
expressed  the  feeling  that  he  had  been 
greatly  misunderstood.  Perhaps  your 
Lordships  will  allow  me  to  read  a  short 
passage  from  the  despatch  in  which  Sir 
Alfred   Milner    descrilKJS   what  passed.! 

He  says — 

"  In  the  course  of  conversation,  Mr.  Schreiner 
expressed  the  feeling  that  his  explanations  on 
tlie  subject  in  the  House  of  Assembly  had  lieen 
ureatly  misunderstood.  He  protested  against 
«i»  words  being  interureted  as  a  declaration 
that  the  Colony  should  remain  neutral  in  case 
of  hostilities  tetween  Her  Majesty's  CJovern- 
nient  and  the  South  African  Itepublic.  He 
had  never  harboured  such  an  itlea.  I  replied 
that  in  my  opinion  his  words  were  open '  to 
this  (instruction,  and  that  I  regretted  them. 
In  reply,  he  went  on  to  explain  at  some 
lengtli  his  point  of  view.  The  gist  of  it  was 
that,  while  he  fully  admitted  that  in  case  of 
war  between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
any  other  State,  this  Colony  could  not  be 
neutral,  yet  he  felt  that  in  the  interests  of 
the  £mpire  itself  the  tw<»  main  objects  whicli 
Colonial  Ministers  should,  in  that  case,  keep  ; 
in  view,  would  be  to  prevent  civil  war  break-  | 
iiig  out  in  the  colony  and  to  guard  against  | 
the  <langers  of  a  native  rising.  Undoubtedly  i 
the  forces  of  the  colony  should  be  eraploye<l  ' 
to  i»rotect  the  colony,  and  he  would  regard 
any  Minister  as  most  culi>able  who  ran  any 
risk  of  damage  being  done  to  the  colony, 
either  from  the  South  African  Hepublic  or  the 
<  Grange  Free  State." 

In  those  words  the  Prime  Minister  rr- 
tnicted  what  was  the  natural  impresKioii 

*  Sec  Command  Pai>er  No.  43  (1!)0U). 
"  Further  Corresi»ondencc  Uelatiiig  to  A  flairs 
in  South  Africa,"  jMige  2^K 

t  Ibid.,  page  33. 


obtained  from  his  remarks,  and  practically 
undertook  that  in  the  event  of  war  he 
would  call  out  the  forces  of  the  colony  for 
its  protectio!!.  Unhappily,  with  regartl 
to  the  war  itself,  he  wjis  wrong.  I 
thoroughly  ]>elieve,  so  far  as  one  can 
judge  from  readiiii^  the  Pai)ers,  that  from 
the  very  first  Mr.  Schreiner  was  per- 
suaded— and  not  only"  was  he  persuaded 
but  he  was  assured  by  Presidetit  Steyn 
and  othei-s — that  there  would  be  no  war ; 
but  unfortunately  those  Jissurances  wei'e 
not  fulfilled.  But  when  the  war  arose, 
did  h(»  call  out  the  forces  of  the 
colony  1  Just  1)efore  the  outbreak  of  the 
war  consideralde  irriUition  existed  at 
Cape  Town,  1)ecause  whilst  ammunition 
ana  guns  had  been  permitted  to  pass 
freely  into  the  Free  State,  requests  for 
ammunition  and  guns  to  be  sent  to  Kim- 
berley  and  other  parts  of  the  colony  had 
been  refused.  Mr.  Schreiner  was,  no 
doubt,  fully  persuaded  that  his  reasons 
were  good  ones.  He  said  there  would  be 
no  war,  and  that  there  was  no  reason  for 
sending  ammunition,  but  when  the  war 
brok(5  out,  if  other  means  hiwl  not  been 
taken  to  arm  Kim})erley,  it  would,  ol 
necessity,  have  fallen  owing  to  the  action 
of  the  Colonial  Government.  There  was 
also  considerable  dissatisfaction  felt  at 
Cape  Town  because  Volunteers  were  not 
called  out  earlier  than  they  were.  How- 
ever, on  October  16,  a  few  days  after  the 
war  commenced,  the  Volunteers  were 
called  out  and  were  placed  under  the 
control  of  Sir  Hedvers  Buller.  But  a 
little  later  on — Novem]>cr  9 — the  Prime 
Minister  took  occasion  to  say  that  he 
woukl  not  call  out  the  burghers  for  the 
defence  of  the  colony,  and  he  sent  a 
minute  to  Sir  Alfred  Milner  embodying 
that  statement.  He  enclosed  a  circular 
which  he  had  sent  to  the  Civil  Commis- 
sioners and  to  the  resident  magistrates  of 
the  colony,  and  which  ran  as  follows  *—  - 

**It  has  been  represented  to  the  Prime 
Minister  that  an  iinpi'esHion  exists  that  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  (lovernment  to  call  out 
the  burj^her  fences  of  this  colony.  The  Prime 
Minister  dasires  nie,  therefore,  to  inform  you, 
and  to  direct  you  to  give  all  |>ossible  publicity 
to  the  fact,  that  it  is  not  intende<l  to  call  out 
the  burgher  forces,  that  it  is  considered  that 
the  military  forces  of  the  Crown  are  sufficient 
to  preserve,  or,  in  case  of  a  tem|K)rary  incursion 
of  the  enemy,  to  restore  orocr,  and  that  all 
that  is  cxpectetl  by  the  (lovenniient  of  the 
ordinary  citizen  is  that  he  sliould  remain  loyal 
to  Her  Majesty,  and  give  no  countenance  or 

*  See  Blue-b<H>k  last  referred  to,  jwige  212* 
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assistance  to  her  enemies  now  invading  this  f  are  involved.  The  first  question  is^. 
<^^<>°y-"  I  whether  the  duty  of  self-defence  is  ini- 

Just  consider  what  was  the  position  of  \  posed  on  a  self-governing  colony.  I  took 
the  Cape  Cohmy  at  that  particular  I  that  question,  in  the  fii'st  instance,  Ut 
moment.  In  Natal,  Ladysmith  had  just  mean  self-defence  in  the  event  of  actual 
been  besieged.  Kimberley  was  actually  ;  invasion.  If  that  had  been  the  question, 
being  beseiged.  The  north-etist  of  the  !  of  course  the  answer  is  that  a  self-govem- 
Cape  Colony,  and,  indeed,  the  north,  and  i  ing  colony  is  bound  to  do  all  it  can  in 
I  rather  think  even  a  portion  of  the  defence  of  its  own  territory  against 
west,  were  in  rebellion,  and  under  these  j  invasion,  but  1  should  add  thai 
circumstances  one  would  have  thought !  there  is  also  an  obligation  of  honmir, 
that  the  state  of  things  was  very  critic^il !  which  we  hold  to  l)e  absolute,  on  the 
as  regarded  the  colony  itself,  and  such  Jis  j  mother  country  to  do  what  she  can  to 
to  justify,  and,  indeed,  require  any  i  assist  the  colony.  But  I  rather  gsither  from 
measure  which  it  was  in  the  power  of  i  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  that-he  referred 
the  Colonial  Ministers  to  take  for  the ';  not  to  a  condition  of  affairs  resulting  from 
defence  of  the  territory.  As  all  events, '  actualinvasion,  but  to  what  I  may  call  the 
that  measure  was  not  taken,  and  th(^ '  general  position  as  l>etween  a  self-govern- 
result  was  that  the  colony  siiftered  j  ing  colony  and  the  mother  country  in 
damage.  The  Colonial  Ministei-s  had  I  normal  times  of  peace.  Well,  if  1  am 
not  done  all  that  was  in  their  power  |  right  in  supposing  that  that  was  the  point 
to  defend  their  territory.  The  injury  |  to  which  he  wished  to  <lirect  our  atten- 
was  not  confined  to  English  colonists,  j  tion,  the  answer  is  not  difficult.  The  rela- 
Loyal  Dutchmen  have  been  looted  just  as  '  tions  l)etween  the  mother  country  and 
much,  and  the  question  arises  :  Who  is  |  the  self-governing  colonies  in  respect  of 
responsible  f(^r  the  damage  which  has  been  |  an  attack  from   the  sea   are,    in   geueml 


done  ?  That  is  one  of  many  similar  <|ues- 
tions  which  will  have  to  be  answered  at 
no  distant  date.  In  the  first  instance,  no 
doubt,  the  persona  liable  will  be  the  Boera, 


principles,  that  the  land  defence  lies  in 
the  sphere  of  the  self-governing 
colony  and  the  defence  of  the  coal- 
ing    stations     or      from  sea      attack 


who  have  done  the  damage,  so  far  iis  it  is  |  lies  with  the  mother  country.  The  cases 
possilde  to  collect  piyment  from  them ;  \  where  a  self-governing  colony  is  liable  to 
but  when  you  have  passed  from  that  i  land  invasion  are  so  special  that  no  general 
point,  pray  who  is  then  to  l)e  Iia1>le '.'  Is  j  principles  have  ever  been  laid  down  in 
it  the  British  taxpayer,  or  does  the  re-  ;  connection  with  them  that  I  am  aware  of. 
course  of  the  Inirghei-s  who  have  suflered  I  As  reganls  the  second  question-  -whether, 
loss  lie  against  their  own  (xovernment,  1  in  the  event  of  war  betweeti  Her  Majesty 
which  did  not  do  all  that  was  in  their  '.  and  a  foreign  Power,  a  self-governing 
power  to  protect  them  ?  This  and  similar  i  colony  can  declare  itself  neutral- it  is 
questions  must  arise  within  a  \'ery  short  ,  perfectly  obvious  that  no  part  of  Her 
time.  It  is  no  good  passing  them  by  or  j  Majesty's  dominions  can  claim  to  lie  at 
attempting  to  ignore  them.  It  is,  usually,  1  peace  with  a  Power  with  which  Her 
our  unhappy  fate  to  be  too  late  in  the  !  Majesty  is  at  war.  Now,  the  third  qiies- 
consideration  of  African  affairs,  and  it  is  i  tion — whether  a  Colonial  Govenimeiit 
much  bettei'  that  these  things  should  be  !  which  declines  to  call  out  its  forces  or 
1)rought  before  thc^  public  now  and  be  '  othenvise  defend  the  colonial  territory 
considered  l>efoie  the  time  for  their  solu-  1  against  invasion  is  liable  to  compensiite 
tion  an-ives.  I  Ix'g  to  ask  the  (juestions  !  those  who  sutler  damage  within  the  terri- 
.standing  in  my  name.  '  tory  from  the  enemy — presents  a  purely 

j  a1)8tract  proposition,  Ixjcause  there  is  no 
TuK  Eaul  ok  SELHORXK  :  The  |  case  to  the  point  in  connection  with  the 
questions  of  the  noble  Lord  are  certainly  i  war  in  South  Africa.  It  is  a  matter  of 
very  wide  ones,  an<l  they  are  not  made  j  common  knowledge  that  the  Goveni- 
easier  to  answer  by  the  fact  that  they  have  I  ment  of  Xatal  has  done  all  it  can 
an  aV)stract  form  about  them  which  I  to  use  the  colonial  forces  to  repel  the 
lenders  specific  language  rathcM*  difficult.  ;  invasion  of  its  territory,  and  it  would  W 
I  wish  to  guard  myself,  in  endeavouring  1  perfectly  unjust  to  say  that  the  Cape 
to  answer  these  (lucstions,  from  any  Government  had  declined  to  call  out  its 
attempt  t(>  fianie  new  maxims  on  the  ;  forces.  It  has  ealled  out  its  Volunteers. 
complicat(Ml   constitutionjil   problems  that     It  has  calle<l  out   its  forc<»s  to  the  extent 
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to  which  it,  and  I  may  also  say  the 
Oovemment,  consider  it  twise  that  thoy 
should  be  called  out.  I  do  not  go  into 
the  question  of  the  exact  moment  at 
which  they  were  called  out,  nor  into  the 
rather  wide  points  involved  in  the  word 
•**  otherwise  "  in  the  noble  Lord's  question. 
I  must  not  be  understood  to  say  that  on 
-every  point  and  in  every  particular  the 
Cape  Ministry  has  held  the  views  of 
others  who  are  responsible  in  connection 
with  the  war,  but  it  would  not  be  just  or 
accurate  to  say  that  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment declined  to  call  out  its  forces  ;  and, 
in  connection  with  the  special  point 
the  noble  Lord  })rouffht  forward 
with  respect  to  the  burgher  forces,  I 
think  it  must  have  occurred  to  him 
that  some  of  the  burgher  forces  had 
much  better  not  have  been  called  out, 
because  it  is  only  a  matter  of  common 
notoriety  that  we  could  not  rely  0!i  the 
loyalty  of  all  the  burgher  forces.  Then, 
my  Lords,  when  I  am  asked  whether  such 
4fc  Grovemment,  on  the  hypothesis  in 
question,  is  under  a  certain  liability,  I 
must  decline  altogether  to  lay  down  the 
law  on  a  point  which,  I  think,  would 
puzzle  even  constitutional  lawyers  to 
answer — namely,  what  is  liability,  and 
under  what  conditions  would  liability 
intervene.  All  I  cati  say  in  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  noble  Lord — and  I  would 
point  out  that  he  has  only  referred  in  this 
question  to  one  class  of  possible  damage 
•consequent  upon  a  state  of  warfare— is 
that  the  damage  arises  from  other  causes 
than  that  referred  to  in  the  question. 
AVhat  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
aimed  at  from  the  ])oginning,  and  have 
openly  avowed,  is  to  endeavour  to  exact 
compensation,  to  those  to  whom 
it  is  due  from  those  who  have 
•caused  the  damage.  The  ques- 
tions involved  in  compensation  are  very 
K»mplicated  and  difficult.  They  concern 
the  Colonial  (Tovernment  as  well  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  first  care 
and  anxiety  in  the  question  of  compensa- 
tion naturally  lie  with  the  Colonial 
•Governments,  who  are,  in  the  first  place, 
responsible  to  the  parties  supposed  to  be 
injured,  and  it  is  for  them  to  take  steps 
in  co-operation  >Wth  Her  Majesty's 
•Government  to  see  that  compensation  is 
-exacted  from  those  who  caused  the 
•damage  and  paid  to  those  who  have 
.suffered.  All  I  cjin  sjiy  is  that  this  is, 
and  must  l)e,  a  matter  of  co-operation  and 
-consultation  between  the  Colonial  Govern- 


i  ments  and   Her   Majesty's  Government. 
The  (question  has  not  for  a  moment  bet^n 
\  lost  sight  of,   but  is  now  under  careful 
I  consideration. 


EDrCATlON  (SCOTLAND)   BILL  [H.L.j- 
FUNDS  AVAILABLE. 

Lord  TWEP:I)M0UTH  :  My  Lords, 
the  Motion  which  stands  in  my  nam(;  is 
not  conceived  in  any  feeling  of  hostility 
towards  the  Education  (Scotland)  Bill. 
On  the  contrary,  I  Ijelieve  that  if  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  can  give  the 
Return  for  which  I  ask  in  a  sufficiently 
detailed  form  it  will  provide  further  data 
for  argument  in  support  of  the  Bill,  and 
may  also  have  the  effect  of  providing  evt'U 
further  funds  to  Ix?  devoted  to  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Bill.  The  history  of  the  last 
fifteen  years  has  been  rich  in  instances  of 
grants-in-aid,  equivalent  grants,  and  the 
like.  Indeed,  1  think  that  those  who 
have  not  followed  the  subject  closely  may 
well  be  bewildered  with  regard  to  their 
number  and  the  purposes  for  which  they 
have  been  used,  atid,  while  I  do  not  for 
a  moment  question  the  good  intent  of 
those  grants  or  the  way  in  which  they 
have  been  applied  by  the  various  local 
bodies,  yet  I  cannot  but  feel  that  the 
utmost  benefit  has  not  been  got  out  of 
them,  that  in  many  instances  they  have 
been  frittered  away  without  conferring 
as  much  advantage  as  they  might  upon 
the  localities  to  which  they  were  given, 
and  that  even  in  the  cases  where  they 
have  been  applied  to  the  relief  of  rates,  or 
nominally  to  the  relief  of  rates,  the  relief 
has  been  infinitesimal,  and  they  have  been 
used  rather  as  funds  for  extra  expendi- 
ture which  might  not  properly  be  charged 
on  the  rates.  Three  of  these  funds  are  taken 
hold  of,  consoli<lated,  and  applied  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Bill,  but  in  the  speech 
which  my  noble  friend  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  made  in  introducing  the  Bill* 
he  adum])rated  an  intention  or  the  pos.si- 
bility  of  laying  some  charge  on  the 
£100,000  Equivalent  Grant.  It  is  with 
regai-d  to  each  of  the  three  funds  which 
are  named  within  the  four  comers  of  th<» 
Bill  that  I  ask  this  Return,  and  also  with 
regard  to  the  £100,000  Equivalent  Grant 
which  is  not  specially  named  in  the  Bill, 
})ut  which,  I  hope,  may  be  charged  to 
some  extent  for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill. 

*See  T/tr  Piii'Uamtntnry  iJchnfrs  [Fourth 
Series],  \'ol.  Ixxx.,  page  10.31  (16th  March, 
1900). 
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^n  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 


«i:?,^A.TION,  ETC.,  SCHEMES-OKDEHS 
IN  COL  NCI L. 

■Las  rRIME  MINISTER  AND  SECKE- 

iT'SZ^      OF     STATE    von    FOREIGN 

^^^JTRS     (The     Marquess    of    Salis- 

"^    t    My  Lords,  I  have  put  down  this 

"  for  a  Standing  Order  of  the  House 

.er  to  stop   up  a  gap — not  a  very 

one  —  in    the     working    of    our 

m^ory.  At  present  thei-e  are  a  certain 

ir  of  Ck>mmissions  and  other  bodies 

-"fci.    have  legislative  powers  to  this  ex- 

—that  they  can  make  a  scheme  and 

-^fc  ^n  the  Table  of  the  two  Houses  of 
"1  yHi^wient,  and  then  it  becomes  law  at 
K2ft»-^4i  of  a  certain  time  if  no  Address  is 
•^^Mmted  against  it.  It  is  obviously  a 
*i<5i.erable  abuse,  and  if  the  matter  was 
««3  important  it  would  1x5  a  gnn  e  abuse, 
\>y  the  delay  of  the  printer  in  circu- 
^  a  scheme  nobody  knows  of  its 
►t^nce  until  a  few  days  before  the  power 
^^^T€38ting  it  has  expired.  I  have  known 
■^■^^n  very  near  to  the  edge  of  the  time 
^^  is  allowed.  That,  clearly,  is  an 
'''%:»^te,  the  possibility  of  which  ought  not 
«2xist.  I  want  to  avoid  using  any 
^uage  which  would  intimate  that  any 
'^'•^ous  miscarriage  of  justice  or  of  public 
^^\icy  has  taken  place  ;  but,  still,  it  is  an 
_  yor  that  ought  to  l)e  prevented,  and  it 
!^^ll  be  prevented  by  saying  that  the 
•-^•»y  ing  on  the  Table — a  matter  over  which 
??""^^«  have  control — shall  not  takti  place 
[^"^^xtil  the  scheme  is  printed,  and  that, 
r  ivheu  it  is  printed,  it  shall  be  circulated 
I     to  peers. 

1^  Ordered,  That   where  by  Statute  any 

?*      scheme  before  it  cati   be  sanctioned  by  ' 

K.       Order  in  Council  is  ordered  to  lie  on  the 

\       Table  for  a  prescribed  num])er  of  days,  it 

shall  be  laid  on  the  Table  in  a  printed 

form,  and  not  otherwise  ;   and  thereupon 

shall    forthwith    be     circulated     to    the 

Members  of  this  House. — (77//'  Marqueaa  of 

Salisfntry.) 

COMMISSIONS    von    YKOMANHV 
OFFICEliS. 

Lord  NEWTON:  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  wheth(T  he  is 
able  to  state  the  conditions  upon  which 
commissions  in  the  Regular  cavalry  will 
1k5  gninted  to  Yeomanry  officers. 

♦The   Marwess  of  LANSDOWNE: 
We  propose  to  give  one  commission  in  the 


cavalry  to  each  Yeomanry  brigade,  upon 
the  following  conditions  : — The  candidate 
must  Ikj  medically  fit.  Selected  cjindi- 
dates  will  liave  to  attend  before  the 
medicid  Inmrd  in  London  ;  their  age  must 
!  be  above  twenty  and  under  thirty,  and 
they  must  be  luiman'ied.  These  are  the 
only  conditions. 

UETIllEl)  ARMY  OFFICERS  IN  THE 
MILITIA. 

Lord  RAGLAN  :  My  Lords,  I  b^g  to. 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  whether 
1  they    will    modify   the    rule    by   which 
retired     officers     of     the    Army     who 
are  sening  in  the  Militia  are,  on  embodi* 
ment,  deprived  of   theii-  retired  pay  or 
pension,   or  deprived  of  5  per  cent,  per 
annum   on   the  amount  of  any  gratuity 
they  may  have  received  for  past  services,, 
and  at  the  same  time  will  not  be  per- 
mitted  to  rc»ceive  the  gratuity  which  is. 
payable  to  Militia  officers  under  certain 
circumstances  on  disembodiment.     I  hope 
your  Lonlships  will   allow  me  to  say  a 
few  wonls  with  regard  to  this  question,, 
first,  liecause  of  the  great  importance  of  the 
subject,  and,  secondly,  because  my  noble 
friend  near   me   says  the  question  is  in- 
volved.    If  your  Lordships  will  bear  with 
me  for  a  few  moments   I  will  give  you 
some   instances  of  how  this   rule   really 
works.    The  general  rule  is  that  an  officer 
on   full   ptiy  caimot   receive  half  pay  or 
retired  pjiy.  Therefore,  when  a  retired  Army 
officer  who  is  in  receipt  of  retired  pay  or 
a  pension  of  any  description  is  embodied 
with  his  Militia,  and  thereby  goes  0!i  full 
pay,  he  loses  his  retired  pay  or  his  pension 
as  the  case  may  be.     The  working  of  this 
rule  is  exceedingly  haixi  in  many  ways^ 
Take  the  case  of  two  officers  who  have 
served  together  in  the  Army,  and  who 
leave    the   Army   at   the  same  time   on 
retired  piy  or  pensions.     One  officer  goes, 
into   the  Militia,  while  the  other  retires 
into  private  life.     On  the  embodiment  of 
the  Militia  in  the  event  of  war  or  for  any 
other    rciison    the    retired    officer    who 
belongs   to   the   Militia   is   c;Uled   up  to 
do  duty  with  the  Militia,  and  the  officer 
who  has  done  nothing  and  is  st.'ll  in  re- 
ceipt of  a  j)ension  is  called   back  to  do 
duty  with  the  Army.     The  latter  officer, 
on  returning  to  duty  in   the  Army,  re- 
ceived  a   gratuity   of    £100   to   provide 
himself  with  uniform.     He  has  for  a  cer- 
tain numbei-  of  years  done  nothing  what- 
ever (except  draw  his  ])ension,  sit  in  his 
clul>,  and  smoke  cigarettes.     He  has  not 
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served   his  country  in  any   way.     The  i 
other  officer  has  entered  the  Militia  and  j 
ilone  much  hard  work,  but  he  does  not ; 
^et  the  £100.  Again,  when  the  Militia  are  ; 
disembodied,    the     officers     of     Militia,  I 
having     been    embodied    for    a    certain  1 
amount  of  time,  are  entitled  to  a  gratuity,  , 
but    an  ex-officer   of   the   Army   is    not . 
entitled    to    this    gratuity.      Therefore,  \ 
to  use  a  common   phrase,   he  is  "  had  "  ' 
both  ways.     I  am  sure  the  rule  was  never  . 
intended  to  work  in  that  way.     Another  , 
important  question  is  the  amount  which  | 
is    deducted     from     officers    who    have  ! 
received  gratuities.     Some  officers  retire  j 
from  the  Army  having  received  a  lump  ; 
sum  down,  but  the  War  Office  proceed  to  ; 
<leduct  five  per  cent,  per  aimum  from  the 
pay  of  these  officers,  when  they  are  em- 
bodied, on  the  original  amount  of  their 
gi'atuity.     I  met  this  afternoon  a  relative 
of  my  own  who  is  in  command  of  em-, 
bodied   Militia  who  is  having  deducted  ' 
the  sum  of  £61    per  annum.     I  do  not ' 
like  to  characterise  the  action  of  the  War  : 
Office  in  this  matter  as  usurious,  but  five 
per  cent,  is  an  ideal  interest  which  no  one 
can  get  in  these  days,  and  the  reduction 
of  five  per  cent,  seems  to  me  more  worthy  ; 
of  the  late  lamented  Isaac  Gordon  than 
<  >f  the  Government  of  a  great  country.     I  : 
hope  the  nol)le  Marquess  will  see  his  way 
to  remove  this  great  injustice. 

■*The  MAuguEss  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
My  noble  friend  has  ex])lained  a  some- 
what intricate  case  with  much  graphic 
lM)wer,  though  not,  I  think,  with  absolute 
accuracy  on  one  oi-  two  points  of  detail. 
He  told  your  Lordships,  with  truth,  that 
the  practice  has  always  been  not  to  allow 
a  retired  officer  who  is  re-employed  to 
<h-aw  both  his  retired  pay  and  the  |)ay  of 
the  post  in  which  he  is  newly  employed. 
I  do  not  think  that  that  is,  in  j)nnciplc, 
an  unreasona])Ie  rule.  The  theory  is  that 
when  an  officer  retires  on  a  pension,  the 
State  has  a  b'en  upon  him,  and  may  recall 
him  tn  the  service.  When  he 
is  so  recalled,  I  think  it  is  per- 
fectly fair  to  tell  him  that  he  must 
for  a  time  cease  to  receive  his 
retired  i)ay  and  be  content  with  the  pay 
of  the  post  to  which  he  has  been  api)ointed. 
The  only  exception  from  that  rule  of 
which  I  am  aware  is  that  of  Militia  and 
Veomamy  ofiieers,  who  are  allowed  during 
the  period  of  preliminary  drill  and  training 
of  their  regiment  to  receive  both  retiied 
pay  and  active  pay.  And  as  that  exee})- 
Lonf  ItOf/laji. 


tion  existed  we  thought  it  a  reasonable 
thing,  in  the  case  of  embodied  Militia,  to 
allow  officers  for  a  period  of  one  month 
to  receive  both  active  and  retired  pay. 
The   noble  Lord  gave   us   the    case   of 
officers  who  had  retired,  not  on  a  pension, 
but  on  a  gratuity,  and  he  dwelt  upon  tbe 
hardship  of  the    present   practice.      It 
has    certainly   been   the   case   that  the 
gratuity    received   in   certain    cases   hv 
officers  on  their  retirement  has  been  re- 
garded in  the  regulations  as    being  in 
effect  a  commuted  pension,  and  in  order  to 
avoid  the  disparity  between  the  case  of 
the  officer  who  retires  on  a  pension  aiid 
the  case  of  his  brother  officer  who  retires 
on  a  gratuity,  it  has  been  usual  to  deduct 
from  the  pay  of  the  re-employed  officer  a 
sum  which  was  considered  to  be  equiva- 
lent to  the  income  which  he  would  have 
received    if    he   had    retired,    not  on  a 
gratuity,    but    on   a    pension.     I   think 
there     is    a     good    deal     to     be    ml 
for    the    logic     of     that     an-angemoiit, 
>)Ut      I      am      bound      to      say     that, 
having  considered  the  matter  very  atten- 
tively, I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  case  is  one  in  which  it  is  perhaps  not 
desirable  to  press  logic  too  far.     I  do  not 
think  that  when  you  come  to  consider  the 
facts  it  is  quite  fair  to  contend  that  the^e 
gratuities  are  really  commuted  pensions. 
They  are  sums  of  money  given  to  officers 
as  a  kind  of  inducement  to  them  to  retire 
at  a  comparatively  early  stage  of  their 
career,  in  order  to  expedite  the  flow  of 
promotion.     That,  I  believe,   is  the  accu- 
rate  history  of  these  gratuities.      That 
being  so,  I  am  inclined  to  hold  thsit  these 
gratuities    should    be    regaixled  as  final 
payments,    and    that    it    is    not  fair  to 
make  any  deduction  from  the  active  pay 
of  the  re-employed  officer.      I  will,  there- 
fore, not  accept  my  noble  fnend's  sugges- 
tion that  the  rate  of  deduction  should  W 
reduced,  but  I  am  prepared  to  mxy  that 
the  deduction  from   officers'   pay,  which 
has  hitherto  prevailed,  will  n«>  longer  W 
J  made.     Then  my  noble  friend  spoke  of 
the     gratuity    which    is    receivable    hv 
officers  of  emlM>died  Militia  liattalions  at 
the  (Mid  of  the  embodiment.     He  is  evi- 
dently under  the  impression  that  when  a 
r(^-empl<)yc^l  officer  comes  to  the  end  nf 
his  embodied  service,  he  is  not  coiisidere<l 
entitled  to  the  usual  gratuity.     That  is  a 
misapprehension    t>f    my   noble   friend's. 
The   only    ease    in     which    any    douht 
arises  is  the  case  in  which  a  re-employeti 
officer,  on  account  of  his  re-omployment. 


625 


Home  Defensirt* 


j21)  March  1900[ 


Foreea. 


G2(> 


Ixicomos  entitled  to  solne  addition  to  his 
existing  {KMision  orgi-atuitv.    Whore  that 
is  the  case  we  allow  the  otticer  to  receive 
either   the    increase   of    his    pension   or 
gi-atuity  to  which  his  embodied  service  in  ' 
the  Militia  entitles  him,  or  to  receive  the 
usual  gratuity  received  by  other  Militia  ; 
otticers.     He  may  make  the  bargain  which 
suits  him  best,  and  I  am  sure  my  noble  ' 
friend  will  admit  it  would  be  impossible  i 
to  treat  him  more  fairly  than  that. 

SUPKKSESSION    OF    MILITIA  I 

OFFICERS. 

Loud  liAGLAN :  I  have  one  other 
question  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess-  - 
namely,  whether  any  decision  has  been  i 
ariived  at  as  to  the  wholesale  super- 
session of  Militia  officers  in  South  Africa 
by  officers  of  other  and  junior  forces.  • 

♦The  MAiK^r^iss  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
When  the  noble  Lord  brought  this  matter  ' 
before  the  House  the  other  day*  I 
promised  him  I  would  tjike  the  advice  of  ; 
persons  better  acquainted  with  questions 
of  militiiry  precedence  than  a  civilian  can  , 
pretend  to  Ikj.  1  have  taken  that  advice,  ; 
and  I  am  sorry  to  tell  him  that  the  only  ' 
conclusioTi  I  Ciiu  come  to  is  that  the  super- 
session of  which  he  complains  must  con- 
tinue. I  do  not  think  he  is  c(uite  correct 
when  h(5  describes  it  iis  the  "  supersession 
of  militia  officers  in  South  Africa  by  officers 
of  other  and  junior  forces."  What  has 
happened  is  this.  We  have  given  to  officers 
in  the  Imperial  Yeomanry,  to  officers 
in  certain  Vohuiteer  companies,  and  to  , 
Militia  officers  attached  to  Line  regiments, 
commissions  in  the  llegular  Army.  We 
did  it  in  the  cases  of  the  Imperial  Yeomanry 
and  the  Imperial  Volunteers  because  the 
commissions  of  officers  in  these  branches 
of  the  service  did  not  confei-  upon  them 
any  right  of  conmiand  outside  the  United 
Kingdom.  To  meet  that  difficulty  we  had 
to  enlist  the  men  of  the  Imperial  Yeo- ; 
many  and  the  Imperial  Yolunteei-s  in  the 
Kegular  Army,  and  to  give  to  their 
officers  connnissions  in  the  Kegular  Army, 
and  the  result  has,  no  douV>t,  ])een  that 
these  officers,  in  virtue  of  holding  these 
temporary  commissions  in  the  Kegular 
Army,  do  t^ike  precedence  of  officers 
of  the  same  rank  in  the  Militia. 
I  can  understand  that  there  may 
be  some  little  feeling  of  sentiment 
about  this  matter  ;  but  1  am  fissured  that  ' 


*  See  iMijre  425  of  this  Voliniie. 


what  we  have  done  can  really  lead  to  very 
little  practical  inconvenience.  The  occa- 
sions upon  which  a  senior  Militia  officer 
would  find  himself  superseded  or  com- 
manded by  -a  junior  officer  of  the  sjime 
rank — say,  of  the  Imperial  Yeomanry  -  - 
would  be  very  few  and  far  between.  I 
would  be  very  glad  if  my  noble  friend  or 
anyone  else  would  suggest  a  solution  of 
the  difficulty  other  than  that  which  has 
commended  itself  tons :  ])ut  up  to  the  present 
it  has  not  been  forthcoming  ;  and  I  rather 
put  it  to  your  Lordships  that  this  is  one 
of  those  minor  inconveniences  to  which 
we  have  to  submit  in  time  of  war.  It  is. 
an  emergency  measure,  and  a  measure  of 
temporary  operation.  I  have  very  often; 
had  to  consider  questions  of  supersession 
in  the  Army,  and  no  doubt,  when  th(i 
case  is  one  in  which  an  officer  or  a  num- 
ber of  officers  are  permanently  siipei-seded. 
by  their  brother  officers,  the  matter 
becomes  very  serious,  ])ecause  then  th(^ 
eftect  is  a  lasting  one  upon  the  career  of 
the  superseded  officer ;  but  in  this  case 
the  matter  is,  as  your  Lonlships  are 
aware,  merely  one  of  tetnporary  import- 
ance.' These  commissions  in  thc^  Kegular 
Anny  are  given  to  officers  of  the  Imperial 
Yeomanry  and  the  Imperial  Volunteers 
only  while  the  war  lasts.  When  the 
war  is  over  the  officers  levert  to  their 
former  positions,  and  the  Militia  officers 
will  no  longer  be  junior  to  them. 

HOME  DEFENSIVE  FOKCES. 

Thk  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  Before  the 
House  adjourns  I  wish  to  put  a  question 
to  my  noble  friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  of  which  I  have  given  him 
piivate  notice.  It  refers  to  a  motion 
which  I  have  put  down  on  the  Paper  for 
a  future  sitting.  I  have  given  notice  to 
move  for  a  Keturn  showing  the  state  and. 
organisation  of  our  htmie  defensive  force 
on  20th  February,  1900.  T  wish  to  ask. 
my  noble  friend  whether  he  sees  any 
olijection  to  granting  such  a  Keturn. 

*TiiE  Marqikss  of  LANSDOWNE  :  I 
can  assure  the  no])le  Earl  that  I  am  most 
anxious  not  to  withhold  from  him  or  from 
your  Lordships'  House  any  information 
upon  such  points  as  those  which  are 
referred  to  in  the  motion  of  which  the 
noble  P^arl  has  given  notice,  but  I  must 
add  that  I  believe  it  would  be  contrary  to 
usage  and  not  in  the  public  interest  that 
the  Keturn  slujuld.  be  given,   and  if .  the 
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noble  Karl  moves  for  it  1  shall  with  much 
regret  be  obliged  to  ask  the  House  not  to 
give  it  to  him. 

The  Karl  df  WKMVSS:  I  must 
consider  whether  or  not  I  shall  move  for 
the  Hotui-n.  I  admit  that  the  terms  of 
the  Return  are  unusual,  l>ut  the  times  are 
unusual.  My  noble  friend  is  busily 
engaged  in  creating  an  emergency  army, 
^nd  it  is  an  emergency  Return  that  I  am 
asking  for,  and  one  which  I  think  we 
ought  to  have.  If  I  go  to  the  Foreign 
Military  Attaches  in  this  country  I  shall 
HO  doubt  be  able  to  get  the  information. 

*The  Marquess  of    LANSDOWNE  : 
Though  I  object  to  the  Return,  I  shall  be 


PRIVATE  BILL  PETITIONS  (STAXDINU 
OUDEUS  NOT  COMPLIED  WITHi. 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  TaJ»lc 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  Petition  for  the  following  Bill 
the  Stiinding  Orders  have  not  l>een  cmn- 
pliwl  with,  namely — 

Portland  Urban  District  Gas. 

Ordere<l,  That  the  Report  l)e  i-eferred 
to  the  Select  Ccmimittee  on  SUimlia^ 
Orders. 

LAND    BW;iSTliY    (NEW    BUU.IUN^iS. 
BILL. 

Ordered,  that  the  Examiners  of  Prti- 
tions  for  Private  Bills    do    examine  tbe 


vcrj  glad  to  give  the  noble  Earl,  if  he  :  Land  Registry  (New  Buildings)  Bill,  with 
will  be  good  enough  to  tusk  me  for  it,  any  respect  to  compliance  with  the  Standing 
information  or  access  to  any  official  docu-  Orders  relative  to  Private  Bill.— </V. 
ments  ho  may  desire.  Forqnhar.^ii.) 


XEW  JilLL 

SALE     OF    INTOXUWTING      LU^UOUS 
TO  CHILDKEN  (IRELAND)  151 LL  [Lords.] 

ABilltoprohibit  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  to  children  was  presented  by  the 
Lord  Sudley  (E.  Arran)  (for  the  Viscount 
Templetown)  :  read   1"  ;    to  be   printed. 


and    to   be 
<No.  41.) 


read    2« 


Tuesday   next 


House  ji(ljouriie<l  at  live  min- 
utes 1>efore  Six  of  the 
clock  till  To-morrow 
half  past  Ten  of  the 
<^lock. 


WOUSE    OF     CM)MMOXS. 

r//«iW/(//,   '2M  Mnrrh,  1900. 

PinVATE    HILL    nr^IXESS, 

nMUVATK  lULLS  (STANOINt;  OKDEK  02 
(^OMPLIKD  WITH). 

Mr.  Spkakek  laid  \x\)o\\  the  Table 
Koport  from  one  of  the  lOxaminers  of 
Petition.s  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
lase  of  the  following  Bill,  referrwl  on  the 
Firet  Reading  thereof.  Standing  Onler 
No.  62  has  been  complied  with,  namely — 

London  an<l  India  Docks  Joint   Com- 
mittee Hill. 

Oixlereil,  That  the  Bill  bi'  n^ad  a  second 
time. 

The  }fnrq(i*.<.<  of  LimstJitfrnt . 


AmORIE,  COATBRIDGF^  AND  DISTKHT 
WATER    TRUST    BILL. 

MORECAMBE    URBAN    DISTRICT 
(  OUNCIL    (iAS  BILL. 

OSSET    CORPORATION    GAS    BILL 
liead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

GREAT    EASTERN     RAILWAY    BILL 

(;REAT    NORTHERN    RAILWAY    BILL 

NORTH     WARWICKSHIRE    WATEK 
BILL. 

SPALDINli  URBAN  DISTRICT  COUXCIL 
(WATER)    HILL. 

As  amended,  considereil ;    to  he   rw«l 
the  thini  time. 

UNIVERSAL  LIFE  ASSURAXUE 

SOCIETY  BILL  IIx)nl8]lSTAMP  DUTII->>). 

CouHidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

liesolvt»d,  That  it  is  expedient  to  uuthcK 
rise  the  imj)osition  of  the  following  Stamp 
Duties  upon  certain  Memorials  under  any 
Act  of  the  present  Session  relating  to  the 
Univei^sal  Life  Assurance  Society,  namely 
-For  and  up(m  the  First  Memorial  en- 
rolled of  the  names  of  persons  who  shall 
1h>  (h»emed,  held,  and  taken  to  he  TnistiH* 
.  of  the  Society,  the  sum  of  Five 
pounds ;  and  upon  every  other  such 
Memorial  in  which  the  name  of  Jiny 
person  shall  for  the  first  time  l>e  insi^rteii 
as  a  Tiiistee  of  the  Society,  the  sum  of 
Five  ]K>unds. 

Ke.solution  to  Ik;  reinirti'd  To-morrow. 


629 


f/>mhii  Water 


29  March  1900}  {Pnrdow)  Jii/l. 


030 


LOWESTOFT   RAILWAY    HILL.  1  whether    the  proper  method   of  dettling 

Order  ri9th  February]  that  the  Lowes- 1  with  the  London  water  companies    was 
toft  Railway  Bill  1)6  committed,  read,  and    by  control   or   purchase.      That  was  the 


discharged, 

Ordered,  That  the 
— {IM  Farquhnrso)!.) 


i: 


Bill  l)e  withdrawn. 


LONDON 


WATER    (PURCHASE) 
(RY   ORDER). 


statement  mjwle  by  the  President  of  the 

LocjU  Government  Board,  who,  speaking 

jit  the  time  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 

\  further  indicate<l  that  his  personal   pre- 

:  dilection  was  in  the  direction  of  control. 

lULL    The   nght   hon.  Gentleman   said  that  a 

Commission  ought  to  be  appointed  to  set 

at  rest  that  question.      The  Commission 

was   accoi-dingly   appointed,   and  it   has 

decided  the  point,  and  I  think  that  the 

Ixxly  which   has  hitherto  promoted  these 

Bills   is   only   doing   its   duty  in  calling 

upon   this   House   to   supplement  to  the 

best   of  its   ability   the  decision  of  that 

Mr.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hoxton) :  ,  Royal    Commission.       It  may  be  asked. 


Order  reati,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Del>ate  on  Question  [22nd  March],  '*That 
the  BiU  be  now  rciul  a  second  time." 


Question  again 
sumed. 


proposed.     Deliate  re- 


When,  on  a  previous  occasion,  I  had  to 
move  the  Second  Reading  of  a  Bill 
similar  to  this,  the  main  object  of  my  re- 
marks was  to  establish  the  points  that 
purchase  was  a  good  thing,  that  it 
was  desirable,  in  the  interests  of  the 
public,  that  there  should  be  purchase  by 
some  public  authority,  and  that  the  exi- 

f:encies  of  the  future  supply  of  water  to 
iOndou  would  be  best  met  by  placing  the 
various  water  undertakings  in  the  hands 
of  some  public  authority.  But  these 
points  no  longer  need  to  be  argued.  A 
Koyal  Commission  was  established  espe- 


Why  not  wait  until  next  year  ?  But  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  in  1895  I 
urged  that  the  solution  of  the  water  ques- 
tion by  purchase  was  urgent  iuid  prffss- 
ing.  Everything  that  has  happened  since 
that  date  has,  I  believe,  shown  the  pro- 
priety of  that  statement,  and  that  has 
occurred  which  I  then  suggested  was 
likely  to  take  place.  Enormous  extra 
concessions  have  been  given  to  the  various 
water  companies.  They  have  conferred 
upon  those  compmies  valuable  assets 
which,  if  purchase  hml  been  carried  out 
at  the  date  I  first  )>rought  it  before  thti 


cially  for  the  piu^xise  of  deciding,  among    House,  would  have  accrued  in  the  hands 


other  things,  whether  control  or  purchase 
was  the  right  method  of  procedure  in 
this  matter,  and  it  has  undoubtedly  re- 
ported with  unanimity  in  favour  of  the 
purchase  of  the  London  water  companies' 
imdertakings  by  some  public  authority. 
I  cannot  but  be  glad  that  that  contest, 
which  lasted  so  many  years,  has  been 
decided  by  so  great  an  authonty  in  the 
direction  in  which,  on  behalf  of  the 
London  County  Council,  I  urged  in  this 
House  five  years  ago  that  it  should  be 
decided.  I  see  it  is  stated  by  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Bill  that  the  measure  which 
I  have  before  the  House  now  has  been  re- 
peatedly brought  forward.  But,  although 
in  the  year  1897  I  did  bring  in  a  measure 
on  somewhat  similar  lines,  I  would  beg 
the  House  to  remember  that  it  differed  in 
one  or  two  important  details    from  the 


of  the  public,  and  would  not  have  had  to 
be  re-purchased  from  the  companies  to 
whom  they  had  been  given.  I  believe; 
these  concessions  represent  an  amount 
not  very  short  of  one-third  of  the  whole 
existing  capital  of  the  companies,  and 
additions  are  still  being  made  in  that 
direction.  p]ven  in  the  present  session  of 
Parliament  we  have  i>assed  the  Second 
Reading  of  two  Bills,  which  add  \'erv 
considerable  additional  amounts  to  the 
capital  of  the  compinies  j>romoting  them, 
and  at  a  later  stage  of  to-day's  pnxieed- 
ings  we  shall  he  called  u|)on  to  consider  a 
Bill  which  proposes  to  give  a  very  great 
asset  to  the  com[jiuiies  in  the  shaije  of 
power  to  draw  an  almost  imlimited  supj)ly 
of  water  from  the  river  Thames.  We 
have  had,  in  the  case  of  almost 
every  Bill,  to  conten<l  for  the  mainten- 


Act  of  1895,  and  that  the  tirst  iict  of  the  !  ance  of  what  is  called  a  sinking  fund.     At 

gi'cat  expense  to  the  ratepayers  of  Lon- 
don, we  have  had  to  secure  the  insertion 
of  such  a  provision  in  the  various  Bills. 
We  have  also  had  tf>  gel  inserted  in 
seveml  of  the  Bills  a  clause  stating  that 
the  concession  granted  would  not  in  the 


present  Hoase  was  to  reverse  the  decision 
taken  in  the  previous  session.  I  would 
nlso  point  out  to  hon.  Gentlemen  that  the 
basis  of  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  was  that 
there  had  not  been  a  sufficiently  authori- 
tative   pronouncement    upon    the   point 
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ON  »'iU  uf  purchast»  b(^  lijihlo  to  be  tn-uted 
ii>  :t  valuahle  asset  of  the  conijKiny.     Hut  ' 
both  these  provisions  have  Immmi  (nuitted 
fn»rn    the   Kills    we   have  ]»efore  us  this 
se>sion,  and  we  stand  in  jeojMirdy  also  of 
losing  the  power  we  ah'eady  |)ossess  to  pre- 
vrnta  valualjle  asset  l»eing a  eharge  against 
ns  in  the  event  of  purehase.     'J'he  clause 
pi'ovij^ing  that  a  concession  granted  to  a 
company  sliould  not  be  reckoned  as  an 
asset   which    we    wei-e  to  purchas(»,   was 
practiciUIy  first  introduced  in  the  Staines 
lieservoir  Bill  ot  ISDG,  being  copied  from 
an  older  Hill  of  little  imi)ortance.     How 
<lid  that  clause  c<.)me  to   be  intrcKluced  ? 
In    IH'JG,   when  our  Purchase   Hills  were 
rejected,   W(^  complained  that    Hills  were 
being  [jiissed  giving  the  comiwiu'es   larg(^ 
concessions,    and    the     President    of   the 
Local  Ciovernment   Hoard   met   us    very 
faiily,  and  siicured  the  a(h)ption  of  an  In- 
struction to  the  Committee,   to  the  etlect 
thai   they   should    not   make   a    greater 
amount  of  concession  than   was  necessiuy 
for  the  immediate  re<iuirements  of  the  case. 
When  we  cauie  to  discuss  tlu'StainesHcser- 
voir  scheme,  which  gjive  larger  additional 
p<  »wers  over  the  Thames  to  the  compjuiies, 
it  was  perfectly  ol)vious  to  the  C<mmiittee  , 
tliat  a  portion  of  a  reservoir  could  not  l)e  I 
constructed,  and  that  it  would  ])e  neces-  \ 
sary,  if  the  scheme  were  jiiissed  at  all,  to  | 
pa^s  it  as  a  whole.     We  a(h>pted  this  plan 
to  meet  the  spirit,  if  not  the  letter  of  the 
right  hon.  (ientlcman  s  Instruction.     We  . 
p;issed  the  schefnc,  but  w<^  also  inserted  a 
eliiuseto  the  etl'ect  that  in   the  event   of 
purchase    the  concession   sh<»uhl    not   l>e 
rrckoned  as  an  asset  of  the  com])afties  for 
which  we  weie  t(>  pay,     The  clause  has  \ 
siiire  been  {i(h>pted   in   other    Hills.       At  i 
that  tinu\  we  anticiiwted  that  the  <(ues- 
tion    of  purchase   would   be  settled  in  a  ; 
short  time,   and,  Jiccordingly,  ww  antici-  ' 
]>ate.d  that  the  clause  wouhl  remain    in 
operation  for  j't'ven  yeai-s.     It  will,  there-  , 
tnre,  cease  to  exist   in   IDO.'J,  and    unless 
tin*   jmrchase   of   the   compuiics'    under- 
t:! kings  is  carried  out  before  that  year,  , 
the  object  and  intention  of  the  clause,  as 
well  as  of  the  Instruction   of  the  House 
n|)<.»n  whi(rh  it   was  fi-amed,   will  be  frus- 
trated.    I  wish  t(i  point  out  the  extreme 
im[)ortance  of  this.       If  the  Hill  is  pissed 
tliis    yea?'    it     cannot     ])ecome    law   till  ■ 
tc.waixls  the  encl  of  tli(^  year,  and  a  whole  ' 
s.'iies  of  arbitiations  will  have  to  be  com- 
plried  before  the  period  f  have  indicate<l. 
lryou(h'fer  it  until   next  year  -  and  in 
tlii>j  connection    we  must  not   forget  the 
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imminence  of  a  General  Election—there 
is  gr($at  danger  that  the  purchase  sciieme 
will  l>c  so  delayed  that  humanly  speaking 
it  will  Ih)  impossible  to  complete  the 
arbitrations  in  time.  This  cLiuse  wuuM 
then  cease  to  be  operative,  and  the  conces- 
sions would  become  a  valuable  asset  of 
the  compmies.  Is  it  not,  therefore,  owr 
duty  to  urge  the  House  to  pass  these  Pur- 
chase Hills  immediately  ?  We  are  aware 
of  the  great  loss  which  must  he 
cause<l  to  the  mtcpayers  of  LoihIod 
if  we  (h)  not  pass  the  Par- 
chase  Hills  in  the  pn*sent  session. 
1  am  prepire<l  to  make  concessions  under 
those  circumstances.  The  Government 
are  already  in  p)8session  of  what  practi- 
cally these  p>ints  amount  to.  In  theBilL 
apu't  fi"om  the  great  governing  question 
of  ])urchase,  there  have  Iwen  certain 
difi'erences  (jf  opinion  on  ])artieular  clauK& 
In  the  first  place  there  is  the  clause  which 
suggests  that  we  should  lie  free  to 
sepirate  the  water  supply  in  its  sources 
as  well  as  in  the  bulk  to  supply  the  dut- 
>i(le  art?as.  That  separation  was  not  part 
of  our  policy.  an<l  it  is  an  endeavour  on 
our  pirt  to  meet  the  outside  areas.  If 
that  is  not  successful  in  meeting  their 
views,  an<l  if  it  is  the  desire  of  the  Hoiue 
that  that  clause  should  be  modified,  we 
ai-e  perfectly  prepared  to  do  sa 
The  second  is  the  arbitration  daiiw. 
We  submit  that  under  the  circumstances 
in  which  we  brought  in  our  Bill  a  few- 
years  ago  it  was  necessary  to  instruct  the 
arbitrator  m\  different  points,  but  much 
has  happened  since  then.  These  pointu 
have  l>een  brought  l)efore  the  Koyal 
C.\mimission  and  the  public,  and  I  am  free 
to  say  that  if  we  can  get  our  Bill  this 
session,  and  if  purcha.se  can  be  secured 
this  session,  we  will  l)e  willing  to  accept 
an  arbitration  clause  which  is  not  in  oiu* 
opinion  as  goorl  as  we  could  wish.  That 
is  to  Siiy,  we  shall  be  prepared  to  accept- 
the  arbitnition  clause  shadowed  by  the 
Koyal  Conunission  on  the  lines  of  the 
Land  Clauses  Act,  with  a  special  arbitra- 
tion trilmnal,  and  the  omission  of  a 
solatium  for  compulsory  ])urchase.  That 
is  a  <listinct  endeavour  on  our  part  to 
meet  the  situation  in  onler  to  secure 
purchase  this  year,  but  if  the  Bill  is  not 
piss(»d  this  session  then  the  qnkl  pm  ipto 
under  which  we  offer  these  concessions 
would  not  be  obtainal>le  by  atid  by.  Now 
1  come  to  the  question  of  the  authority. 
I  admit  at  once  that  the  Koyal  Commis- 
sion has  siiid  that  it  clid  not  approve  of 
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the  London  County  Council  as  the  autho- 
rity for  management.  [Cheers.]  That 
meets  with  the  response  which  is 
naturally  to  be  expected  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  be- 
cause it  is  in  accordance  with  the  views 
which  they  have  quite  consistently  held. 
I  do  not  object  to  their  position  in  the 
matter  at  all,  but  I  say  that  we  are  per- 
fectly prepared  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
House  generally,  and  of  all  concerned. 
So  anxious  are  we  to  secure  purchase 
this  year  by  some  public  authority 
and  set  the  question  at  rest,  that  we 
are  prepared  to  purchase  in  trust  for  any 
authority  that  may  be  created,  and  we 
will  reserve  to  ourselves  no  more  right  in 
connection  with  that  authority  than  the 
right  every  hon.  Member  has  of  dealing 
with  any  measure  coming  before  the 
House.  The  House  will  at  any  rate  see 
that  I  am  dealing  frankly  with  the  points 
at  issue.  I  go  further.  This  Bill  was 
drafted  in  view  of  what  the  Royal  Com- 
mission might  possibly  report.  We  were 
not  aware  what  it  would  report,  but  we 
had  to  bear  the  Report  in  mind.  Let  me 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  Clause 
34,  because  I  do  not  think  that  much 
attention  has  1)een  paid  to  it.  It  states  that 
the  Council  shall  appoint  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  water  supply  a  committee 
which  may  comprise  as  members  persons  not 
being  members  of  the  Council,  and  that 
the  Council  shall  delegate  absolutely  to 
sach  committee  any  power  with  reference 
to  the  management  and  administration  of 
l^e  water  supply-  If  that  managing  body 
'  be  not  capable  of  giving  satisfaction  to  all 
concerned,  then  any  persons  concerned 
or  the  Government  will  be  free  to 
introduce  a  measure  to  substitute  another 
authority  ;  and  as  regards  such  a  measure 
we  reserve  only  the  power  which  every 
hon.  Member  possesses  in  respect  of  any 
measure  for  which  the  approval  of  the 
House  is  asked.  Under  Clause  25  of  this 
Bill  we  actually  empower  urban  councils 
and  urban  and  rural  district  councils 
which  may  be  concerned  to  introduce  a 
Bill  for  altering  or  amending  this  Act  in 
«o  far  as  it  relates  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  authority  to  manage  the 
water  supply  of  tlte  metropolis,  and  we 
ialso  empower  these  bodies  to  act  if 
they  choose  as  petitioners  against 
any  such  Bill,  the  clause  stating,  ''it 
bemg  the  intention  of  this  Act  not  to 

3rejadice  any  such  question."     It  is  very 
ifficolt,  after  what  I  have  now  said,  for 
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any  hon.  Member  to  state,  as  has  been 
stated  in  the  circulars  which  have  been 
issued,  that  this  Bill  is  absolutely  opposed 
to  every  recommendation  of  the  Royal 
Commission.  It  is  not  so.  I  have 
shown  our  Avillingness  and  desire  to 
amend  the  measure,  provided  we  can 
i  secure  its  passage  this  session.  I  have 
I  shown  that,  although  the  County  Council 
I  would  be  the  purchasing  body,  another 
body  would  afterwards  be  the  managing 
body.  There  is  nothing  in  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  against  that 
position  of  affairs.  It  was  not  as  a  pur 
chasing  body  that  the  Royal  Commission 
made  any  objection  to  the  County  Coun- 
cil ;  it  was  to  it  as  the  body  to  control 
the  supply  after  purchase  was  effected. 
There  is  a  great  point  in  that,  because  I 
am  strongly  of  opinion  that  whatever 
body  you  choose  ultimately  to  create  to 
control  and  manage  the  water  supply  it 
will  have  to  have  recourse  in  the  first 
instance  to  the  London  County  Council  to 
effect  the  purchase.  [An  Hon.  Member  : 
Why  ?]  The  reason  is  that,  in  order  to 
effectually  carry  through  a  purchase 
arbitration  and  the  long  negotiations 
connected  with  it,  you  must  have  some 
body  which  thoroughly  understands  the 
case.  If  you  create  a  new  body,  it  will 
have  to  spend  years  in-eecuring  for  itseli 
the  necessary  information,  and  also  in 
securing  officers  acquainted  with  the  sub- 
ject to  carry  through  the  purchase.  We 
have  these  officers  in  the  London  County 
Council,  and  therefore  you  will  delay 
purchase  inaefinitely  if  you  create  an 
authority  to  purchase  as  well  as  to  manage. 
There  have  been  great  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  creating  an  authority  for  managing 
the  water  supply  of  London,  but  a  large 
portion  of  these  difficulties  arose  from  the 
water  companies  themselves,  and  if  these 
companies  were  out  of  the  way  and  satis- 
fied, I  believe,  although  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult, it  would,  at  any  rate,  at  least  be 
possible  to  construct  an  authority  capable 
of  managing  the  London  water  supply. 
I  have  given  reasons  for  the  immediate 
passing  of  this  Bill,  and  I  have  indicated 
the  concessions  which  under  these  circum- 
stances we  should  be  prepared  to  make.  I 
hope  I  have  not  detained  the  House  too 
long.  The  measure  is  intricate,  but  is^ 
yet  framed  on  such  large  lines  that  if 
they  be  steadily  adhered  to  it  will  not  be 
difficult  for  the  House  to  arrive  at  a  deci- 
sion. I  thank  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  for  their  patient  and 
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kindly  attention.  Even  the  hon.  Members 
who  differ  from  me  respect,  I  hope,  my 
Wows  as  I  respect  their  views.  In  con- 
clusion, I  move  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill. 

♦Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea) :  My  hon. 
friend  has  made  an  ingenious  and  inter- 
esting speech,  but  I  think  the  bulk 
of  his  arguments  has  been  directed 
to  support  a  Bill  which  is  not  yet 
drafted.  He  has  not  said  much 
about  the  London  Water  Purchase  Bill 
which  is  now  before  us,  but  he  said  a 
great  deal  in  favour  of  a  purely  hypo- 
thetical Bill.  What  is  the  real  principle 
of  the  Bill  now  Injfore  the  House  1  It  is 
that  the  London  County  Council  should 
be  the  purchaser  of  the  water  under- 
takings of  the  eight  London  water 
companies,  and  that  after  purchase  the 
Council  should  remain  the  owner  and 
work  the  business  within  its  own  area,  but 
that  with  regai-d  to  outside  areas  the 
Council  should  transfer  the  property 
and  working  of  the  undertakings  to 
dilFerent  local  authorities.  That  is  an 
inseparable  part  of  the  policy  which 
the  London  County  Council  has  always 
adopted  in  connection  with  these 
Bills.  May  I  Jisk  the  House  to  recall 
how  during  this  Parliament  the  House  of 
Commons  has  treated  Bills  dealing  with 
the  London  water  <(ucstion  on  these  lines  1 
In  181K)  the  first  Bill  Iwised  on  these  lines 
wjus  bnnight  in  and  wjis  rejected  on 
Second  Reading  by  a  majority  of  1.62. 
In  1897  a  similar  Bill  was  introduced  and 
its  Second  Reading  wiis  defeated  by  a 
majority  of  L'^'>.  In  that  year  the 
Governinent  promised  that  they  would 
apj>oint  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  ([uestion,  and  in  May  of 
that  year  the  Commission  wjis  appointed. 
The  London  County  Council  recognised 
the  futility  of  proceeding  with  these  Bills 
pending  the  Report  of  the  Koyal  Com- 
mission, and  in  1898  no  Bill  wjis  intro- 
duced. In  the  summer  of  1898  there  un- 
fortunately occurred  a  scarcity  of  water 
in  the  P^ast  End  of  London,  and  im- 
pelled by  that  fact-  -I  do  not  com- 
plain of  its  action  —  the  County 
Council  very  naturally  introduced  two 
Bills  dealing  with  this  question — the 
London  WaterPurchase  Bill  and  the  Welsh 
Supply  Bill.  What  happened  ?  When 
the  Welsh  Supply  Bill  came  on  for  Second 
Reading  it  was  met  by  an  Amendment, 
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that  the  House  thought  it  was  undem^ 
able  to  deal  with  it  until  the  Royal  Coo- 
mission  had  reported,  and  that  Amendmem 
was  carried  by  a  considerable  majoritj. 
The  London  Water  Purchase  Bill  w» 
postponed  from  time  to  time,  and  ulti- 
mately withdrawn.  The  House  of  Cob- 
mons,  then,  has  always  treated  the  pobj 
of  the  London  County  Council  in  thi 
way.  It  has  absolutely  refused  to  auK- 
tion  their  main  policy  of  purchase  of  the 
water  companies  undertakings,  and  at  \ht 
same  time  it  has  attached  great  weight  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Royal  Communon^ 
and  had  practically  declared,  that  when 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  wu 
presented  to  the  House  it  would  attsdi 
very  commanding  weight  to  its  reoon- 
mendations.  Well,  the  Royal  Commii- 
sion  was  appointed  in  1897.  It  was  com- 
posed of  men  of  all  views,  men  of  greit 
distinction  in  many  walks  of  life.  Iti 
proceedings  were  protracted,  some  aid 
too  protracted.  The  Commission  cer- 
tainly made  a  very  exhaustive  inquiry, 
and  ultimately  reported  at  the  beginning 
of  this  year.  Their  report  mi 
a  unanimous  report ;  and  I  think 
everybody  who  has  studied  it  will  agree 
— I  know  that  the  leaders  of  the  Frognt- 
sive  party  in  the  London  County  GonneQ 
admit  it — that  the  Report  is  a  singuliriT 
clear  and  able  document.  How  does  that 
Report  deal  with  what  is,  after  all,  the 
main  principles  of  the  Bill  we  have  gotta 
consider  to-day  as  regards  purchase  by 
the  London  County  Council,  and  subse- 
quent severance  1    It  says — 

"  [nasinach,  therefore,  as  ali  the  meinipoli- 
taii  counties  except  Hertfordshire,  are  bent  on 
denianiUng  what  the  lA)ndon  County  CoanrU 
are  pledged  to  conco<le,  we  think  that  a  pv- 
chaBe  by  tlie  London  County  Council  ofihft 
water  undertakings  inuAt  nece^arily  be 
followed  by  that  Meverance  and  division  of  the 
works  of  supply  and  distribution  into  fire 
distinct  portions,  whicli  appears  to  us  open  lo- 
so  much  objection  as  to  he  practically  imd- 
niissible.  On  this  ground,  among  otfaien,  ire 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  tliat  the  Lonkn 
(*ounty  Council  shall  not  be  the  purchsfler." 

On  the  first  and  main  point  of  this  Bill, 
therefore,  the  Koyal  Commission  has 
clearly  and  decisivAy  reported  against 
it,  as  also  on  the  second  point  in  regard 
to  severance.  And  then  the  ConmiiaBion 
went  on  to  report  in  favour  of  the  eon- 
stitution  of  a  definite  new  authority 
which  should  be  the  purchasing  audioriiy. 
and  afterwards  the  distributing  authmity. 
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**  We  think  the  Water  Board  shall  be  a  per- 
manent, and  not  a  fluctuating  body — consisting 
of  not  more  than  thirty  members,  selected  on 
aceount  of  their  business  capacity,  and,  if 
poasible,  their  knowledge  of  matters  connected 
with  water  supply  ;  and  so  constituted  as  not 
to  give  a  preponderance  to  any  of  the  conflict- 
ing interests  concerned.  We  think  that  the 
•iae  and  importance  of  the  area  to  be  dealt 
with  takes  tne  duties  out  of  the  category  of 
paiely  municipal  or  local  functions,  and  makes 
them  a  matter  as  much  of  national  as  of  local 
concern." 

That  conclusion  of  the  Royal  Gommis- 
«ion  seems  to  be  absolutely  adverse  to 
the  contention  of  the  promoters  of  this 
KU — that  the  London  County  Council 
should  be  in  any  way  the  purchasing  or 
the  distributing  authority  outside  the 
«rea  of  the  London  County  Council ;  and 
therefore  it  is  absolutely  conclusive 
against  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 
I  gathered  from  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Hoxton,  that  he 
wishes  to  come  to  the  House  in  a  spirit  of 
sweet  reasonableness  and  ask  the  House 
to  give  a  Second  Reading  to  the  Bill,  and 
let  it  be  completely  transformed  by  a 
Select  Committee  upstairs.  In  effect 
he  saytf,  Let  the  Select  Committee 
eviscerate  the  Bill,  and  then  reviscerate 
it;  in  fact,  turn  it  into  a  totally 
different  Bill.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  is  in  accordance  with  the  practice  of 
this  House.  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
a  second  reading  has  ever  been  given  to 
any  Bill  on  the  express  ground  that  it  is 
to  be  essentially  and  entirely  altered  in 
Committee.  What  security  have  we 
that  the  Select  Committee  will  transform 
the  Bill  in  the  way  which  my  hon.  friend 
desires,  or  we  desire  ?  At  any  rate,  I  put 
it  to  the  House  that  this  is  a  matter  of 
too  ^eat  importance  to  be  referred 
wholly  to  a  Select  Committee.  The 
future  supply  of  water  to  London  and 
the  surrounding  districts  is  a  matter  that 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  at  the  outset  by 
the  House  itself,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  so  fraught  with 
difficulties,  that  we  ought  to  trust  a  Select 
Committee  to  transform  the  Bill  in  every 
particular.  My  hon.  friend  asks  the 
House  to  refer  this  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee owing  to  the  extreme  urgency  of 
the  question.  I  demur  to  that.  I  put  it 
to  the  House  that  there  can  be  no  ques- 
tion that  a  year's  delay  will  make  no 
practical  difference.     As  to  the  sufficiency 
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of  water,  it  will  be  remembered  that  last 
year  was  the  most  stringent  test  of  the 
capacity  of  the  water  companies  to  provide 
an  adequate  water  supply.     Last  summer 
and  autumn   were  the    driest  we  have 
almost  ever  had,  following,  as  they  did,  a 
succession     of    dry     seasons,    and    yet 
happily  not  a  district  of  London  suffered 
in  any  degree  at  all.    We  must  remember 
that  the  companies  have  added  largely  to 
their  capacity  for  giving  a  full  supply  by 
means  of  the  communication  of  one  system 
with  another.     Therefore,  I  do  not  think 
there  is  the  least  danger  that  next  year 
or  the  year  after  there  will  be  a  scarcity 
at    all,    even    if    we    had     a    drought. 
As  regards  the  money  question,  this  is 
how  it  occurs  to  me.     Supposing  that  in 
the     interval,    before    a   settlement    is 
reached,  the  water  companies  add  to  their 
capital,  and  that  the  quinquennial  valua- 
tion   increased    their     assessment,     the 
purchasing  authority  would  obtain  an  in- 
creased value  for  the  increased  price,  as 
the  charges  on  the  water  rates  would  also 
be  raised  in  future.  And  if  the  companies 
increase  their  storage  reservoirs,  that  in- 
crease will  be  available    for  the  future 
water  authority,  and  there  is  therefore  no 
urgent  necessity  for  purchasing  this  year. 
Hon.    friends  here  and  elsewhere  who 
oppose  this  Bill  have  been  rather  bitterly 
assailed  on  the  ground  that  we  are  delay- 
ing    the     ultimate    settlement    of    this 
question,   that  we   are  more  or  less  in- 
terested in  the  water  companies,  and  are 
trying  to  prevent  the  water  consumers 
from    getting   that   kind    of   settlement 
which  they  ought  to  have.     For  myself, 
I  absolutely  repudiate  the  desire  to  inter- 
pose any  unnecessary  delay  in  the  settle- 
ment of  this  question.     The  London  water 
question  has  been  too  long  a  matter  for 
politicians,   too  long  has  it  inflamed  the 
passions  of  the  London  County  Council ; 
too  long  has  it  led  to  the  embarrassment 
of  the  water  companies ;  too  long  has  it 
prevented    the    water     companies    from 
getting  the  facilities  which  they  ought  to 
have  got ;  and  all  of  us  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  we   should  have  a  final 
settlement.     I  certainly  would  have  pre- 
ferred  that  there  should   have  been  an 
amalgamation  of  the   companies,   rather 
than    the     creation    of     a    new    public 
authority  ;  but  I  accept  the  Report  of  the 
Commission.     I   admit  the   force  of  the 
argument  which   the   Commission   bring 
forward  when  they  say  that  amalgamation 
is  impossible,  and  that  it  is  indispensable 
2  C  2 
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in  the  public  interest  that  there  should  be  !  Members  opposite  in  the  speeches  which 
only  one  authority  in  the  future.  I  waive  I  have  just  been  delivered.  1  quite  agree 
my  private  view  of  the  matter,  and  so  do  j  that  this  question  should  be  taken  alto- 
many  others  ;  and  1  am  perfectly  certain  i  gether  out  of  the  domain  of  party 
that  there  is  a  general  inclination  in  men's  i  politics,  which  has  been  far  too  long  aii 
minds  in  London  to  accept  the  Report  of    element  in  it.     In  the  very  few  obaem- 


the  Commission.  It  only  remains  for  the 
Progressives  in  the  London  County 
Council  to  imitate  ua,  and  to  abandon 
their  preconceived  views,  and  join  with  us 
all  in  making  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  the  basis  of  a  final  settlement. 
The  Government  appointed  that  Commis- 
sion, whose  Report  has  met  with  an  almost 
unanimity  of    approval,    and    I    cannot 


tions  which  I  shall  trouble  the  Hook 
with,  I  shall  endeavour,  as  far  as  I  can, 
to  see  how  far  we  are  agreed,  and  to  see 
if,  even  at  this  hour,  we  cannot  come  to 
some  conclusion  which  will  really  hdp  us 
to  arrive  at  a  solution  of  this  difficult 
question.  My  hon.  friend  based  his 
opposition  to  this  Bill  not  so  much  upon 
a  question  of    principle,    and    my  hon. 


<loubt  but  that  the  Government  will,  as    friend  behind  me  has  suggested  that  we 


should  regard  the  objections  made 
matters  which  a  Committee  upstairs 
might  meet  by  making  alterations.  Ai 
regards  private  Bills  that  is  very  often 
done,  and  in  regard  to  this  Bill  the  Boyal 
Commission  did  not  report  until  the  end 
of  December,  and  it  was  essential  for 
the  County  Council  to  draft  and  print 


soon  as  practical,  give  effect  to  the  main 
recommendations  of  the  Commission.  It 
is  with  that  firm  and  strong  hope  that  I 
now  beg  to  move  the  Amendment  standing 
in  my  name. 

Mr.     COHEN     (Islington,     E.) :      In 
seconding  the   Amendment  of   my   hon. 

friend,  I  need  only  say  a  few  words,  as  ,  the  Bills  and  to  give  notice  of  themlong 
he  has  practically  exhausted  all  the '  before  that  date.  It  wjis,  therefore, 
arguments  that  can  Im?  advanced.  :  impossible  for  the  County  Council  to 
My  hon.  friend  opposite  —  whose  alter  the  Bill  in  the  direction  indicated  by 
moderation  in  stating  his  views  con- 1  my  hon.  friend  behind  me  before  it  came  to 
trasts  very  materially  with  the  tone  of  j  this  House  for  consideration.  Speakins 
some  of  those  who  agree  with  him — has  for  myself  and  for  my  hon.  friends  behind 
not  done  us  the  favour  of  recognising  I  me,  I  agree  that  the  County  Council  are 
that  though  we  had  consistently  always  I  practically  prepared  generally  to  accept 
opposed  the  policy  of  the  London  County  \  the  \'iew  of  the  Royal  Commission,  to 
Council,  and  disagreed  with  some  of  the  '  which  allusion  has  been  made,  and  also  to 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com-  I  accept  the  conclusions  in  genenil  terms 
mission,   yet    we   now  feel  it   to  be  the  ;  to  which  they  have  come.       They  desire 


duty  of  all  interested  in  this  question 
to  accept  the  weighty  judgment  con- 
tained in  the  unanimous  Report  of  the 
Royal    Commission.      In    the    interests 


that  the  principle  of  the  Bill — which  is 
purchase — should  go  upstairs  to  the  Com- 
mittee, which  would  then  be  able  to  alter 
it   in   the   direction   indicated.     May   I 


of   speedy  and  final   settlement    of   this  \  point  out  that  in  this  matter,  apart  from 


question,  which  has  been  kept  open  for 
too  great  a  period,  this  House  would  not ! 
be  justified  in  sanctioning  a  Bill  which 
flies  in  the  teeth  of  every  one  of  the 
recommendations  of  one  of  the  strongest 
Royal  Commissions  ever  appointed. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  *  now  *  and  at  the 
<end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  *  upon 
this  day  six  months.' "— (J/r.  IVhitmore.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
^  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  desire  to  recognise 
fully  the  very  conciliatory  tone  of  hon. 

Mr.  Uliifinore. 


questions  of  detail,  there  are  really  only 
three  matters  of  primary  importanee  in- 
volved in  this  question.  One  is  the  prin- 
ciple of  purchase ;  the  second  is  the 
basis  upon  which  that  purchase  can  be 
carried  out;  and  the  third  is  what 
authority  shall  be  constituted  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  administration  of  the  ¥rater 
companies  of  London  after  purchase.  I 
do  not  think  I  need  detain  the  House 
upon  the  principle  of  purchase,  for  that 
is  a  principle  to  which  not  only  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  but  also 
many  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite 
side,  have  given  their  assent,  ana  the 
principle  of  purchase  is  practically 
accepted  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
Therefore,  I  need  not  detain  the  Honse 
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by  discussing  the  principle  of  purchase. 
It    simply    means     that    some      public 
authority    should    purchase    the    water 
oompanits'    undertakings      at     a      fair  I 
price.     That   was     the    argument    used 
by     the     right      hon.     Gentleman      in 
1897  when  I  introduced  a  Water  Bill  on 
behalf  of  the  County  Council.     The  chief 
reason  why  that  measure  was  thrown  out 
was  that  the  principle  of  purchase  was 
not  altogether  agreed  to,  and  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  said  he  wished  to  hav3  a 
Boyal  Conunission  to  consider  it.      That 
Commission  have  now  finally  decided  that 
question.      There  was  a  further  question 
which  I  think  had  some  eifect  upon  the 
fortunes  of  the  Bill  of  1897—1  allude  to 
the  difference  of  opinion  as  to  how  the 
arbitrator  should  arrive  at  a  fair  price. 
With  r^;ard  to  this  matter  there  was  a  con- 
siderable difference  between  the  proposals 
of  the  County  Council  and  those  proposed 
by  thewatercompanies.  Naturally  the  com- 
panies wanted  the  best  price  they  could 
get^  and  the  County  Council  wanted  them 
at  tiie  lowest  price.   That  was  only  natural, 
bat  the  real  difference  of  opinion   was  i 
whether  the  Lands  Clauses  Act  should  be  , 
applied  in  its  entirety  to  the  purchase,  or  I 
whether  there  should  be  some  Amendment ' 
or  alteration  in  regard  to  the  matter.    As 
I   understand  the  Report  of   the   Royal  | 
Commission,  they  have,  in  terms,  accepted  1 
the  principle  of  the  Lands  Clauses  Act,  I 
but  they  admit,  practically,  that  the  Lands  ! 
Clauses  Act,  as  commonly   carried  out,  ' 
would     not    enable     the    arbitrator    to  ; 
fidve  a    fair    price    for    these    concerns.  ' 
The  Commission  decided  that  the  require- 1 
ments  of  London  ought  to  be  taken  into 
aooount,  and  also  the  fact  that  the  under-  ' 
takings  would   be   less  profitable  in  the  \ 
future  than  in  the  past.     The  right  hon.  | 
Gentleman  accepted  the  clause  proposed  i 
by  the  County  Council  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  in  which    they    suggested    that  i 
everything  should  be  taken  into  account  i 
either  to  the  advantage  or    the    disad- 1 
vantage  of  either  party.     The  Commis- 1 
sion  have  come  to  the  conclusion    that ! 
some  special  tribunal  will    have  to  be 
created  in  order  to  deal  with  this  large 
question,  and  that  the  Lands  Clauses  Act 
will  have  to  be  applied  under  special  con- 
ditions  and    limitations.       I  think  that 
question,  which  divided  us  so  very  much 
a  year  or  two  ago,  has  now  been  practically 
settled.     The  third  point  to  which  the 
Member  for  Chelsea  took  exception  is  the 
question  as  to  who  should  be  the  pur- 


chasing authority.  He  said  the  Commis- 
sion had  distinctly  recommended  that 
the  London  County  Council  should  not 
be  the  purchasing  authority.  That  is 
not  the  conclusion  which  I  have  come  to 
in  reading  the  Report  of  the  Commission. 
It  is  true  that  the  Commission  say  that 
they  do  not  think  the  County  Council 
ought  to  be  the  purchasing  body,  but  they 
mean  the  administrative  authority  where 
they  mention  the  County  Council.  Prac- 
tically the  argument  is  that  the  County 
Council  ought  not  to  be  the  purchasing 
authority,  because  they  are  in  favour  of 
severance  and  of  going  to  Wales  for  a 
water  supply  for  London.  Those  are  the 
two  principal  reasons  they  give  against 
the  Ck)unty  Council  being  the  purchasing 
authority.  Their  objections,  therefore, 
are  not  really  in  connection  with  the 
actual  matter  of  purchase  itself,  but  as  to 
the  authority  after  purchase  is  completed, 
and  I  do  not  find  any.vhere  in  the  Report 
any  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
missioners objecting  to  the  County 
Council  merely  as  the  purchasingauthority. 
I  think  my  hon.  friend  satisfied  the 
House  that  the  County  Council  were  not 
at  all  unreasonable  in  this  matter. 
Anticipating  to  a  certain  extent  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  the 
County  Council  inserted  clauses  which 
would  enable  not  only  the  Committee 
upstairs  so  to  alter  the  Bill  as  to  create  a 
fresh  authority,  but  also  to  enable  the 
Committee  so  to  limit  the  authority  of 
the  County  Council  as  to  prevent  them 
becoming  the  administering  body  apart 
from  the  purchasing  body,  and  while 
enabling  them  to  purchase,  to  prevent  the 
County  Council  actually  administering 
the  concerns.  This  would  practically 
leave  in  the  hands  of  the  Grovernment 
and  the  House  the  fullest  and  freest 
possible  liberty  to  deal  with  this  question 
of  authority  at  some  future  time  if  they 
so  desired.  The  County  Council  for  the 
time  being  would  be  merely  the  agent  for 
any  authority  which  might  be  subse- 
quently introduced.  It  is  because  of 
this  limitation,  and  because  they  do  not 
commit  the  House  to  the  County  Council 
as  the  authority  in  the  future,  that  I  for 
one  supported  the  Bill  on  the  first  occa- 
sion. I  support  the  Bill,  because  I  think 
the  facts  idluded  to  in  regard  to  the 
matter  of  urgency  are  of  very  extreme 
importance  indeed.  My  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  Chelsea  said  he  did  not  wish 
to  delay  the  Bill  or  the  settling  of  thia 
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matter,  but  a  year's  delay  at  the  present 
moment  in  regard  to  purchase  may  in- 
volve several  years  delay  in  l)ringing  the 
matter  to  a  definite  conclusion.  The 
Royal  Commission  themselves  say  that 
these  large  questions  of  future  expendi- 
ture which  must  be  undertaken  ought  not 
to  be  undertaken  by  these  companies  as 
private  bodies,  and  this  means  that  they 
should  be  undertaken  by  some  authority 
after  purchase  has  been  completed.  In 
regard  to  this  expenditure  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  says  there  ought  not  to 
be  any  undue  delay  in  undertaking  the 

freat  works  contemplate<l.  My  hon. 
riend  alluded  to  the  Sterilisation  Clause, 
which  is  a  matter  of  very  considerable 
importance.  He  pointeil  out  that  in  the 
Staines  Reservoir  Act  and  other  Acts 
there  are  clauses  which  pro\'ide  that  the 
expenditure  authorised  hy  this  House 
shall  not  go  to  the  pecuniary  advantage  in 
case  of  purchase  of  the  existing  company, 
and  when  that  proviso  comes  to  an 
end  in  190.3,  it  is  (juite  clear  that 
that  clause  will  disappear  and  the  rate- 
payers will  have  to  pay  an  enhanced 
price  for  the  undertaking.  The  Bill 
ought  to  come  into  force  at  an  early  date, 
more  especially  because  the  quinquennial 
valuation  next  year  will  add  very  largely 
to  the  capitiU  value  of  the  companies' 
undertakings.  It  is  perfectly  tnie  that 
the  purchasing  authoiity  will  get  the 
increased  income,  and  that  increase  in  the 
vahie  of  the  water  companies  will  increase 
the  capital  sum  which  will  have  to  be 
paid  for  them.  I  Ciin  only  say,  in  con- 
clusion, that  the  very  conciliatory  speeches 
of  hon.  Menil>ers  opposite  will,  1  think, 
assist  the  County  Council  in  arriving  at 
a  fair  Imsis  of  purchase,  and  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Menil)er  for  Chelsea  has  given 
me  some  hoi)e  that  the  Government  may 
see  their  way  to  accept  this  Bill.  I  am 
very  interested  to  know  what  the  attitude 
of  the  (lovernment  will  be  with  regard  to 
this  matter.  They  have  now  l)een  in 
otHoe  for  tivo  years,  and  the  right  hon. 
(lentlenian  and  the  Crovernment  have 
given  re|H»ated  pleiiges,  l>oth  at  the  last 
election  and  since,  that  they  would  deal  i^ith 
this  matter,  but  they  have  done  absolutely 
nothing  towards  arriving  at  a  solution  of 
this  (luestion.  They  introduced  a  Bill  in 
189()  which  was  withdrawn,  and  in  1897 
they  intHMluced  and  jwissed  a  Bill  which 
the  Commission  themselves  s«iy  was  per- 
fectly futile  either  to  the  consumers  or 
anybody  else.  I>ji8t  year  they  introduced 
Mr,  ^'!:^f/(hei/  Buxiotu 


a  Bill  to  enable  a  slight  amount  of  water 
to  be  acquired  by  one  company  from 
another,  and  that  is  a  Bill  which  has  been 
shown  to  be  practically  futile,  because  the 
companies  interested  have  been  compelled 
this  year  to  come  down  to  the  House  for 
further  powers  to  deal  with  this  matter. 
Certainly,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentfe- 
man  appointed  the  Commission,  over 
three  years  ago,  his  ar^ment  was  that 
in  the  condition  of  affairs  then  he  couU 
not  do  anything.  Now  he  is  in  posses- 
sion of  a  Report  in  favour  of  purchase. 
in  favour  of  a  public  authority,  and  in 
favour  of  a  fair  price  being  given,  subject 
to  the  general  principles  of  the  Land 
Clauses  Act.  These  are  matters  on 
which,  in  the  past,  we  have  had  disputes, 
but  there  is  now  no  real  matter  of  dis- 
pute between  us  in  principle.  I  trust 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may,  even 
at  the  eleventh  hour,  deal  with  this  gra?e 
and  most  difficult  question,  and  do  some- 
thing to  redeem  the  pledges  given  to  us. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Chapux, 
Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) :  I  wish  to  acknow- 
ledge the  extremely  conciliatory  smrit  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Hoxton 
addressed  himself  to  this  question,  and 
the  way  in  which  it  was  reciprocated 
by  mv  hon.  friend  behind  me.  In 
fact,  f  think,  the  only  discordant  note 
has  been  in  the  closing  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down. 
The  hon.  Member  taunted  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  had  been  in  office  now 
four  vears — [An  Hon.  Member:  Five 
years.] — and  had  done  literally  nothing  in 
regard  to  this  question.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  apparently  entirely  i^orant  of  the 
fact  that,  owing  to  the  Bill  which  was 
passed  by  the  Government  last  year,  and 
the  operations  which  were  rendered 
possible  under  that  Bill — a  Bill,  more- 
over, which  was  recommended — I  may 
say,  brought  in  at  the  request  of  the  Local 
Government  Board — we  were  successful 
at  all  events  in  dealing  with  this  question, 
and  in  preventing  what  unquestionably 
would  have  been  over  a  portion  of  London 
the  worKt  of  all  the  water  famines  that 
has  up  to  the  present  time  been  ex- 
perienced. I  must  say  that  the  House  is 
placed  in  a  somewhat  peculiar  position, 
because,  as  I  think  I  shall  be  aMe  to 
show,  in  spite  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hoxton,  we  are  asked  to  read 
a  second  time  to-night  a  Bill  which  un- 
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doabtedlj  is  directly  in  conflict  with  the 
reoommendationi  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
doa  which  was  expressly  appointed   to 
inquire  into  all  the  subjects  to  which  it 
relmtes.     I  cannot;  help  thinking  that  the 
House  of   Coramom  will    require  more 
oogent  and  more  ooavincing  reasons  than 
any  which  have  been  submitted  to  it  at  the 
pTMent  time  before  they  adopt  a  course 
which,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  would  be 
extremely     unusual.       Now    what     are 
the    erounds   on   which    we   are    asked 
to-night  to  take  this  very  unusual  course  t 
They  are  mainly  two — the  merits  of  the 
Bill  which  is  now  before  us,  or,  rather,  I 
should  say    of    the    Bills,   for  there  is 
another  Bill  on  the  Paper,  and  which  em- 
brace the  whole  policy  of  the  London  County 
Council  with  regard  to  the  London  water 
question,  and  the  second  ground  is  this — 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  laid  great  stress 
apon  this — the  necessity  for  immediate 
legislation — a  necessity  which  he  said  was 
so  urgent  that  it  could  not  be  postponed 
without  injury  to  the  consumers  and  the 
ratepayers  of  London.     In  regard  to  the 
first  ground,  I  do  not  think  we  are  called 
upon    to    argue    that    question    at  any 
leiuzth  to-nignt,  and  it  will  probably  be 
sufncient  to  say  that  this  Bill  which  we 
are  asked  to  read  a  second  time  is  directly 
at  variance  with  the  main  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Royal  Commission   which  I 
have  referred   to.     That  Commission,  as 
the  House  is  well  aware,  sat  for,  I  think, 
two  years  and  a  half,  took  an  immense 
amount    of    evidence,    and  it  has  quite 
recently  reported.     I  am    glad  to  hear 
from  all  the  comments  that  have  been 
made  with  regard  to  the  Report  of  that 
Commission    that    everybody    seems  to 
recognise  that  it  is  a  most  complete  and 
exhaustive  Report  on  the  whole  London 
water  question,  and  all  the  questions  con- 
nected with  it.     I  can  only  say  for  my 
own  part  that  I  think  the  public  are  much 
indebted  to  both  Lord  Llandaff  and  his 
colleagues  for  the  great  attention   they 
gave    to    this  matter.     I  would  say  in 
T^pard  to  this  Commission  that  in  some 
of  their  most  important  conclusions  they 
confirm  the  finoings  of  another  Commis- 
sion which  sat  upon  this  question  some 
years  ago,  and  which  was  presided  over 
by  Lord  Balfour,  and  notably  in  respect 
to  the  sufficiency  of  the  present  sources  of 
supply,   both    as   regards   quantity  and 
quality,  provided  that  adequate  storage 
is    provided.     I    think   that  is  a  very 
significant  circumstance,  and  it  adds  to 


the  value  and  to  the  weight  of  this 
Report  when  everybody  seems  to  agree. 
Moreover,  and  this  is  not  always  the  case 
with  Royal  Commissions,  it  makes  some 
very  definite  and  some  very  precise 
recommendations.  Some  of  them  have  been 
alluded  to  already  by  my  hon.  friend 
behind  me.  Perhaps  the  House  will 
allow  me  as  briefly  as  I  can  to  summarise 
what  are  the  chief  recommendations  of 
this  Report.  They  recommend,  first,  that 
the  undertakings  of  the  London  water 
companies  should  be  acquired  by  a 
I  Government  authority.  It  is  quite  true 
j  that  the  County  Council  of  London  are  in 
concurrence,  and  I  think  there  will  be 
general  agreement  with  regard  to  this 
part  of  the  question ;  but,  secondly,  when 
they  come  to  the  question  of  who  should 
be  the  purchaser,  they  say  very  explicitly 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  the  County 
Council  for  a  variety  of  reasons,  on  one 
or  two  of  which  I  shall  have  a  word  to 
say  directly.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  pointed  out  that 
although  they  made  the  recommendation 
that  the  County  Council  was  not  to  be 
the  purchaser,  there  was  no  reason  why 
it  should  not  ultimately  be  the  authority, 
I  think  he  said. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  It  was  the 
other  way.  I  simply  said  that  I  under- 
stood the  Commission  to  object  to  the 
County  Council  being  the  future  admi- 
nistering authority,  but  I  said  that  there 
was  nothing  in  the  Report  to  show  that 
the  County  Council  should  not  be  the 
purchasing  authority  and  afterwards  hand 
over  the  control  to  another. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Upon  that  point  the 
hon.  Member  will  find  that  the  Royal 
Commission  drew  no  distinction  between 
the  purchaser  and  the  authority  that  was 
to  administer  the  water  supply.  On  the 
question  of  the  authority  they  say 
most  distinctly,  "We  think  the  Water 
Board  should  be  a  permanent  and  not 
a  fluctuating  body."  Not  only  is 
it  to  be  a  non-fluctuating  body, 
but  it  is  to  be  selected  on  the  grounds  of 
capacity  for  business,  and  general  know- 
ledge of  the  subject,  and  they  also  recom- 
mend that  the  County  Council  should  be 
very  largely  represented  upon  it.  Thirdly, 
they  maintain  that  the  present  sources  of 
supply  in  the  valleys  of  the  Thames  and 
the  Lee  are  sufficient  in  quantity  and 
quality,  and  with  adequate  storage  will 
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continue  to  be  so  until  the  year  1941,  i  their  own  water  supply.  K  this  propoei- 
even  supposing  the  population  continues  '  tion  were  permissible  there  would  nave 
to  grow  at  the  present  rate  of  increase  i  been  no  possible  objection^  in  my  opnioo. 
Fourthly,  they  say  that  to  embark  at  the  i  to  the  London  CJounty  Council  beinc  the 
present  moment  on  bringing  water  I  water  authority  for  Ijondon,  but  umortu- 
from  Wales  would  V)e  to  throw  an  =  nately  the  pledges  given  by  the  Loodon 
unnecessary  burden  on  the  present  County  Council  turned  out  to  be  alto- 
and  next  generation  of  water  -  rate .  gether  impracticable.  Many  authorities 
payers  and  their  immediate  .successors,  i  on  this  subject  always  maintained  thit 
their  reason  for  saying  so  being  that  the  '  that  would  be  the  case,  and  therefore  for 
cost  of  providing  a  supply  from  Wales  this  precise  reason  the  question  of  sever- 
would  l>e  immeasurably  greater  than  the  ;  ance  was  submitted  to  the  judgment  of 
cost  of  providing  an  ade<iuate  water  the  Royal  Commission.  They  reported 
supply  in  other  ways.  There  are  many  in  words  which  I  should  like  to  read  to 
other  recommendations,  but  these  are  •  the  House.  They  are  in  paragraph  137. 
among  the  chief  of  them,  and  they  are  :  It  is  oidy  a  short  statement,  and  I  wish 
quite  sufficient,  I  think,  for  our  discussion  :  to  draw  public  attention  to  it — 
to-night.  There  are  two  Bills  before  us  [  «  Tfie  conclusion  we  arrive  at  on  this  wb- 
to-night.  One  is  a  Bill  for  the  purchase  i  ject  is  that  although  severance  of  the  wwk.* 
of  the  undertakings  bv  the  London  i  ^^^  soui^  of  supply  of  the  several  compMiitt, 
r^i,w,f,.  p^ii^oii  T'k^  ^*k««  ;«  ..  uni  4.^  ■  and  the  division  tliereof  between  the  ooaneiL* 
Count}  Council.  The  other  is  a  Bill  to  ,  ^^  ^^e  six  counties  within  the  limits  of  ►ai»lv. 
enable  the  County  Council  to  bnng  water  are  not  actually  impracticable,  they  woaM  te 
to  London  from  Wales,  and  it  appears  to  !  very  difficult  and  highly  undesirable.  They 
me  perfectly  obvious  that  to  accept  these  ^^^  involve  needless  waste  and  expense,  and 
Bills  we  should  be  flying  directly  in  the  ^-^-^j^^^^^^dra  r-d?'LS^ 
teeth  of  the  recommendations  of  the  .  cost  of  management  All  the  advantages  and 
Commission.  On  the  other  hand,  the  >  economies  of  concentration  and  anialgamalanii 
purchase   of    the    undertakings    by    the  i  will  he  sacrificed ;  it  will  become  ineieasiiiglr 

Tendon    Oonntv  Connril   woiihl   spptti    f^  \  difficult  to  deal  with  future  wants ;    and  no 
j^naon  L/ount>  council  i^oiua  seem  to  i  ^^      j^^.     ^^^^^^  ^j  ^  ^^^^„ 

everyone,  at  First  sight,  to  be  so  natural  i 

and  so  reasonable  a  course  that  I  desire,  ■  That  being  so,  the  County  Council,  recog- 

with  the  permission  of  the  House,  to  say  |  nising  that   that    is  the  situation,  now 

one  word  with  regard  to  the  chief  reasons  \  come    forward    with     another    proposal, 

given  against  that  proposition.     The  fact !  which  has  been   mentioned  by  the  hoD. 

is  that  the  difficulty  in  this  case,  and  I  I  Member  to-night,  and   which,  from  the 

believe  it  has  always  been  so,  is  with  what ':  speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  from  a  dqm- 

are  known  as  the  outside  areas.     I  desire  j  tation  which  did  me  the  honour  to  wail 

to  press  this  upon  the  House  as  hanng  an  |  upon  me,  and  from  circulars  which  have 

important   bearing   on   this   part  of  the  |  been  sent  to  Mem1)eFS  of  the  House,  I 

Bill.     It  is  in  these  outside  areas  that  the  I  understand  to  be    this  :    Their    Bill  for 

great   increase   of    population    is   to   l)e  [  purchase  is  now  to  be  allowed  to  go  for- 

looked   forward   to    in   the   future.      It  i  ward.     That  Bill  is  to  contain  a  clause 

is   of   enormous    importance   that    there  I  enabling — according  to    the   circular  or 


should  be  a  greatly  increased  water 
supply  in  those  outside  areas,  seeing  that 
the  population  is  growing,  and  will  con- 
tinue to  grow  until,  according  to  the 
estimates  which  have  been  made,  it  will 
be  as  large  as  the  population  of  London 
itself  within  the  period  named  by  this 
Commission,  namely,  the  next  forty  years. 
It  is  from  these  outside  areas  that  the 
most  irreconcilable  opposition  comes  to 
allowing  the  control  of  their  water  supply 
to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  London  County 
Council.  No  one  has  recognised  this 
more  than  the  County  Council  itself,  so 
much  so  that  they  have  pledged  them- 
selves to  make  arrangements  to  hand 
over  to  those  outside  areas  the  control  of 

Mr,  Chaplin, 


according  to  the  deputation — a  Bill  to  be 
introduced  for  legislation,  either  during 
next  session  or  the  session  after,  to  con- 
stitute the  authority;  or,  as  the  hon. 
Member  said,  the  County  Counoil  is  pre- 
pared to  purchase  on  trust.  With  regard  to 
that  proposal,  I  have  to  say  that  it  is  one 
thuig  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  and  it  is  another 
thing  to  be  able  to  pass  it.  Suppose 
anything  occurred  to  prevent  the  passing 
of  that  Bill  in  the  next  or  the  succeeding 
session  of  Parliament^  what  would  be  the 
position?  A  great  many  things  ma^ 
happen  before  then.  Suppose  the  consti- 
tution of  the  new  authority  proposed  by 
the  Bill  should  be  strongly  opposed  in  this 
House,  what  would  be  the  position  then ! 
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The  Gountj  Council  would  be  in  posses- 
sion ;  they  would  be  de  facto  the  water 
authority  ;  and  we  in  effect  to-night 
should  have  agreed  to  the  very  thing  to 
which  the  Koyal  Commission  have  so 
strondy  objected.  We  should  have  made 
the  County  Council  the  authority  not 
only  for  London  itself,  but  also  for  all  the 
outside  areas,  to  which  course,  as  I  have 
already  pointed  out,  those  outside 
authorities  are  irreconcilably  opposed.  I 
cannot  believe  that  this  is  an  arrangement 
to  which  the  House  of  Commons  either 
will  or  ought  to  consent.  Nor  can  I  say 
that  there  is  an3rthing  in  the  plea  of 
urgency,  which  the  hon.  Member  has  put 
forward.  What  did  the  hon.  Member 
say  upon  that  point  ?  That  any  further 
delay  would  be  injurious,  especially  on 
financial  grounds.  He  spoke  of  certain 
clauses,  the  insertion  of  which  he  and  his 
friends  had  promoted  in  recent  Bills  which 
had  been  submitted  to  Parliament,  by  which 
concessions  were  not  to  have  the  effect  of 
^ving  further  assets  to  the  company. 
But  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  similar 
clauses  being  inserted  in  any  Bill  which 
may  eome  before  Parliament  before  this 
question  is  finally  settled. 

Mr.  STUART :  To  extend  the  opera- 
tion of  the  present  clauses  would  require 
a  Gk>vemment  measure. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  I  do  not  think  a 
Government  measure  would  be  necessary. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  asked  me  a  question 
ftnross  the  floor  of  the  House  the  other 
day*  when  he  advocated  this  matter,  as 
to  what  were  my  views  upon  that  subject, 
and  he  advocated  at  the  same  time  the 
insertion  of  clauses  relating  to  the  Sinking 
Fund.  I  told  him  in  reply  that  I  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  in  the  proposition 
which  he  had  made.  Since  then,  I  may 
tell  him,  in  making  a  report  to  the  Com- 
mittee— which  is  part  of  the  duty  of  the 
Local  Government  Board — with  regard  to 
one  of  the  Bills  which  are  now  before  the 
Committee  upstairs,  we  have  suggested 
that  the  Sinking  Fund  Clauses  should  be 
introduced. 

Mr.  STUART  :  I  am  much  obliged  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  putting  that 
right,  but  the  point  of  my  argument  was 

*  See  dificaasion  on  Second  Reading  of  the 
East  London  Water  Bill,  13th  March.  1900. 
{The  Parliamentary  Debates  [Fourth  Series], 
vol.  Ixxx.,  page  719.) 
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that  the  existing  clause  in   the   Stainei^ 
Reservoir  Act  ran  out  in  1903. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  will  deal  with  that 
in  a  moment ;  1  cannot  deal  with  all  the 
questions  at  once.  1  will  take  that  next. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  greatly  afraid  that 
the  clauses  in  some  of  the  existing  Acts 
of  Parliament  will  expire  before  the  neces- 
sary measures  are  passed.  I  am  aware  of 
only  three  such  measures.  There  is  the 
Staines  Keservoir  Act,  which  expires,  it  is. 
true,  in  1903,  but  not  until  the  month  of 
August,  1903,  or  nearly  four  years  from 
the  present  time ;  and  if  this  question 
cannot  be  settled  within  the  next  four 
years,  in  my  humble  opinion  it  is  not 
likely  to  be  settled  at  all.  There  are  two 
other  Acts,  one  of  which  expires  in  1908, 
and  the  other  of  which  expires  in  1906,. 
that  being  the  Act  passed  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  1899.  Surely  these  are  limits  of 
time  within  which  we  should  be  perfectly 
safe,  even  if  we  postponed  dealing  with 
this  question  until  after  the  present 
session.  On  the  other  hand,  there  is  one 
other  question  to  which  I  wish  to  refer — 
though  it  was  not  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member,  but  it  was  referred  to  in  various 
publications — namely,  the  effect  of  the 
next  quinquennial  valuation.  It  was  con- 
tended before  the  Koyal  Commission  that 
the  effect  of  the  next  quinquennial  valua- 
tion would  be  to  raise  the  value  of  the 
undertakings  of  the  water  companies  by 
no  less  a  sum  than  £218,000  a  year.  In 
reply  to  that,  I  have  to  say  that,  although 
no  doubt  ther«  is  an  increase  in  some 
cases,  there  is  a  decrease  in  others.  That 
is  the  first  thing  to  recollect.  The 
second  point  is  that  in  the  case  of  railway 
and  other  large  companies,  which  form  a 
very  large  element  indeed  in  the  rateable 
value,  the  water  is  taken  by  meter ;  these 
companies  do  not  pay  according  to 
rateable  value,  and  therefore  in  those 
cases  the  water  companies  gain  absolutely 
nothing.  In  fact,  it  was  shown  at  the 
Eoyal  Commission  that  six  of  the  eight 
existing  water  companies  would,  on  the 
balance,  lose  rather  than  gain  by  the  next 
quinquennial  valuation.  That  is  the 
verdict  of  the  Commission  with  regard  to 
six  of  the  companies.  With  regard  to 
the  remaining  two  companies,  I  have 
myself  made  inquiries  since  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  was  published,  and  my 
information  shows  the  same  result 
certainly  in  one  case,  and,  as  far  as  my 
memory    goes,  in   both.      This    fact    is 
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summed  up  in  two  short  paragraphs  of 
the  Report  with  which  I  will  not  trouble 
the  House.  There  is,  I  admit,  one 
<iuo8tion  of  great  urgency,  but  it  was  not 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  or  any 
of  the  speakers  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  that  is  the  necessity  for  further 
storage  in  the  valley  of  the  Thames. 
That,  I  consider,  having  given  great 
attention  to  this  subject,  is,  at  the  present 
moment,  beyond  all  others  the  most  im- 
portant and  most  urgent  question  in  con- 
nection with  the  water  supply  of  London. 
But  that  question  is  not  necessarily 
affected  by  the  postponement  of  these 
Bills.  There  are  two  Bills  at  this  moment 
before  Parliament  for  greatly  increasing 
the  necesfciary  storage  for  London  ;  one  is 
the  Bill  of  the  East  London  Water  Com- 
pany, providing  for  additional  storage  to 
the  extent  of  5,500,000,000  gallons,  and 
the  other  is  the  Bill  of  the  Lambeth 
Company  providing  for  1,000,000,000 
gallons.  A  similar  Bill  was  introduced 
last  year  on  behalf  of  the  East  London 
Compiiny,  which  safely  passed  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs  and  went  through  this 
House.  To  my  great  regret,  owing  to 
the  exertions  of  the  London  County 
Council,  that  Bill  was  rejected  by  the 
House  of  Lords.  It  is  not  my  business 
to  criticise  the  proceedings  of  any  Com- 
mittee of  either  House  of  Parliament.  I 
would  only  siiy  that  1  personally,  havine 
some  knowledge  of  the  subject,  should 
have  been  very  very  sorry  to  take  upon 
myself  the  great  responsibility  of  reject- 
ing that  measure.  The»e  was  another 
question  raised  by  the  supporters  of  the 
policy  of  the  London  County  Council, 
with  which  also  1  have  very  great  s}Tn- 
pathy,  namely,  the  desirability  of  being 
early  in  the  held  in  Wales  in  order  to 
secure  the  reversion  of  a  water-shed  for 
all  and  any  possible  requirements  of 
London  in  a  more  or  less  distant  future. 
That  1  think  is  a  proposal  well  deser^'ing 
of  most  careful  consideration.  But  pro- 
vision may  easily  be  made  for  that  in  any 
legislation  which  is  thought  to  l>e  neces- 
sary or  desirable  on  this  subject,  and  it 
certainly  is  not  one  of  any  immediate 
urgency  for  the  present  session.  It  really 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  very  little  to 
be  urged  on  the  ground  of  urgency, 
or  on  those  grounds  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  put  before  us  to-night.  As  to  the 
changes  foreshadowed  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  spoken,  to  which  he 
would  agree  in  the  passage  of  this  Bill 


through  Committee,  I  must  say  that  they 
would  80  greatly  transform  the  present 
measure  that  it  is  too  big  a  question  to  be 
dealt  with  and  settled  in  that  way.  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion,  in  spite  of 
the  appeal  made  to  me  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  under  the  circiimstances  there  is 
nothing  to  warrant  us  in  taking  a  ooune 
which  would  be  so  extremely  unusual  I 
venture  to  think  it  would  be  contrary  to 
all  precedent  and  very  ill-advised  on  our 
part  to  sanction  the  progress  of  theae 
Bills  now.  I  desire  fully  to  acknowledge 
the  very  conciliatory  spirit  shown  on  be- 
half of  the  London  County  Council  by  the 
hon.  Member  to-night.  We  reoognise 
thoroughly  the  importance  of  this  ques- 
tion, and  when  the  time  comes  for  it  to 
be  the  duty  of  the  Government  again  to 
consider  this  matter  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Member  we  shall  most  gladly  reciprocate 
the  conciliatory  spirit  which  he  has 
shown. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney) :  Why  not  now  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  The  conditions  under 
which  purchase  should  be  effected,  the 
tribunal  to  which  the  question  should  be 
referred,  the  constitution  of  the  new 
authority,  and  many  other  questions  of 
importance  of  that  kind,  will  always  have 
to  be  considered.  I  hope  that  the  objec- 
tions which  have  been  raised  to-night  will 
not  be  considered  insuperable,  and  for 
my  part  I  am  sanguine  that  it  will  be 
possible  to  devise  a  scheme  to  meet  diffi- 
culties, and  which  will  permit  this  ques- 
tion of  the  water  supply  of  London  to 
be  finally  and  satisfactorily  settled.  U I 
may  make  a  suggestion  towards  this  end 
it  is  that  hon.  Members  should  now  allow 
this  discussion  to  conclude  without  taking- 
a  division. 

♦Mr.  MELLOR  (Yorkshire,  W.R, 
Sowerby)  :  Before  this  discussion  dosee 
I  wish  to  refer  to  the  two  Commissioners 
who,  unhappily,  died  between  the  time 
when  the  e\'idence  closed  and  the  signing 
of  the  Report.     Both  were  great  authon- 

I  ties  on  the  w^ater  question.  One  of  them 
was  my  learned  friend  Mr.  Cripps,  a 
gentleman  well  acquainted  with  water 
legislation  and  Bills  of  this  kind ;  and  the 

'  other  gentleman  was  (reneral  de  Courcy 
Scott,  the  water  examiner  for  London,  an 

i  accomplished  and  able  man,   who  was  a 

i  very  great  assistance  in  all  the  discussions. 
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After  the  repeated  discussions  I  have  had 
with  both  these  gentlemen  I  am  in  the 
position  to  say  th&t  had  they  lived  to  the 
time  when  it  became  our  duty  to  sign  the 
Beporty  I  have  no  doubt  that  they  would 
have  agreed  with  us,  and  their  signatures 
would  have  added  considerable  weight 
to  it. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea):  Re- 
presenting as  I  do  a  riparian  con- 
stituency, and  being  a  member  of  the 
London  County  Ck)uncil,  I  venture,  for 
the  first  time  since  I  have  been  a  Member 
of  this  House,  to  intervene  in  a  water 
companies  debate  ;  and  in  so  doing  I  have 
to  remind  the  House  that  to-day,  not  for 
the  first  nor  the  twentieth,  and  certainly 
not  for  the  last  time  the  House  has  a 
London  Water  Bill  before  it  for  consider- 
ation. I  am  sincerely  sorry  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
who  ought  to  have  grasped  this  subject  in 
a  more  statesmanlike  way,  has  not  risen 
to  the  height  of  his  duty  and  the  level  of 
his  responsibility  to  the  water  consumers 
of  London.  It  is  necessary  in  affirming 
my  opinion  for  that  statement  that  I 
should  traverse  one  or  two  of  the  remarks 
made  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  In  his  attempts  to 
answer  the  hon.  Member  for  Poplar,  he 
seems  to  have  given  away  the  whole  case 
for  the  water  companies.  What  did  he 
say  1  When  the  hon.  Member  for  Poplar 
justly  twitted  him  with  doing  nothing  to 
solve  the  water  question,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  replied  that  but  for  what  the 
Government  had  done  London  would 
have  been  face  to  face  with  a  water  famine 
in  the  East  of  London.  What  does  that 
mean  ?  It  means  that  the  only  ^hing  you 
have  done  has  been  to  compel  the  eight 
water  companies  to  link  up  their  mains, 
and  you  had  to  brinfi^  great  public  pres- 
sure to  bear  upon  them  to  do  it.  But 
you  have  not  compelled  them  to 
increase  the  supply  of  water  flowing 
through  those  mains.  You  have  improved 
the  method  of  distribution,  but  the  total 
volume  of  water  distributed  has  not  been 
increased  by  a  single  gallon,  and  if  that 
is  the  only  thing  you  can  do  for  the  water 
consumers  of  London,  then  all  I  can  say 
is  that  they  have  very  little  indeed  to 
thank  the  Government  for.  The  right 
hon.  Gk)ntleman  says  this  Bill  is  opposed 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Koyal 
Commission.  I  want  to  know  how  much 
this  Bill  is  opposed  to  those  recommenda- 


tions, and  to  find  that  out  I  have  only  to 
quote  the  list  of  recommendations  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  read 
out ;  and  what  are  they  ?  He  said  that 
this  Commission  which  sat  for  such  a 
great  length  of  time,  and  took  so  much 
evidence  with  so  much  ability,  made 
certain  recommendations.  I  never  had 
much  opinion  of  Commissions  on  any> 
thing,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  I  hold 
that  view  in  company  with  Lord  Salis- 
bury, for  whose  opinion  on  this  point  I 
have  a  sincere  respect.  But  what  does 
this  Commission  recommend  1  They  re- 
commend that  the  regime  of  the  water 
companies  should  disappear,  and  that 
there  should  be  a  public  authority.  That 
is  what  this  Royal  Commission  recom- 
mended, but  the  London  County  Council 
has  been  demanding  that  for  the  last  ten  or 
eleven  years,  and  will  continue  to  demand 
it  until  Parliament,  in  the  interests  of 
the  people  of  London  and  against  the 
narrow  interests  of  water  directors  and 
water  companies,  complies  with  that  re- 
quest. Then  this  blessed  Royal  Commis- 
sion— and  it  has  been  blessed  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Gk)vernment 
Board,  and  I  wish  he  had  done  the  other 
thing — not  only  recommended  that  a  pub- 
lic authority  should  manage  the  water 
supply  of  London,  but  also  that  purchase 
should  be  resorted  to.  The  London 
County  Council  has  presented  Bills  for 
eight  or  nine  years  past  in  favour  of 
purchase,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  the  London  County  Council  is  not 
the  proper  body.  He  argues  that  it  is 
not  a  permanent  body,  and  I  may  add 
neither  is  Parliament,  and  neither  are  the 
800  town  and  county  councils  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  which  already  own 
their  own  water  supply,  and  who  invari- 
ably exercise  their  duties  with  economy, 
efficiency,  and  with  purity  of  administra- 
tion. What  the  London  Members  ask 
for  is  that  the  public  authority  recom- 
mended by  the  Royal  Commission  should 
be  the  London  County  Council ;  that  it 
should  purchase  the  water  companies,  and 
that  being  agreed  upon  the  undertaking 
should  then  be  managed  by  the  elected 
representative  body  of  London.  We 
only  ask  to  be  allowed  to  carry  out  and 
administer  what  these  800  local  autho- 
rities are  now  doing.  We  are  told  that 
we  want  a  water  board.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  requires  any  experi- 
ence of  water  boards,  let  him  so 
to    the     water    trust    in     New    York. 
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If  he  wants  to  know  how  water '  panies.  With  regard  to  the  outside 
lx)aix]s  work,  let  him  go  through  the  I  areas  it  is  a  most  significant  fact  that  the 
States  of  America,  and  he  will  find  that  only  hon.  Members  who  cheered  theiidit 
where  trusts  manage  the  water  supply,  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks  are  eilSer 
there  jobbery  is  prevalent,  there  the  water  company  directors  or  those  who 
water  is  dearest,  and  there  the  supply  '  have  always  opposed  the  idea  of  the 
ffives  the  least  satisfaction  to  the  people  London  County  Council  having  the 
for  whom  it  is  administered.  If  he  comes  "  water  supply.  I  h  ive  not  heard  any 
to  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  he  will  find  ;  hon.  Members  from  Bedford,  Hertford, 
that  in  such  places  as  Liverpool,  Glasgow,  Middlesex,  or  Wales  get  up  and  oppose 
Manchester  and  Birmingham,  where  the  '  the  Coimty  Council's  terms  of  purchase, 
water  authority  is  the  elected  representa-  :  and   I   do  not  believe   they  will  op 


tive  body  and  is  therefore  a  fluctuating  |  seriously  the  Welsh  scheme.  But  if  thev 
and  not  a  permanent  body,  there  he  will  do  oppose,  it  will  be  opposition  of  a  Corn- 
find  that  they  manage  and  administer  their  '  mittee  stage  character,  and  it  will  not  be 
water  supply  with  great  ability  and  j  directed  against  the  vital  principles  of 
efficiency.  I  come  now  to  another  point  ■  this  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gendemin 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  contention.  ;  goes  on  to  say  that  this  Bill,  in  its  details. 
He  said  that  the  Commission  reported  >  is  impracticable.  Does  he  mean  to  sty 
that  the  Thames  and  the  Lea  were  '■  that  English  engineers  are  incapable 
sufficient  for  all  future  purposes.  He  '.  of  grappling  with  physical  difficulties 
will  pardon  me  if  I  differ  from  him  and  and  with  natural  obstacles  to  a 
the  Commission  in  that  respect.  I  see  a  !  Metropolitan  water  supply  1  We  am 
New  River  Company  shareholder  smiling.  ;  irrigate  India  by  Government  officials, 
Who  woidd  not  smile  with  an  "  Ad- 1  and  we  can  ensure  the  prosperity 
venturers "  share  ?  1  will  remind  the  :  and  success  of  the  Egyptian  people  hy 
House  what  the  New  River  Company  ,  great  engineering  plans ;  we  can  send 
did  in  1892.  In  that  year  they  came  to  engineers  to  overcome  great  difficulties 
the  House  of  Commons  and  told  us  that ;  in  foreign  countries,  and  we  are  asked  to 
they  had  within  their  catchment  area  ■  believe  that,  although  these  difficultaes 
sufficient  watei*  for  all  purposes  for  \  can  be  overcome  ever3n¥here  else,  they 
forty  years  ahead.  But  in  1 896  they  :  cannot  be  got  over  in  the  River  Thames 
told  this  House  that  they  had  made  !  or  the  water-shed  of  the  outside  area.  All 
a  mistake,  and  only  four  years  these  suggestions  of  impracticability 
after  that  came  to  the  House  of  Commons  would  disappear  if  we  were  to  give  the 
asking  for  Bills  to  eua])le  them  to  undo  <  water  companies  the  Lands  Clauses  terms, 
the  misstatement  they  made  in  1892,  and  :  which  means  £8,000,000  or  £9,000,000 
they  asked  for  power  to  provided  for  the  '  more  than  that  which  they  are 
deficiency  which  they  said  would  never  fairly  entitled  to  receive.  When  the 
aiise  within  forty  years.  The  right  hon.  '  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  thit 
(xentleman  says  that  storage  ought  to  be  i  the  existing  water  companies  can  pro- 
undertaken  and  that  it  was  a  vital  matter.  !  vide  for  the  future  by  large  stonige 
On  this  point  I  am  glad  to  say  the  House  I  reservoirs,  let  me  point  out  that  evea  tW» 
of  Lords  and  the  London  County  Council :  Royal  Commission  said  that  the  provision 
agree,  and  that  is  most  satisfactory.  >  of  storage  was  not  a  matter  that  one 
First  of  all,  it  proves  the  moderation  of  company  could  do,  or  even  that  eight 
the  London  County  Council's  demand.  ;  companies  effectually  combined  could  do, 
You  never  find  the  House  of  Lords  in  1  but  it  was  a  matter  to  be  undertaken  by 
favour  of  confiscation,  and  the  fact  that  j  a  public  authority  which  would  alone  be 
they  agree  with  the  London  County  !  able  to  grapple  effectively  with  the  storage 
Council  indicates  the  extreme  moderation  !  question.  The  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
of  the  Council's  terms,  and  a])ove  all  it ;  woidd  also  find  such  a  public  authority 
represents  and  indicates  that  the  House  i  confronted  with  the  question  as  to 
of  Lords  sometimes  does  its  duty  to  |  whether  the  people  would  allow  those 
the  public,  when  free  from  the  high  pres- '  ugly  Staines  reservoirs  to  be  repeated 
sure  of  water  company  directors,  and  can  ,  mile  after  mile  down  the  beautiful  TtiaiiieB 
do  its  duty  without  that  pressure  which  valley.  If  that  public  authority 
has  been  too  frequently  exercised  on  >  confronted  with  the  task  of  havii 
public  opinion  inside  and  outside  of  this  I  make  fourteen  or  fifteen  w 
House  by  those  interested  in  water  com-  j  thirty    feet     high     reservoin 
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lamoB  and  Lea    valley,    I   think   the 
.penBe     would    be     very    heavy,    and 
mid  be  nearly  as  much   as  the  cost 
going  to  Wales  for   a  fresh   supply. 
•lek  a  public  authority  would  be  driven 
»  tiie  last  resource,  on   the  ground  of 
■ODomy,  to  absorb  land  from  the  outside 
which  is  wanted  for  building  pur- 
,  and  upon  which  the  people  do  not 
-/ant  ugly  reservoirs  erected,  which  would 
to  not  only  a  danger  to  the  immediate 
-OQility,  but  would  be  a  positive  source  of 
jann   to  the  residents  who  live  in  the 
40ig^bourhood  of    those    reservoirs.      I 
..lave  ventured  to  deal  with  one  or  two 
ijiointi  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
.naiiy  but  I  claim  this  opportunity  to  say  a 
_  few  words  upon  the  broad  and  the  general 
illiwtion  of  municipal  purchase,  and  upon 
tUi  point  I  do  earnestly  appeal  to  provin- 
lial  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
I  would  appeal  to  hon.  Members  repre- 
^JBPting  the  large  cities  of  the  Kingdom, 
-  winkdi  in  the  main    have    Conservative 
iqaresentation.     Why  should  you  deny 
^*D  London  that  which  you  grant  to  Edin- 
"^EKtergh,  Glasgow,  Liverpool,  and  Birming- 
^''^fcain  ?      Beyond    prejudice    against    the 
TwIiOpdon      County      Council      there      is 
.=2BO    defence    for    opposing     this     Bill. 
^The    ri^t     hon.     Gentleman    suggests 
^v^r-that  you  must  wait  until  this  Trust  or 
^Boara,    composed    of    capable    men,    is 
T'  amiointed.     On   the  point  of  capability 
-!r  Ifehe  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  insist, 
V  because  it  would  be  contradictory  to  his 
^    previous  statements  if  he  were  to  say 
-g  that  the  London  County  Council  for  this 
9    purpose  is  not  as  efficient,  capable,  and 
f     konest  as  any   other  county  council  in 
B     Chreat  Britain.    He  has  frequently  admired 
r'     their    system    of     accounts    and     their 
iinance ;  yea,  he  has  said  at  the  Table  of 
this  House  that  the  system  of  accounts  of 
the  London  County  Council  is  probably 
the  best  of  any  municipal  authority  in 
the   kingdom.     So   much  for    efficiency. 
From  the  point  of  view  of  technical  capa- 
bility,  I  venture  to  say  there  are  not  a 
dozen  water  company  directors  in  this 
House  who  are  equal  in  ability,  capacity, 
and  disinterestedness    to    the  first   five 
County  Councillors  you  would  meet  in 
Spring  Gardens.     So  much  for  honesty. 
What  is  more — ^are  these  gentlemen  elected 
lortheir  knowledge  of  boring,  or  of  stratifi- 
cation, or  of  bacteriological   analyses  of 
water?  Not  a  bit  of  it.   They  are  elected 
for  other  and  higher  virtues  than  are 
found  in  a  chemical  laboratory.     When 


we  are  told  that  a  Board  will  be  more 
capable,  permit  me  to  say  that  I  do 
not  believe  it.  Until  the  County 
Council  has  been  proved — as  it  cannot  be 
proved — to  be  either  incapable,  dishonest, 
or  to  have  a  desire  to  be  unjust  to  the 
outlying  authorities,  there  is  no  reason 
!  why  it  should  not  exercise  the  functions 
j  which  everj'  corporate  council  in  the 
,  kingdom  has  hitherto  exercised.  But  let 
I  me  refer  for  a  moment  to  the  way  in 
which  evidence  is  accumulating  in  favour 
of  the  County  Council  having  this  con- 
trol. In  1880  Lord  Cross  iiitroduced  a 
Bill  which  1  regret  was  not  accepted  at 
that  time.  [Hear,  hear.]  Ah  !  but  that 
was  not  the  fault  of  the  London  County 
Council;  it  was  because  Parliament,  not 
for  the  first  time,  showed  its  lack  of 
knowledge  of  what  only  a  local  authority 
is  able  to  do  better.  Since  1880  we  have 
had  Commission  and  Committee,  the  one 
after  the  other,  and  we  end  up  by  pur- 
chase by  an  authority — a  body  to  be  not 
the  County  Council,  but  a  Water  Board, 
to  take  over  the  affairs  of  the  company.  I 
venture  to  say  that  this  delay  cannot  last 
much  longer.  It  is  not  only  the  potable 
water  of  which  we  desire  to  get  hold. 
Look  at  the  water  supply  of  London  from 
any  point  of  view.  Take  the  river 
Thames.  The  river  will  not  much  longer 
stand  the  depletion  of  its  stream  by  the 
increased  quantities  which  the  water  com- 
panies are  yearly  taking  from  it. 

Sir  FREDERICK  DIXON-HART- 
LAND  (Middlesex,  Uxbridge)  was 
understood  to  dissent. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  the  Chairman  of  the  Thames 
Conservancy  doubt  that?  If  so,  I  shall 
quote  paragraph  100,  which  is  a  flat  con- 
tradiction by  the  Engineer  of  the  Thames 
Conservancy  of  the  hon.  Member's  inter- 
ruption. 

Sir  FREDERICK  DIXON-HART- 
LAND  :  I  certainly  deny  it.  I  say  that 
except  at  a  certain  period  of  the  year,  in 
the  autumn,  when  the  flow  is  apt  to  be 
smaller,  there  is  an  enormous  quantity  of 
water,  something  like  l,200,000,u00 
gallons,  passing  over  Teddington  Weir — 
an  amount  sufficient  for  storage  and  for 
every  other  purpose  necessary. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  Does  not  the 
hon.  Member  see  how  he  has  confirmed 
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my  statement  1  What  does  he  tell  the 
House  ?  That  except  in  July  and  August, 
when  we  ought  to  have  more  water  than  at 
any  other  time  of  the  year — that  except  in 
the  summer  time,  when  droughts  prevail — 
the  river  Thames  has  quite  enough  water 
for  the  people  of  London.  That  is 
about  as  good  as  telling  a  London 
street-l)oy  to  go  to  St.  Petersburg  in  the 
winter  time  to  eat  ice-cream. 

Sir  FREDERICK  DIXON-HART- 
LAND :  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  desire  to  misrepresent  me. 
What  I  said  was  that  there  was  sufficient 
for  storage,  and  it  naturally  follows  that 
the  storage  with  which  the  hon.  Member 
finds  so  much  fault  is  the  very  system 
which  ^ill  allow  an  ample  supply  during 
those  months  when  the  river  is  low 
without  any  detriment  to  the  Thames  or 
to  its  navigation. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  That  was  said 
in  1893,  1894,  1895,  and  1896,  but  re- 
curring water  famines  have  proved  that 
the  statement  was  unfounded,  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  will  take  a 
plebiscite  of  the  pleasure-going  traffic  from 
Molesley  Lock  to  Teddington  Weir  he 
will  find  that  ]>oth  the  lock-keepers  and 
the  pleasure-passenger  public  share  the 
view  which  I  hold — that  on  the  grounds 
of  trade,  pleasure,  health,  and  sanitation 
the  settlement  of  this  question  can  no 
longer  be  delayed.  We  are  told  that 
storage  will  settle  it.  When  are  you 
going  to  get  your  water  1  You  can  get  it 
only  at  flood  time.  What  is  the  ex- 
perience of  the  chemist  at  flood  time  1 
That  at  the  particular  moment  the  water 
is  charged  with  more  micro-organisms 
than  at  any  other  time.  You  are  going 
to  get  the  water  to  store  from  a  district  the 
residential  population  of  which  is  in- 
creasing— a  district  which  has  sewage 
farms  upon  it,  the  effluent  from  which  and 
the  water  from  manured  lands  has  to  go 
into  the  river  Thames.  This  is  the 
water,  part  of  which  you  are  to  store 
for  weeks  and  months,  and  part  of 
which  you  are  to  filter  at  Hampton  and 
Molesey.  But  let  me  deal  with  another 
point.  I  appeal  to  commercial  men.  Go 
to  the  wharfingers  and  the  lightermen,  to 
the  something  like  10,000  men  employed 
in  the  barges  and  lighters  on  the  river 
Thames,  and  they  ^vill  tell  you  that  in 
consequence     of     the    increased   width, 
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depth,  and  tonnage  of  bai^gea^  they  are 
frequently  compelled,  owing  to  the  lack 
of  water,  to  do  on  two  tid« 
what  formerly  they  did  on  one. 
No  su^estion  of  a  lock  at  WandswortJi 
or  Ricfamiond  or  lower  down  wiliaolTe 
this  difficulty.  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
will  admit  that  one  of  the  greatest  mis- 
takes ever  made  on  the  river  Thames  was 
the  building  of  the  Kew  and  Richmond 
Lock.  Why  was  it  done  1  Because  the 
pleasure  traffic  above  Richmond  could  not 
get  water  enough  even  for  their  rowing 
boats.  Is  this  big  waterway  to  depend 
for  its  trade  and  its  pleasure  upon  such 
trumpery  and  useless  expedients  as  a  lock 
at  Richmond  and  another  at  Battersea  or 
Wandsworth  ?  All  these  temporary  ex- 
pedients prove  how  heavy  is  the  diain  of 
the  water  companies  from  the  river 
Thames.  There  are  one  or  two  other 
points  upon  which  I  will  touch  iMily 
briefly.  Why  do  the  water  compames* 
directors  oppose  the  Council  ?  It  is  only 
on  the  terms  of  purchase.  That  is  a 
matter  for  neither  the  water  compacies' 
directors  nor  the  CJounty  Council  It  is  a 
matter  for  a  Committee  of  this  Home. 
It  is  a  matter  for  a  tribunal  which  should 
go  into  the  details  of  finance  and  repay- 
ment, and  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  and  do  justice  to  the  outside 
authorities  in  a  way  which  is  in  keeping 
with  the  traditions  of  our  Parliamentary 
Committees.  I  believe  that  this  House 
of  Commons  will  go  on  dabbling  widi  diis 
water  question  until  we  have  an  epidemic 
not  only  in  the  East,  but  in  the  West  End 
of  London.  I  believe  that  as  the  House 
passed  a  garrotting  Bill  only  when  one  of 
its  Members  was  garrotted  at  the  bottom 
of  the  Duke  of  York's  steps,  so  it  will  be 
driven  to  pass  a  Bill  to  municipalise 
London  water  only  when  contmued 
droughts  have  been  succeeded  by  several 
epidemics.  I  do  not  believe  the  House 
will  move  even  then  until  the  epidemie 
happens  to  be  in  the  West  End  of  London, 
and  the  West  End  people  with  their 
influence  and  ability  are  able  to  ezerdse 
that  pressure  upon  Parliament  and  the 
water  companies  which  they  know  so  well 
how  to  exert.  My  view  is  that  preven- 
tion is  better  than  cure.  I  want  to 
prevent  an  epidemic  by  going  to  a  Welsh 
lake,  by  getting  water  from  cloudland 
instead  of  from  a  sewage-polluted  area  I 
want  to  be  fair  and  just  to  the  water  com- 
panies, and  I  am  prepared  to  trust  a 
House  of  Commons  Cotnmittee  to  be  the 
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arbiter  aa  between  the  County  Council 
and  the  water  companies  shareholders. 
I  want  to  protect  the  diminishing  trade  of 
the  river  Thames^  where  tidal  water 
alone  is  responsible  for  carrying  on  that 
trade.  I  want  to  make  the  river  Thames 
more  and  more  the  silent  highway  of  this 
CTeat  city,  on  which  pleasure  will  be  more 
n-equent  and  profitable  than  it  now  is.  In 
asking  for  these  things  I  am  asking  only 
for  that,  the  carrying  out  of  which 
London  ratepayers  at  four  successive 
elections  have  demanded.  Who  is  the 
authority  to  determine  this  ?  With  all 
respect  to  this  assembly.  Parliament  is  not 
the  authority  to  determine  whether  this 
should  be  company  or  municipal  enterprise. 
The  authority  to  decide  that  are  the  five 
millions  of  water  consumers  outside.  What 
have  they  done  %  At  Chelsea,  and  else- 
where, which  in  this  House  is  represented 
by  a  Conservative  who  opposes  these  water 
Bills,  two  Progressives  were  returned  at 
the  last  County  Council  election  in  favour 
of  the  mimicipal  water  policy.  All  over 
London  councillors  have  been  elected  to 
support  these  or  similar  Bills.  For  four 
successive  elections  the  London  ratepayers 
by  overwhelming  majorities  have  decided 
in  favour  of  municipal  water — water  from 
Wales,  and  the  purchase  of  the  under- 
takings of  the  companies.  I  appeal  to 
Members  of  Parliament  from  provincial 
districts  to  respect  the  mandate  of  the 
municipal  electors  of  London.  I  ask 
the  House  to  brush  aside  the  paltry  and 
fatuous  arguments  which  have  been 
adduced  against  this  Bill,  and  to  release 
the  city  of  London  once  and  for  all  from 
the  toils  of  the  water  company  directors, 
who  too  long  have  extracted  a  million  of 
money  per  annum  out  of  the  water  con- 
sumers of  this  city,  and  who  in  doing  so 
have  imposed  upon  the  poor  of  the  East 
EInd  of  London  endless  misery  and  incon- 
venience, have  brought  this  big  city 
several  times  within  easy  distance  of  a 
water  famine,  and  by  their  policy  of 
living  from  hand  to  mouth,  as  Parliament 
may  decree,  they  have  caused  the  future 
water  supply  of  London  to  be  fraught 
with  great  danger  to  the  health  and 
trade  and  pleasure  of  this  vast  city.  It  is 
for  these  reasons  I  ask  the  House  of 
Commons  to  reject  both  the  speech  and 
the  arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  to  place  this  city  side  by  side 
^vith  Glasgow  and  other  places  by  putting 
a  municipal  water  supply  in  the  hands  of 
London's  elected  representatives. 


Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddingtonshire): 
Before  we  go  to  a  division  I  should  like 
to  remind  the  House  of  what  is  the  real 
question  we  have  to  decide.  The  question 
is  not  whether  the  London  County 
Council  is  to  administer  the  water  supply 
of  London,  but  whether  we  are  to-day  to 
make  a  beginning  with  the  execution  of 
the  policy  of  purchase  recommended  by  the 
Royal  Commission.  I  do  not  apologise 
for  rising  for  a  moment  to  take  part  in 
this  discussion.  It  has  been  left  too  much 
in  the  hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  the  happy — or  shall  I  call  it  the  un- 
happy— family  of  London  representatives. 
There  are  those  of  us  who  by  the  exi- 
gencies of  public  business  are  brought 
from  very  remote  parts  of  the  country, 
and  compelled  to  live  for  a  longer  period 
of  the  year  in  London  than  we  should 
otherwise  desire,  and  I  am  never  able  to 
take  the  view  that  the  question  of  the 
London  water  supply  is  a  question  to  be 
discussed  on  the  footing  of  being  a  mere 
private  Bill  question.  How  do  we  stand 
to-day  ]  A  Royal  Commission  of  great 
ability  sat  for  sixteen  months,  presided 
over  by  Lord  Llandaff,  who,  by  his  tradi- 
tions, is  certainly  not  a  person  who  would 
be  likely  to  lean  too  much  in  favour  of 
the  views  of  the  London  County  Council. 
What  that  Commission  had  to  decide  was 
between  two  policies  :  one  was  that  of 
the  London  County  Council  becoming  the 
purchasers  and  administrators  of  the 
water  supply  of  London,  and  the  other 
was  the  question  of  whether  the  conten- 
tion of  the  water  companies  should  be 
accepted  and  nothing  done  except  on 
minor  matters.  What  did  that  Com- 
mission decide  ?  It  decided,  and  decided 
most  emphatically,  in  favour  of  pur- 
chase, and  that  nothing  short  of  pur- 
chase would  be  of  any  use.  It  is  quite 
true  that  the  Commission  went  on  to  say 
that  they  did  not  recommend  that  the 
London  "County  Council  should  be  the 
purchasing  authority,  but  why  did  they 
do  that  1  If  you  look  at  paragraph  146 
and  the  other  paragraphs  in  which  they 
discuss  the  matter,  it  is  perfectly  plain 
that  they  said  that  because  they  contem- 
plated that  if  the  London  County  Council 
became  the  purchasing  authority  it  would 
also  become  the  administrative  authority. 
That  is  a  much  larger  question,  and  one 
which  is  not  raised  by  my  hon.  friend 
who  moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill.  My  hon.  friend  was  able  to  point 
to   this,   and  it  was  recognised  by  the. 
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light  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that  what 
the   London    County   Council    are   now 
asking  for — not  only  through  the  mouth 
of  my  hon.  friend,  or  through  the  depu- 
tation which  waited  upon  the  Government, 
but  also  through  what  they  propose  in 
the  25th  Clause  of  this  Bill — is  that  the 
Government     should     to-day     make     a 
beginning  with  the  carrying  out  of  the 
policy  of  purchase,  leaving  for  the  future 
the  settlement  of  the  question  of  who  is 
to  be  the  administrative  authority.    That 
is  quite  clear  if  you  read  the  25th  Clause 
of  the  Bill,  and  it  is  put  beyond  doubt  by 
the  undertakings  which  have  been  given. 
What  reasons  are  there  why  they  should 
proceed  1     To  my  mind  there  is  one  very 
cogent  reason.     Whenever  this  policy  of 
purchase  is  initiated  it  must  take  some 
years   to  carry  out.     Of  all  the  under- 
takings on  which  Parliament  has  allowed 
"private    promoters   to   embark   there    is 
nothing  at  all  comparable  in  magnitude 
with     the     proposal     for     which     this 
Bill     asks      sanction.      The     policy     of 
purchasing    the     undertakings     of     the 
Water  Companies  must  necessarily  take  a 
very  long  time,  by  the  very  necessities  of 
the    situation,    as    proper    inquiry    will 
have  to  be  made  to  see  that  people  are  ' 
paid    what   is  justly   due  to  them,  and  ' 
there  will  l)e  a  multitude  of  complicated 
interests  to  unravel.     If  that  be  so,  surely  ■ 
the  attitude  of  the  Government  is  most 
imsatisfactory.      They  brought   in,  it  is  \ 
true,  two  or  three  years  ago  a  Bill  for  : 
constituting  a  central  authority,  but  with- 
out any  purchasing  powers,  if  I  recollect 
rightly.      They  did  not,  however,  press  . 
that  Bill ;  they  did  not  appear  to  be  in  '. 
earnest  alxnit  it.     1  listened  most  atten- 
tively  to  the  speech   of  the  right    hon.  ' 
Gentleman  this  afternoon,  and  1  confess  : 
that  if  1  were  a  London    representative  I  ! 
should  not  be  at  all  inclined  to  adopt  that  ■ 
conciliatory  spirit  which  the  right  hon.  ; 
Gentleman  commended.     1  found  nothing  ' 
in  that  speech  which  gave  any  promise 
that   the  Government   were   in    earnest  : 
about  giving  eftect  to  the  policy  of  the 
very  Koyal  Commission  which  the  right ' 
hon.   Gentleman   so    plentifully   praised.  ' 
Not  one  word  appeared  in  the  Queen's 
♦Speech,  and  not  one  word  appeared  in  the  ) 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which  ' 
would  lead  us  to  believe  that  the  Govern- 
ment itself  intends  to  take  the  initiative  | 
in  this  policy  of  purchase.      I  will  not : 
<letain  the  House  by  giving  reasons  why  ' 
that  policy  should  be  adopted  ;  sufficient  | 

Mr.  Hahhxne. 


reasons  have  already  been  brought  for- 
ward. But  I  do  press  upon  the  Hoiue 
the  view  that  by  assenting  to  the  Second 
Heading  of  this  Bill  we  may  begin  the 
carrying  out  of  the  policy  of  purchase 
which  the  Koyal  Commission  have  recom- 
mended, of  which  the  Government  itself 
is  in  favour,  and  which,  although 
hon.  Members  opposite  do  not  ex- 
pressly commit  themselves  to,  they 
have  carefully  abstained  from  opposing. 
This  step  will  not  have  for  its  necessary 
consequence  administration  by  this  or 
that  or  some  other  authority,  but  will 
simply  be  this  and  nothing  more — a  b^in- 
ning  in  earnest  of  the  carrying  out  of  the 
policy  of  purchase  on  which  we  all  pro- 
fess to  l^e  agreed. 

♦Sir  SAMUEL  MONTAGU  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Whitecbapel) :  I  do  not  intend 
to  delay  the  House  by  going  into 
the  details  of  the  Bill,  but  as 
a  Member  for  an  East  London  con- 
stituency I  feel  bound  to  say  a  word  (m 
behalf  of  my  constituents  in  support  of 
this  measure.  East  London  contains 
about  one-fourth  of  the  inhabitants  of  this 
great  city,  and,  therefore,  about  <Mie- 
fourth  of  zhe  water  consumers  of  London, 
and  no  class  in  London  have  suffered  more 
by  the  management  or  the  mismanage- 
ment of  the  water  companies  than  m 
working  people  and  the  very  poor  in 
Whitechapel.  It  is  immaterial  whether 
the  deficiency  in  the  water  supply  whieh 
occurred  a  year  or  two  ago  arose  from  the 
heat  of  summer  or  the  f  i*ost  of  winter,  or 
whether  in  all  seasons  it  arose  from 
defective  pipes  or  the  absence  of 
cisterns.  The  poor  always  suffer.  I 
rose  especially  to  point  out  the  urgency 
of  purchasing  these  undertakings,  or  A 
altering  the  present  condition  of  things, 
for  the  reason  that  in  my  constituency 
and  the  adjoining  constituencies  the  hoose 
rents  have  been  raised  to  double  and 
treble  their  former  amount,  and,  there- 
fore, on  the  new  assessment  next  year  the 
water  rate  will  be  of  necessity  in- 
creased at  the  same  rate.  The  com- 
panies will  have  no  mercy,  because,  as 
they  are  looking  forward  to  their  interest 
being  purchased,  they  will  naturally 
drive  the  rating  power  they  possess  to  its 
fullest  extent. 

CoiX)NEL  LOCKWOOD  (Epping, 
Essex)  pointed  out  that  the  quinquennial 
assessment  did  not  raise  the  watOT 
rates. 
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♦Sir  SAMUEL  MONTAGU:  If  the) 
house-rent  has  been  raised,  the  assessment,  | 
of  course,  will  also  be  raised.  | 

Ck>L0NEL  LOCKWOOD:  But  the  | 
companies  do  not  raise  the  price  of  the  i 
water.  { 

♦Sir    SAMUEL    MONTAGU  :    They 
charge  a  percentage  on  the    rent,   and 
naturally,  therefore,  if  the  rent  is  raised 
the    assessment    for  water  rate    is  also 
raised   in   proportion.     I    beg  the    hon. 
Member's  pardon,  but  I  am  quite  certain 
I  am  correct  in  regard  to  this  point.     In 
the   West  End,  however  much  we  may 
find  fault  with  the  water  companies  in 
other   respects,  we  always   have    a   full 
supply    of    water.       The    deficiency    of 
supply  is  reserved  for  the  people  of  East 
London,  who  cannot  protect  themselves 
and  who  are  absolutely  defenceless.     Since 
a  similar  Bill  to  this  was  brought  in  two 
or  three  years  ago,  we  have  h^  a  general 
election  of  the  London  County   Council,  j 
In  that  election  I  took  an  active  part,  and  ; 
I   therefore  know   something  about  the  \ 
feelings  of  the  electors  in  regard  to  this  | 
matter.     The  people   of   London  are   of  1 
one  mind  that  this  control  should  be  con-  j 
fided  to  the  London  County  Council  or  to  | 
some      similar      body    directly      repre- 1 
8?ntative     of    the    electors,     and     over  | 
which    the    ratepayers    can    exercise    a  , 
certain      amount     of    popular     control,  j 
I  am  glad  to  see  that  all  parties  are  of  • 
opinion  that  such  a  necessity  of  life  as  , 
-water  should  not  be  in  private  hands  for  : 
amy  long  period,  and  I  would  urge  the 
C^vemment,  in  consideration  of  the  poor  ; 
and  working  classes,  to  bring  about  some  ; 
change  for    the   better   as    speedily    as ; 
possible. 

Mr.  STEADM an  :  I  desire  to  support , 
the  remarks  of    the   hon.    Member  for  \ 
Whitechapel  in  reference  to  the  increase 
of  the  water  rate.     It  is  quite  true,  as  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the  Epping  i 
Division  states,  that  they  do  not  propose  ; 
to  increase  the  water  charge  in  this  sense ; ; 
they  do  not  charge  so  much  per  gallon  for  i 
every  gallon  of  water  consmned,  but  under 
the     existing     law    the    companies    are 
allowed  to    charge   one  shilling  in  the 

£[)und  on  the  rateable  value  of  the  house. 
et  me  give  my  own  case  as  an  example. 
When  I  first  became  the  tenant  of  the 
house  I  now  occupy  my  family  was  young, 
and  the  house  .was  rated  on  an  assessment 
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of  £25  per  annum.  Therefore  I  had  to 
pay  twenty-five  shillings  as  water  rate. 
When  the  next  quinquennial  valuation 
came  round  my  assessment  was  increased 
by  £2.  Although  my  family  had  grown  up 
and  some  of  them  left  home,  with  the 
result  that  we  were  consuming  less  water, 
I  had  to  pay  two  shillings  more  as  water 
rate.  When  the  assessment  takes  place 
next  year  my  rate  may  be  still  further 
increased,  although  I  am  consuming  still 
less  water.  That  is  the  position  of  the 
whole  of  the  people  in  the  East  End 
of  London.  There  are  a  million 
working  men  in  East  London,  and  those 
who  do  not  pay  the  water  rate  direct  to 
the  company,  as  I  do,  have  to  pay  it 
indirectly  through  the  rent. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston)  :  Throughout  the  debate  this 
question  has  been  argued  with  compara- 
tively little  reference  to  the  most  impor- 
tant underlying  consideration  in  the 
whole  matter,  namely,  the  question  of 
public  health.  It  has  been  argued  from 
the  point  of  view  of  purchase  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  water  companies;  it  has 
been  argued  from  the  point  of  view  of 
contcol  by  a  public  body ;  but  underlying 
these  considerations  there  is  the  stiU 
greater  and  more  urgent  question  of  the 
public  health  of  the  community,  and  in 
dealing  with  one  of  the  prime  necessities 
of  life  that  consideration  more  than  any 
other  ought  certainly  to  influence  votes 
in  this  House.  I  hope  that  any  Members 
who  have  doubts  in  their  minds  on  this 
question  will  vote  in  the  direction  of 
sanctioning  both  of  these  Bills  rather 
than  against  them,  on  the  ground  that  by 
so  doing  they  will  be  doing  something 
for  the  health  of  the  community.  This 
question  has  been  described  as  being  not 
an  urgent  question.  The  question  was 
urgent  nearly  thirty  years  ago,  and  it  has 
been  getting  more  urgent  every  year; 
but  yet  the  representative  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  tells  us  to-day  that  it 
is  not  an  urgent  question,  and  that  it  can 
be  put  off  still  longer.  We  have  been 
over  and  over  again  within  measurable 
distance  of  a  national  disaster  through 
the  action  of  the  London  water  companies 
during  the  last  few  years.  If  those 
water  famines  had  happened  to  coincide 
with  an  epidemic  of  cholera  or  any  similar 
disease  we  should  have  had  the  popula- 
tion decimated  in  consequence  of  the 
deficiency  of  the  water  supply.    Because 
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we  have  escaped  those  dangers  we  are  to 
ignore  them,  and  the  Grovemment  is 
ignoring  them  by  the  attitude  it  is  adopt- 
ing towards  these  Bills.  The  merit  of 
the  proposal  before  us  is  that  not  only 
will  it  place  the  water  supply  of  London 
under  popular  control,  under  the  control  of 
persons  responsible  to  the  inhabitants  of 
the  metropolis,  but  it  will  also  seek  for  a 
water  supply  from  new  and  fresh  sources. 
In  any  case,  it  will  put  the  matter  under 
the  control  of  a  public  authority.  Now, 
a  public  authority  is  a  body  better  than 
any  other  for  such  a  purpose,  because  it 
has  only  one  object  in  view,  the  public 
health;  it  has  nothing  to  do  but  to  be 
honest  and  straightforward  in  dealing  with 
the  money  of  the  community,  and  is  un- 
touched by  any  considerations  of  divi- 
dends. I  believe  this  is  a  Bill  which 
will  do  for  London  what  was  found  neces- 
sary in  Glasgow,  Edinburgh,  Manchester, 
and  all  large  provincial  cities.  Because  we 
have  not  the  same  government  in  London  as 
in  these  localities  that  is  no  reason  why  we 


should  not  avail  ourselves  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  putting  under  the  control  of  » 
public  authority  the  management  and 
administration  of  one  of  the  prime  neces- 
saries of  life,  and  one  essential  to  the 
public  health  of  the  community. 

♦The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT  BOARD   (Mr.   T.  W. 

Russell,  Tyrone,  S.) :  No  one  will  qua- 

tion    the  right  of  my  hon.   friend  the 

Member  for  Ilkeston  to  speak  with  authority 

on  matters  of  public  health ;  and  I  only 

rise  to  say  that  if  he  had  reaid  the  Beport 

I  of  the  Balfour  and  Llandaff  Commisaion? 

I  he   would  have  found  strong  testimony 

I  not  only  as    to  the  quality  of  London 

I  water,   but  also  as  to   the  sufficiency  of 

the  quantity,  with  adequate  storage,  for 

the  next  forty  years. 

Question  put. 

I      The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  151 ;  Noes^ 
I  234.     (Division  List  No.  90.) 


Abrahain\Villiam(Cork,  N.E.) 
Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 
AlliBon,  Rol)ert  Andrew 
Ambrose,  Robert 
Asher,  Alexander 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Austin,  M.  (Limerick,  W.) 
Bainbridu:e,  Emerson    . 
Barlow.  John  Emmott 
Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 
Billson,  Alfre:l 
Birrell,  Augustine 
Blake,  Edward 
Bolton,  Thomas  Doll  in;* 
Brigt;,  John 
Broadhurst,  Henry 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Ryhurn 

BuUard,  Sir  Harry 

Burns,  tJohn 

Burt,  Thomas 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

Caldwell,  James 

Cameron,  SirChar1es((Tlasgow 

Cameron,  Robert  (Durham) 

Causton,  Richard  Knight 

Colville,  John 

Condon,  Thomas  .Foseph 

('ourtney,  Rt.  Hon.  Leonard H. 

Crean,  Eugene 

Crilly,  Daniel 

Crombie,  John  William 

Curran,  Thomas  H.  (Donegal) 

Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S. ) 

Daly,  James 

Davias.M.  Vaughan-(Cardigan 

Dewar,  Arthur 

Dillon,  Johni 

Donelan,  Captain  A. 

Doogan,  I*.  C. 

Doughty,  (leorge 

Sir  IFalter  Foafer, 


AYES. 

Douj^Ias,  Chas.  M.  (Lanark) 
Duckworth,  James 
Ellis,  John  Edward 
Evans,  Sir  Fran.  H.(South'ton 
Farquharson,  Dr.  Robert 
Fen  wick,  Charles 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co. 
Fox,  Dr.  Joseph  Francis 
(jribney,  James 
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Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put  and 
agi-eed  to. 

Second  Reading  put  oft"  for  six  months. 

LONDON    W\\TER    (WELSH     SUPPLY) 
BILL   (BY   ORDER). 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  :  I  beg  formally  to 
move  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

*SiR  FREDERICK  DIXON-HART- 
LAND :  Sir,  in  rising  to  oppose  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  I  wish  to 
state  that  I  am  not  a  shareholder,  nor  in 
any  way  connected  with  any  water  com 
pany.  I  am  much  surprised  that  the 
London  County  Council,  after  the  way  in 
which  it  was  received  by  the  House  last 
year  when  they  did  not  dare  even  to  take 
a  Second  Reading,  should  have  again 
brought  it  forward.  Two  very  important 
things  have  happened  since  then.  The  first 
is  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission, 
which  has  been  so  often  alluded  to  in 
the  debate  on  the  last  Bill;  and,  on 
the  question  of  urgency.  Sir  Alexander 
Binnie,  the  engineer  of  the  London 
County  Council,  stated  before  the  Royal 
Commission  that  there  was  a  supply 
sufficient  for  the  next  ten  or  fifteen  years. 
Before  that  time  has  elapsed  the  reservoirs 
approved  of  by  this  House  will  have  come 
into  opei-ation.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
amount  of  water  which  the  scheme  pro- 
poses to  take  for  the  benefit  of  Lonaon. 
In  the  first  part  of  the  scheme  it  only  pro- 


poses to  get  121,000,000  gallons  per  day, 
whereas  the  Thames  in  flood  time  passes 
1,200,000,000  gallons  a  day  over  Ted- 
dington  Weir,  and  in  ordinary  times 
300,000,000  gallons.  Even  in  oidi- 
nary  time  this  is  100,000,000  gftUons 
more  than  the  200,000,000  a  day  we 
consider  necessary  for  the  navigation  oi 
the  river,  and  is  about  the  amount  which 
will  be  obtained  from  Wales  by  the  first 
part  of  the  scheme.  During  the  drought 
which  has  lately  taken  place  the  average 
was  80,000,000,  and  the  lowest  day  was 
50,000,000.  In  addition  to  this  it  is  veiy 
objectionable  that  the  water  is  proposed 
to  be  remitted  by  a  conduit  117  miles 
long,  and  afterwai-ds  by  forty-five  miles 
of  pipes.  The  lowest  estimate  of  Sir 
Alexander  Binnie  was  from  <£10,000,000 
to  £14,000,000,  while  the  other  estimates 
in  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
are  very  much  higher.  In  the  statement 
sent  out  by  the  London  County  Cooncfl 
in  support  of  the  Bill,  they  quote  from 
the  Royal  Commission's  Report — 

*'  There  is  no  doaht  something  attractive  u 
the  scheme  of  bringing  water  from  the  Webh 
nDuntains  for  the  supply  of  London,  and  one 
wouhl  be  glad  if  it  were  poHsible  now  to  mean 
a  water  shed  to  be  used  hereafter  if  London 
should  require  it." 

But  they  forget  to  state  the  remainder  of 
the  paragraph — 

"That  assuming  the  water  should  profc 
suflicieot  in  quality  and  quantity,  the  bet 
remains  that  it  is  much  more  costly  thwi  the 
supply  from  the  Thames,  and  that  it  w  na- 
necessary  to  incur  this  extra  co8t  now,  as  the 
^appl^  from  the  Thames  will  be  adequate  in 
i  quantity  and  quality  up  to  1941/' 

As  regards  the  quality  of  the  water,  the 

experience  of  Glasgow,  which  is  one  of 

I  the  cities  that  has  been  mentioned,  is  not 
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such  as  would  induce  London  to  be  sup- 
plied in  the  same  way  as  water  is  supplied 
to  that  city.  The  Keport  of  the  Royal 
Commission  itself  says — 

'*  A  vaat  amount  of  lead  would  be  brought  in 
the  supply  from  Wales,  which  would  have  to 
be  carefully  treated." 

The  second  point  was  that  last  summer 
was  the  driest  we  have  had  for  a  consider- 
able time.  The  Conservancy,  at  the 
request  of  the  Government,  allowed  the 
water  companies  to  take  a  very  much 
larger  quantity  of  water  from  the  Thames 
than  was  in  accordance  with  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  this  was  done,  because 
by  the  Inter-conmiunication  Bill  brought 
in  by  the  Government,  it  would  save  the 
East  of  London  from  another  water 
famine.  I  cannot  but  feel  some  pride 
that  the  inter-communication  question 
which  was  established  by  the  Government 
Bill  was  first  brought  before  the  House 
by  a  Bill  which  I  brought  in,  and  which 
was  thrown  out  by  the  London  County 
Coiuncil,  but  the  principle  of  which  has 
survived,  and  has  been  of  such  service  to 
the  whole  of  London.  If,  during  the  dry 
summer,  the  Thames,  without  these  water 
reservoirs,  was  able  to  supply  London  at 
the  driest  time  with  50,000,000  gallons 
over  at  Teddington  Weir,  I  do  not  think 
that  with  those  reservoirs  which  are  so 
rapidly  approaching  completion,  that 
London  need  have  any  fear  whatever  as 
to  the  supply  or  any  necessity  for  any 
urgency  during  the  next  three  vears,  as 
has  been  spoken  of  by  the  hon.  Member. 
There  is  another  question  which  is  very 
important  to  this  House.  Supposing  that 
'the  supply  of  the  water  companies  is 
taken  from  Wales  instead  of  the  Thames, 
what  is  to  become  of  the  Upper  Thames 
itself  1  You  will  have  to  consider  this — 
that  almost  the  whole  revenue  of  the 
Upper  Thames  is  drawn  from  the  water 
companies.  It  is  in  consequence  of  this 
revenue  that  we  are  enabled  to  keep 
up  the  locks  and  weirs  and  make 
practical  the  navigation  of  the  river. 
That  if  the  water  came  from  Wales  the 
Government  would  have  to  find  some 
means  by  which  the  navigation  could  be 
kept  up.  At  any  rate,  as  much  as  is 
necessary  for  navigation.  If  the  money 
does  not  come  from  the  water  companies, 
I  do  not  know  where  it  is  to  come  from. 
The  matter  will  have  to  be  considered  by 
Parliament,  and  it  will  become  necessary 
for  the  House  of  Commons  to  supply  some 


means    by  which   the  interests   of    the 
Upper  Thames,  both  for  navigation  and 
for  pleasure  traffic,   shall  be  preserved. 
The  last  question  I  have  to  speak  on  is 
that  of  the  purity  of  the  Thames  water 
for  drinking  purposes.      At  the  present 
moment  there  are  500,000  extra  people 
drinking  piu-e  water  from  the   Thames, 
whereas  four  years  ago  they  made  it  of  an 
impure  character.     The  report  of  all  the 
authorities  is  that   the  water  from  the 
Thames  is  purer  water   than   anywhere 
else.     It  is  a  very  singular  thing  that  the 
places  from  which  the  County  Council  pro- 
poses to  take  their  water  actually  dried  up 
during  the  last  drought,  while  the  Thames 
water  kept  all  right.     The  action  of  the 
water  of  the  Thames  coming  over  weirs, 
and  the  various  points  of  flow,  is  this — 
as  everybody  in  authority  will  say — that 
it  causes  it  to  be  the  purest  water  that 
any  place  can  ha>'^.     It  is  not  mixed  with 
sewage  or  any  other  noxious  thing.     I, 
I  therefore,  hope  that  this  Bill  will  not  be 
!  passed,  and  that  the  ratepayers  will  be 
saved  an  enormous  expense,  by  which  they 
would    not    get  so  good  a    supply   for 
:  London    as    that   which    exists    at    the 
j  present   moment.     Under  these  circum- 
:  stances   I   strongly   oppose    the    Second 
;  Reading  of  the  Bill,  and  hope  that   the 
I  House  of  Commons  will   not  allow   the 
i  ratepayers*  money  to  be  wasted  in   the 
'  w&y  in  which  it  would  be. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  To  leave  out  the  word  *  now,'  and  at  the 
end  of  the  QueHtion  to  add  the  words  '  upon 
thiH  day  six  months.' " — {Sir  Frederick  Dixon' 
Hartland.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

♦Sir  J.  T.  DILLWYN  LLEW^.YN 
(Swansea  Town) :  I  beg  to  second  the 
motion  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  I 
should  be  exceedingly  sorry  if  it  was 
thought  that  no  Member  from  Wales  was 
prepared  to  speak  on  this  subject.  I  repre- 
sent a  borough  which  has  not  only  to  take 
care  of  itself  in  regard  to  its  water  works, 
but  to  secure  a  supply  of  good,  pure 
water  from  an  adjacent  county.  I  am 
also  a  member  of  the  county  council  of 
Glamorganshire,  and  we  require  a  supply  of 
Welsh  water  for  our  own  purposes.  In  the 
great  coal  field,  of  which  Glamorganshire 
is  the  centre,  we  are  liable  to  have  our 
water  polluted,  and  it  is  not  always  pure 
in  itself,  lying  as  it  does  on  the  main  coal. 
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Some  of  it  is  full  of  mineral  matter,  and 
unfit  for  domestic  purposes,  and,  therefore, 
we  have  to  go  outside  the  county  to  the 
region  of  the  old  red  sandstone  to 
obtain  a  supply  of  pure  water.  In  the 
Khondda  Valley  there  is  a  population  of 
150,000  to  200,000,  and  we  oppose  this 
measure  because  we  think  we  should  get 
a  supply  of  our  own  Welsh  water  in  the 
first  instance.  At  the  same  time,  water 
is  not  given  to  an  individual  or  a  county, 
but  should  be  available  for  the  whole 
country ;  and  I  should  be  very  sorry  to 
see  a  definite  refusal  given  to  allow  water 
to  be  taken  from  Wales  to  supply  London 
if  only  the  Government  were  to  take  the 
question  up.  I  have  long  held  that  water- 
shed areas  should  be  established 
with  a  view  of  giving  water  to  places 
in  the  same  district,  even  though  they 
might  not  be  in  the  same  county.  It 
seems  to  me  that  provision  should  also  be 
made  in  establishing  these  water-shed 
areas  for  the  shipping,  in  the  future,  and 
for  large  populations.  We  in  Glamorgan 
look  forward  to  a  large  increase  in  the 
industrial  population,  not  only  because  of 
the  presence  of  coal,  but  because  other 
industries  will  be  attracted  by  the  coal, 
and  on  the  seaboard  where  ships  will 
come  to  carry  away  the  products  of 
these  industries.  Our  county  council, 
therefore,  opposes  this  measure  at  present 
for  giving  power  to  carry  water  away 
from  Wales  to  London. 

Mr.  STUART  thought  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  Town 
was  rather  in  favour  of  the  measure  than 
against  it,  because  he  represented  a 
borough  which  had  gone  beyond  its  own 
county  for  water.  However  that  might 
be,  in  anything  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
might  do  in  any  area  of  that  district,  they 
would  l)e  bound  to  recognise  the  claims 
of  Glamorganshire  for  their  share  of  the 
water  of  the  district.  That  statement,  he 
submitted,  met  the  point  of  the  hon. 
Member.  The  question  of  a  Welsh  water 
supply,  as  opposed  to  a  Thames  water 
supply,  was  altogether  independent  of  the 
question  of  authority  or  the  question  of 
purchase ;  it  was  a  question  of  what  wac 
the  best  and  purest  source  of  supply  ;  but 
whichever  the  best  source  might  be,  and 
the  concensus  of  opinion  was  that  the 
Welsh  source  was  the  piu-est,  the  question 
of  what  water  should  be  brought  into 
London  could  never  l)e  a  purely  financial 
question.  It  was  considered  by  the  Koyal 

Sir  J.  T.  Dillwijn  Llewelyn, 


Ck>mmi8«on  on  a  finanoial  baaiB,  and  the 
financial  basis  alone  could  not  be  regarded 
as  an  element  of  consideration.  Toe  pro- 
moters were  also  of  opinion  that  the  figorei 
brought  before  the  Ko^al  Commission  is 
to  the  cost  of  obtaimng  a  supply  from 
Wales  were  seriously  erroneous,  as  had 
been  shown  in  a  letter  to  Tlie  Time$  hf 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre.  All  the  promotoi 
asked  was  that  the  Bill  should  be  sent 
upstairs  to  a  Conmiittee,  which  should 
consider  the  relative  merits  of  the  two 
sources  of  supply,  not  only  from  the 
financial  point  of  view,  but  also  on  other 


Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  only  rose  to  reply 
to  a  statement  made  by  the  hou.  Memoer 
for  Uxbridge,  who,  as  Chairman  of  the 
Thames  Conservancy  Board,  might  be 
expected  to  know  something  about  the 
river.  The  hon.  Member  had  asked  whift 
would  happen  if  the  County  Council  took 
the  place  of  the  water  companies  and 
obtained  a  supply  from  Wales  instead  of 
the  Thames  watershed,  and  had  pointed 
out  that  the  revenue  of  the  Conservancy 
would  almost  disappear.  It  was  almoit 
time  that  the  Thames  Conservancy  ob- 
tained its  revenues  from  other  sonreei 
than  the  water  companies,  and  if  they 
were  to  do  that  they  would  lookmose 
sharply  after  the  companies.  He  alio 
mentioned  that  according  to  the  report  for 
1899  of  the  engineer  to  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy, proceedings  had  been  instituted 
last  year  in  twenty-four  cases  for  non- 
compliance with  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
in  respect  of  pollution,  and  sixteen  con- 
victions obtained  against  offending  portiei. 
To  avoid  this  contamination,  Londoners 
wanted  to  get  their  water  from  cloud  land 
in  Wales,  where  there  were  no  effluents 
from  sewage  farms  or  house-boats. 

Mr.  BRYNMOK  JONES  (Swansea 
District)  stated  that  the  Glamoigan 
County  Council  opposed  the  Bill  on  som^ 
what  different  grounds  to  those  set  forth 
by  other  hon.  Members.  They  were 
vitally  interested  in  the  question,  and,  as 
they  did  not  desire  to  acquire  a  monopoly 
over  the  watershed  area,  they  desired  to 
prevent  a  monopoly  being  granted  to 
others.  They  opposed  the  Sill  on  the 
ground  that  powers  so  large  ought  not  to 
be  entrusted  to  one  local  authority,  how- 
ever important.  They  asked  that  the 
House  would  not  give  to  the  London 
County  Council  a  first  charge  upon  the 
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natural  resources  of  the  Welsh  counties. 
The  second  principle  which  operated 
acainst  this  Bill  had  reference  to  the  case 
of  counties  and  boroughs  which  were  in- 
creasing in  population  from  year  to  year, 
and  were  in  close  proximity  to  a  water- 
shed. Such  local  authorities  had  the  first 
claim  to  the  natural  resources  of  the  dis- 
trict. Those  were  two  broad  principles 
on  which  he  ventured  to  oppose  the  treat- 
ment of  this  great  matter  by  way  of  pri- 
vate Bill.  He  suggested  that  the  Bill 
should  be  withdrawn  for  this  year,  and 
thus  give  time  for  the  House  to  consider 
what  the  principles  really  were. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) :  1  merely  rise 
for  a  moment  in  order  to  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hoxton ;  but  before  I  do 
that  I  wish  to  say  a  word  with  regard  to 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Battersea  as  to  the  impurity  of  the 
supply  from  the  Thames.  It  is  very  easy 
to  quote  from  a  report  isolated  passages 
which  appear  to  support  one's  argument, 
but  the  balance  of  authority  is  entirely 
against  the  hon.  Member.  The  whole  of 
tma  question  has  been  examined  by  two 
Commissions,  both  of  which  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  on  the  whole,  the  quality 
of  the  London  water  as  supplied  at 
present  was  admirable.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hoxton  has  referred  to  something 
which  I  said  at  the  close  of  my  speech. 
The  views  that  I  expressed  were  that  the 
question  of  the  supply  of  water  from 
Wales  was  a  very  important  one,  but 
not  a  matter  of  immediate  urgency. 
What  I  think  I  said  was  that  the 
proposal  that  the  water  authority  of 
London  should  be  in  the  field  in  time 
to  secure  the  reversion  of  a  water  area 
in  Wales  is  one  for  which  I  have 
a  great  deal  of  sympathy,  and  I  thiok  that 
would  be  an  exceedingly  proper  sub- 
ject for  the  consideration  of  the  future 
authority  who  should  have  charge  of 
the  water  supply  of  London.  But 
it  would  be  out  of  the  question  to  entrust 
that  duty  to  a  body  like  the  present  body, 
with  regard  to  which  the  House  has  just 
decided  that  it  should  not  be  the  authority 
in  the  matter. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON,  in  recom- 
mending the  withdrawal  of  the  motion, 
said  that  the  London  County  Council  had 
done  their  best  to  carry  out  their  duty  by 


the  ratepayers  and  water  consumers,  and 
to  solve  this  most  difficult  problem.  They 
had  been  defeated  and  thwarted  by  the 
Grovemment.  The  whole  responsibility 
now  lay  on  the  Government  to  deal  with 
the  question.  He  himself  was,  however, 
looking  to  the  past,  not  very  sanguine 
that  the  Government  would  rise  to  the 
occasion  and  deal  with  the  matter  in  a 
far-reaching  or  satisfactory  way. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

THE    METROPOLITAN    WATER 
COMPANIES  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  have  examined 
this  Bill,  and  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  advise 
the  House  that  it  is  one  which  the  House 
cannot  properly  entertain  as  a  private 
Bill.  The  promoters  do  not  ask  Parlia- 
ment to  confer  any  powers  upon  them, 
but  they  invite  it  to  bestow  new  and  large 
powers  upon  a  public  department — the 
Local  Government  Board — to  enable  it  to 
initiate  and  superintend  a  scheme  for 
carrying  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  London  Water 
Supply,  and  it  extends  the  provisions 
of  a  public  Bill  of  last  session.  These 
being  the  objects  of  the  Bill,  it  ought  not 
to  have  been  introduced  as  a  private  Bill, 
and  I  trust  that  the  hon.  Member  in  charge 
will  withdraw  it. 

Order  discharged ;  Bill  withdrawn. 

GLASTONBURY  CORPORATION 
GAS  BILL. 

Reported;    Report  to     lie    upon   the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

GLASTONBURY    AND    STREET 
GAS    BILL. 

Reported    [Parties  do    not  proceed] 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


PETITIONS. 

CORPORAL  PUNISHMENT  BILL, 
Petition  from  London,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 
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ECCLESIASTICAL   ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Dunblane,  in  favour  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL  AUTHORITIES  OFFICERS' 
SUPERANNUATION    BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Barnes ;  and 
Newport  Pagnell ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATINi;  LIQUORS 
ON   SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favoiu*,  from  Trowbridge  ; 
Kingsland ;  and  Leeds ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


2392  [by  Command]  ; 
Table. 
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MILITIA  ACT.  1882  (DEPUTY  LIEU- 
TENANTS, IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Betarn  A 
descriptions  of  qualifications  of  Deputy 
Lieutenants  lodged  during  1899,  u 
furnished  to  the  Chief  Secretaiy  for  Ire- 
land [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

I  Copy  pi-esented,  of  Return  of  Deputy 
I  Lieutenants  displaced  during  1899,  as 
!  furnished  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
I  land  [by  Act]  :  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATINC;  LIQUORS 
TO  CHILDREN   BILL. 


IMPERIAL  YEOMANRY. 

Return     presented,     relative     thereto 
Petitions  in  favour,  from  Sunderland,    [Address,    15th     March;    Mr.  Stradke^\ 
(twenty-three) ;  Trowbridge  ;  Penshurst ;  j  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
Crouch     End ;     Preston  ;     Manchester  ;  ' 

London  (four) ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Con- 1  IMPERIAL     REVENUE     (COLLECTiOS 
ference;  and  Coalville;  to  lie  upon  the  =     -^^D         EXPENDITURE)  (GREAT 

rpo^jjlg  y  ir-  BRITAIN    AND    IRELAND). 

Return  ordered,  '*  relating  to  Imperiil 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO  i  Revenue   (Collection    and    Expenditure) 

CHILDREN  (NO.  2)  BILL.  i  (Great  Britain  and  IreUnd^  for  the  ywir 

Two  Petitions  from  Sheffield,  in  favour;    ending  the  31st  day  of  Aiarch,  1900  (in 

to  lie  upon  the  Table.  !  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper  ^a 

i318,  of  Session   1899)."— (Afr.  fcm^  A. 
SUNDAY  CLOSING  (MONMOUTHSHIRE)  i  Feme.) 
BILL.  I 

Petitions  in   favour ;    from   Coalville  :  i  MERCHANT  SERVICE  (CERTIFICATES 
and  London  (two) ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table.  ;     ^^^p^^sliC^^^^^  HANDS^^'     SKIPPERS. 

Return  ordered,  **  showing,  for  the  hut 

completed  year,  the  number  of  suoceMfol 
and  unsuccessful  candidates  (1)  for 
Masters'  and  Mates'  Ceitificates  of  Com- 
petency in  the  United  Kii^dom ;  and  (2) 
for  Skippers'  and  Second  Bands'  Certifi- 
cates of  Competency  in  Eneland  and 
Wales  and  Ireland,  distinguishing  the 
ports  at  which  the  several  examinadoni 
were  held,  and  stating  the  fees  charged." 
— {Captain  Sinclair,) 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 
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LONDON      GOVERNMENT     ACT, 
(METROPOLITAN  BOROUGHS). 

Copy  presented,  of  Drafts  of  Orders 
in  Council  for  the  establishment  of  the 
Metropolitan  Boroughs  of  Chelsea,  Fins- 
bury,  Kensington,  and  Paddington,  and 
incorporating  the  Councils  thereof;  and 
for  other  purposes  in  connection  therewith 
[by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  114.] 

UNIVERSITY  EDUCATION  OF    ROMAN 
CATHOLICS  (COLONIES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Papers  relating  to 
University  Education  of  Roman  Catholics 
in  certain  Colonies  [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 
Copy    presented,    of   Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,   Annual   Series,    No. 


PROCEDURE  OF  THE  HOUSE - 
ALIEN  SEAMEN  ON  BRITISH  TR.\XS. 
PORTS  -"BLOCKING"  NOTICES. 

Mr.    SWIFT    MacNEILL  (Donegd, 

S.) :  I  desire  to  call  attention,  Mr.  Spowor, 

j  to  what  I  regard  as  an  abuse  of  the  pno- 

j  tice  of  this  House.     On  Tuesday  hiat*  the 

i  hon.  Mem1)er  for  Middlesbrough  essayed 

,  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House  on 

a  definite  matter  of  ursent  public  impDit- 

ance.     You  considered  that  the  mouoo 

*  See  page  455  of  this  voliune. 
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was  not  definite  enough  to  justify  you  in 
submitting  it  to  the  House,  and  suggested  j 
that  the  non.     Member  had  better  give  j 
notice  for  another  day.  ' 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  What  is  the  point  of 
order  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to  raise  ? 

Mr,  swift  MacNEILL  :  May  I  ex- 
plain 1  I  have  no  interest  in  this  matter, 
and  have  not  consulted  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesbrough.  What  I  seek  is  to 
safeguard  as  far  as  I  can  the  rights 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  What  is  the  point  of 
order?  The  hon.  Member  has  not  yet 
indicated  it. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL:  It  is  not 
so  much  a  point  of  order  as  one  of 
practice.  My  hon.  friend,  acting  on  your 
suggestion,  gave  notice  that  he  would 
move  the  adjournment  to-day. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  I  did  not  suggest  he 
should  give  any  notice,  but  that  he 
should  bring  the  matter  forward  on 
another  day. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL:  And  he 
intimated  he  would  do  so  to-day.  But 
on  the  Order  Paper  of  to-day  there 
appears  a  notice .  of  motion  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Argyllshire  in  relation  to  the 
same  matter — the  presence  of  foreigners 
on  transports  carrying  men  and  stores  to 
South  Africa — which  is  manifestly  in- 
tended to  prevent  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesbrough  from  bringing  on  his 
motion  for  the  adjourmnent  of  the 
House. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  This  is  quite  irregu- 
lar. The  hon.  Member  objects  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Argyllshire  having  exercised 
his  imdoubted  right  to  put  down  this 
notice  of  motion. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  Yes,  Sir. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  There  can  be  no 
objection  taken  to  that.  There  is  no 
point  of  order. 

Mr,  swift  MacNEILL  :  With  every 
respect  to  you,  Sir,  I  would  suggest  it  is 
an  abuse  of  the  practice  of  this  House.  I 
want  to  know  whether,  when  a  notice  of 
motion  is  put  down  which  is  declared  in 
the  public  prints  to  be  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  preventing 


♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member  is 
not  entitled  to  state  that.  No  point  of 
order  arises. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MacNEILL:  With  great 
respect,  Sir,  the  point  I  wished  to  raise 
was  whether  it  was  not  an  abuse  of  the 
practice  of  the  House. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  There  is  no  point  of 
order,  or  abuse  of  practice.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Argyllshire  had  an  undoubted 
right  to  put  down  this  motion. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
May  I  ask  whether  there  is  any  remedy 
for  meeting  a  case  of  this  kind,  where,  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  Chair,  the  moving 
of  the  adjournment  was  postponed  for  a 
couple  of  days  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  suggestion  of 
the  Chair  was  simply  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  out  of  order,  and  that  if  he  wished 
to  put  himself  in  order  he  would  have  to 
bring  the  matter  forward  in  an  amended 
form  another  day.  I  might  have  simply 
pointed  out  that  the  hon.  Member's  motion 
was  not  in  order,  and  have  called  upon 
the  Clerk  to  proceed  to  the  Orders  of  the 
Day.  But  I  did  suggest  to  him  that  he 
might  move  it  another  day. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  Might  that 
not  be  regarded  as  part  and  parcel  of  a 
continuous  transaction  ? 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  No. 


QUESTIONS, 


SOUTH  AFRICAN  WAR— USAGES  OF 
WAR— BOER  ABUSE  OF  THE  WHITE 
FLAG. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
correctcopy  of  the  despatch  of  Lord  Roberts 
remonstrating  with  Presidents  Kruger 
and  Steyn  in  reference  to  the  abuse  of  the 
white  flag,  and  the  reply  of  President 
Steyn. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
K) :  As  far  as  I  know,  the  reports  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers  were  complete 
and  accurate  ;  but  in  any  case  the  Govern- 
ment have  no  objection  to  laying  the  de- 
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on  11th  December  on  a  churge  of  hq^ 
treason.  Evidence  was  given  by  thne 
native  servants  as  to  alleged  treasooabk 
words,  but  this  was  unsupported.  He  wu 
committed  for  trial  on  16th  December 
and  the  papers  sent  to  the  Solidfeor 
General,  Grahamstown,  who  declined  to 
prosecute,  so  du  Plessis  was  released 
20th  December.  Sir  Alfred  Milner  in- 
forms me  that  he  has  not  yet  heard  if 
the  military  consider  this  a  case  for  com- 
pensation. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS :  Were  the 
servants  discharged  who  gave  the  infor- 
mation ? 


snatches  asked  for  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  I  believe  they  are  identical  in 
terms  with  the  despatches  as  they  ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  DILLON:  Perhaps  the  Govern- 
ment will  satisfy  themselves  that  they  are 
accurate  reports  before  they  are  laid. 

BOEK  ARRESTS  OF  NON-COMBATANTS 
-CASE  OF  MR.  G AUSTIN. 

Mr.  WASON  (Clackmannan  and  Kil- 
ross) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  can  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  where- 
abouts of  Mr.  Garstin,  a  British  resident 
magistrate  in  South  Africa,  who  has  been 
taken  prisoner  by  the  rebel  Dutch; 
whether  they  have  threatened  to  try  him 
for  murder ;  and  if  so,  on  what  ground  ; 
and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  give  instructions  to  the  proper  officer 
in  South  Africa  to  endeavour  to  obtain 
Mr.  Garstin's  release  on  the  ground  that 
he  was  a  non-combatant,  and  had  merely  I 
taken  steps  in  his  civil  capacity  to  enforce 
the  law  for  the  suppression  of  rebellion. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,  W.) :  I  was  informed  by  Sir 
A.  Milner,  on  19th  March,  that  it  was  re- 
ported that  Mr.  Garstin,  the  magistrate 
for  Kenhardt,  had  been  sent  to  Bloem- 
fontein  for  trial,  but  without  further  par- 
ticulars. It  was  not  then  known  by  the 
rebel  Dutch  that  Bloemfontein  was 
occupied  by  us.  I  have  asked  the  Foreign 

Office  to  make  inquiry,  and  representa-    ^  ^-^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  general  interest 
tions.  It   necessar}%   through   the  United  ;  ° 


I  have  no 


What  were 


Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN 
information  as  to  that. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  : 
they  paid  for  it  1 

[No  answer  was  given.] 


MAGERSFONTEIN    ENGAGEMENT 
J.ORD  METHUEN»S  DESPATCHES. 

Mr.  SAVIFT  MacNEILL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  W«r 
whether  the  original  oommunicafeioo, 
dated  4th  January,  sent  home  by  Sir 
Redvers  Buller,  who  was  then  in  chief 
command  of  the  Army  in  South  Africa, 
from  Lord  Methuen,  respecting  the 
reverse  at  Magersfontein  on  the  10th  and 
11th  December,  will  be  published;  and 
what  is  the  reason  for  withholding  from 
the  public  a  communication  with  reference 


States  Consul  at  Pretoria. 

DUTCH  DISLOYALTY  IN  CAPE  TOWN 
—CASE  OF  MR.  DU  PLESSIS. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  ^Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifon) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  can 
now  inform  the  House  of  the  result  of  his 
inquiries  as  to  whether  Mr.  Barend  du 
Plessis,  a  well  to  do  farmer  of  Hanover 
District,  Cape  Town,  was  arrested  on  the 
10th  of  December  last  on  a  charge  of  | 
high  treason  based  on  the  unsupported  | 
statement  of  a  discharged  native  servant. 


♦The  under  SECRETARYof  STATE 
FOR  WAR  (Mr.  Wyndham,  Dover) :  For 
the  reasons  which  I  stated  in  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  on  the  23rd,*  it  k 
intended  not  to  publish  this  commimi- 
cation. 


LORD    METHUEN    AND   COLONEL 
GOUGH. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Wir 
whether  Lord  Methuen  has  sent  hone 
any  communication  with  reference  to  the 


and  was  kept  in  prison  for  ten  days,  and  i  circumstances  under  which   he  orfered 


then  set  free,  the  Solicitor  General 
refusing  to  prosecute  ;  and  whether  any 
compensation  will  be  made  to  this 
gentleman. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Mr.  Ba.rend 
du  Plessis  was  arrested  by  the  military 


Colonel  Gough  to  retire  from  the  front ; 
whether  Colonel  Gough  was  ordered  haant 
by  Lord  Methuen  because  he  refused  to 
obey  an  order  of  Lord  Methueii's ;  and, 
will  the  promised  inquiry  into  Colonel 

*  See  ]iage  173  of  this  voliiiiie. 


685 


Quedions. 


{29  March  1900} 


Questions. 


686 


Groufh's  conduct  embrace  an  inquiry  into 
Lord  Methuen's  conduct. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM:  Pending  the  in- 
quiry which  is  to  be  held  into  Colonel 
Oough's  case  it  should  not,  I  think,  be 
discussed  by  way  of  question  and  answer 
in  this  House. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL:  Does  the 
hon.  Gentleman  decline  to  say  whether 
Colonel  Grough  disobeyed  orders  or  not  ? 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM:  An  inquiry  will 
be  held  in  this  ease,  and  it  would  be  most 
improper,  in  my  opinion,  to  discuss  any 
of  the  matters,  essential  or  subsidiary, 
which  are  likely  to  come  before  the 
tribunal. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  Will  Lord 
Methuen's  conduct  form  a  subject  of 
inquiry  ? 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

THE    PROVISIONING   OF   MAFEKING. 
Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Sec- 
retai^of  State  for  War  whether  his  atten- ' 
tion  has  been  called  to  the  statement  of  | 
Mr.  Julius  Weil,  of  Messrs.  Julius  Weil 
and  Co.,  Government  contractors,  to  the 
effect  that  in  addition  to  executing  an 
order  civen  by  Lord  Edward  Cecil  for 
Colonel  Hore's  forces,  numbering  some  ' 
550  men  and  500  horses,  he  had  forwarded 
to  Maf eking  very  large  stocks  on  his  own  ' 
initiative  and  at  his  own  risk,  knowing 
that  in    the  event    of    hostilities  large 
sui^lies  would  be  required  by  the  popula- 
tion of  that  town,  numbering  in  all  some 
10,000  persons ;  and  whether  he  will  in- 
quire into  the  facts  of  the  case ;  and,  if 
tney  be  found  as  stated,  whether  the  Sec- 
retary  of  State  will  consider  the  propriety 
of  suitably  recognising  the  foresight  of 
the  contractor  who  thus,  acting  on  his  own 
initiative,  rendered  possible  the  protracted  , 
defence  of  Mafeking.  I 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM :  The  answer  to  the  ' 
first  question  is  in  the  affirmative.  I  hope 
that  it  will  before  long  be  possible  to 
obtain  from  the  gallant  officer  in  command 
at  Mafeking  a  ftill  report  of  the  circum- 
stances attending  the  provisioning  of  that 
town. 

COMMISSIONS    FOR    COLONISTS. 
Mr.  ORR-EWING   (Ayr  Burghs):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State    for 


the  Colonies  whether  any  commissions 
will  be  offered  in  the  infantry  and  Royal 
Artillery  to  New  Zealand  and  Tasmania, 
and  if  it  is  intended  to  offer  any  commis- 
sions in  the  cavalry  to  any  of  the 
colonies. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM:  Ten  Royal  Artil- 
lery  and  twenty  infantry  commissions 
have  been  offered  to  New  Zealand, 
and  two  Royal  Artillery  and  five 
infantry  commissions  to  Tasmania. 
No  cavalry  commissions  are  being  offered 
to  the  colonies,  because  we  have  been  led 
to  believe  that  they  would  rarely  be 
acceptable.  But,  as  I  have  said,  the  pro- 
portions laid  down  will  be  subject  to 
minor  variations,  and  any  suitable  appli- 
cation from  a  colony  for  a  cavalry  in  lieu 
of  an  infantry  commission  would  be 
entertained. 

C.I.V.  RIFLE  SIGHTS. 
Mr.  WASON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  any 
steps  have  been  taken  to  remedy  the 
defective  sighting  of  the  rifles  supplied 
to  the  City  of  London  Imperial  Volun- 
teers who  are  now  at  the  front  in  South 
Africa. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM :  Yes,  Sir.  New 
backsights  have  been  sent  out  in  suffi- 
cient numbers  for  all  the  Lee-Enfields  in 
South  Africa. 

WAR  MEDALS. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex,  Ep- 
ping) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  he  will  consider, 
before  the  conclusion  of  hostilities,  the 
advisability  of  inviting  competition  for 
the  desi^  of  a  South  African  war  medal 
previously  to  any  such  medal  being  issued 
to  the  country. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM :  Such  a  competi- 
tion  would  have  involved  much  delay. 
Designs  have,  in  fact,  been  prepared  and 
submitted  to  Her  Majesty. 

HORSES  FOR  THE  ARMY. 
Mr.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
WfU"  Office  whether  Captain  Fife  has  been 
appointed  to  go  to  New  Orleans,  and 
Cfaptain  Tremayne  to  go  to  the  Argentine 
Republic  to  purchase  horses  for  the 
Army  ;  whether  he  can  state  how  many 
horses  it  is  intended  to  purchase  in  those 
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foreign  countries ;  and  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  the  opinion  of  experts 
Irish  horses  are  more  suitable  and  at 
the  same  time  cheaper  than  imported 
animals. 

♦The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  J.  Powell- 
Williams,  Birmingham,  S.) :  Captain  Fife 
has  been  sent  to  New  Orleans  to  purchase 
hoi'ses,  and  Captain  Tremayne  has  been 
sent  to  Argentina  to  take  charge  of  horses 
on  board  ship.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
state  the  number  of  horses  to  be  pur- 
chased in  foreign  countries.  In  regard  to 
Irish  horses,  I  have  on  previous  occasions 
explained  to  the  House  that  trained 
horses  of  suitable  age  are  very  difficult  to 
obtain  in  Ireland,  but  about  5,000  have 
been  purchased  there,  as  already  stated. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  say  how  much  these  foreign 
countries  have  contributed  to  the  cost  of 
the  war  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 


COL.  WYNxNE'S   FIELD   ORDER.  ; 

Mr.  DILLON:  I  beg  to  ask  the  | 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War . 
whether  he  will  publish  the  field  order,  j 
signed  by  Colonel  Wynne,  to  the  troops  | 
in  Natal,  in  the  month  of  January  last,  | 
on  the  occasion  of  the  advance  on  Spring- 1 
field. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  It  is  not  intended  \ 
to  publish   documents  of  this  character.  ! 
I  may  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  on  I 
the  23rd  inst.,*  in  answering  the  Member 
for  South  Donegal,  I  pointed  out  that  a  | 
despatch  intended  for  publication  should  \ 
Ik;    a  connected   account  by  the   Officer  ! 
Commanding    in  Chief,    not    containing 
separate  communications  from  subordinate 
officers. 


of  field  orders,  and  scores  and  even  hun- 
dreds of  reports  from  officers  commanding 
brigades  and  lesser  units.     The  onlydoco- 
ments  which  are  published  in  the  l/miM 
i  Gazetie  are  the  despatches  of  the  Genenl 
I  Officer  Commanding  in  Chief.     The  d«- 
I  patches  from  the  Peninsula  were  written 
<  by  the  Duke  of  Wellin^n,  and  not  by 
!  officers  who  commanded  brigades. 

;     THE  ARNf  AMENT   OF   KIMBERLEY. 
I      Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
,  the   Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Wir 

whether  he  is  aware  that,  on  the  relief  of 

Kimberley,  Mr.  Cecil  Rhodes  stated  in  a 
I  public  speech  that  he  purposed  to  have 
;  Kim]>erley  armed  with  artillery  through 
j  the  De  Beers  Company  ;  and  whether,  in 

view  of  this  gentleman's  connection  with 
'.  the  Jameson  raid,  he,  or  the  De  Been 
'  Company   which    he    controls,    will   be 

permitted  to  have  any  control  of  military 

armament. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  I  am  not  aware  of 
!  any  such  statement.  The  control  of 
i  military  armament  rests  with  the  military 
I  authorities. 

SIR  GEORGE  WHITE. 

Mr.  SWIFT  xMacNEILL  :  I  begtoask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  Government  have  been  in 
communication  with  Sir  Redvers  Buller 
or  Sir  George  White,  or  either  of  them,  as 
to  any  complaints  made  by  the  latter 
officer,  directly  or  indirectly,  of  any  treat- 
ment to  which  he  has  been  subjected,  or 
any  attempts  to  supersede  him ;  and,  if 
so,  will  he  consent  to  the  publication  of 
such  communications. 

♦Mr.  W^YNDHAM:  No  communication 
of  the  character  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  has  been  received. 


Mr.  DILLON :  May  I  call  the  hon.  \ 
Gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  | 
document  to  which  I  allude  was  not  a  j 
private  communication,  but  a  field  oMer,  ! 
not  in  the  nature  of  a  report,  and  that  it  i 
was  partially  published  in  the  news-  I 
papers  1 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM :  I  think  the  hon.  : 
Member  does  not  quite  understand  this  \ 
question  of  despatches.  That  is  one  field  , 
order.     Of  course  there  have  been  scores  1 

See  page  17H  of  this  volume. 


NAVAL    FORCE    AT    DELAGOA   BAY- 
SEARCHES  FOR  CONTRABAND. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Loid  of  the  Adminity 
how  many  British  warships  are  at  present 
at  Delagoa  Bay,  and  the  names  of  such 
vessels  ;  and  whether  any  attempt  is  bein£ 
made  to  stop  the  landing  of  war  materiu 
and  men  for  the  Boer  army. 

♦The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Mr.  Macartney,  Antrim,  S.) : 
There  are  on  the  Cape  Station  some 
twenty  cruisers  and  gunboats,  omitlang 
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the  "Powerful"  and  "Terrible,"  which 
have  now  left  for  their  respective  destina- 
tions, and  an  interchange  of  vessels 
between  Delagoa  Bay  and  Durban  and 
the  Cape  ports  is  constantly  taking  place. 
The  names  of  the  ships  at  Delagoa  Bay  at 
the  present  time  cannot  be  given  without 
inquiry.  They  are  at  present  there  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  the  landing  of 
contraband  of  war  and  men  proved  to  be 
destined  for  the  military  service  of  the 
Boer  Republics. 

Mr,  LONSDALE :  May  I  ask  what 
power  they  have  ? 

.♦Mr.  MACARTNEY :  I  think  the  hon 
€rentleman  had  better  give  notice  of  that 
question. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) : 
May  I  ask  whether  in  future,  when  our 
cruisers  capture  vessels  suspected  of 
carrying  contraband  of  war,  the  Admiralty 
will  refrain  from  ordering  their  dismissal 
before  they  are  searched  ? 

♦Mr.  macartney  :  That,  again,  is  a 
question  of  which  I  think  my  hon.  friend 
had  better  give  notice. 

TRANSPORT— COMMISSARIAT  ON  THE 
"CORNWALL" 

Mr,  round  (Essex,  Harwich) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office  if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
statements  relative  to  the  treatment  of 
the  troopers  of  the  Imperial  Yeomanry 
who,  after  embarking  on  board  the  steam- 
ship "  Cornwall "  at  10  a.m.  on  the  3rd 
of  March,  had  no  food  served  out  to  them 
till  breakfast  the  next  day,  and  then  only 
two  pieces  of  bread  with  Nestl^'s  milk 
spread  on  in  lieu  of  butter,  and  nothing 
to  drink,  and  for  dinner  two  potatoes 
only  ;  and  if  he  can  give  any  explanation  I 
of  this  treatment.  i 

♦Mr.  MACARTNEY:  There  is  no  I 
information  available  as  to  the  circum- ' 
stances  mentioned  in  the  question,  no  : 
report  having  yet  come  in  from  the  j 
officer  commanding  the  troops  on  board. 

TRANSPORT— THE  "DUNERA."  | 
Mr.  BRYNMOR  JONES  (Swansea  = 
District) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  ; 
the  Admiralty  whether  he  is  now  aware  j 
that  Her  Majesty's  transport  steamship  i 
"  Dunera  "  was  not  neaped  for  three  days  | 
in  Port  Talbot,  as  previously  alleged,  but  | 


that  in  fact  during  the  whole  of  the  time 
during  which  the  steamship  **  Dunera '' 
lay  in  that  port  there  was  ample  water 
and  width  of  channel  for  her  to  have 
departed  in  safety  on  any  tide  after  com- 
pleting her  loading  of  coal ;  and  whether 

I  he  will  state  the  authority  upon   which 

j  the  previous  report  was  based. 

I  ♦Mr.  MCCARTNEY:  The  "Dunera'' 
entered  Port  Talbot  with  a  falling  neap 

'  tide  on  7th  March,  and  from  the  master's 
experience  in  going  in  he  determined  that 
the  risk  of  taking  the  ship  out  after 
coaling,  with  a  turn  to  make  in  the 
narrowest  part,  on  a  dark  night,  no  lead- 
ing light  to  turn  on,  and  on  a  falling  neap 
tide,  was  too  great  without,  at  least,  the 
same  depth  of  water  as  he  had  on  enter- 
ing, and  in  this  opinion  he  was  supported 
by  the  local  Transport  officer.  She  un- 
docked  on  the  afternoon  of  the  13th 
March.  Although  it  is  just  possible  that 
the  ship  might  have  been  got  out  earlier, 
the  risk  would  have  been  very  great,  and 

!  therefore  she  was  practically  "neaped." 

I  Mr.  BRYNMOR  JONES  :  And  as  to 
i  the  second  paragraph  of  the  question  ? 

I  ♦Mr.  MACARTNEY:  Upon  the 
i  authority  of  the  Admiralty. 

;  WAGES    OF    SEAMEN    AND    STOKERS 
IN  THE  NAVY, 

I  Mr.  CHARLES  M'ARTHUR  (Liver- 
:  pool,  Exchange) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
'  tary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  he  can 
I  state  the  rate  of  wages  paid  to  able  sea- 
■  men  and  stokers,  respectively,  who,  being 
i  on  short  service,  are  not  entitled  to  pen- 
I  sions  in  vessels  of  the  Royal  Navy  now  on 
i  service  in  South  African  waters. 

I  ♦xMr.  xMACARTNEY:  The  rate  of 
I  wages  (exclusive  of  allowances)  paid  to 
I  non-continuous  (or  short)  service  able 
I  seamen  and  stokers  respectively  is  Is.  4d. 
I  and  Is.  9d.  a  day  in  South  Africa  or  else- 
1  where.  There  are,  however,  practically 
j  no  able  seamen  or  stokers  entered  for 
I  non-continuous  service,  and,  as  a  matter 
I  of  fact,  on  the  date  of  the  last  return  of 
I  numbers  borne  on  the  Cape  station,  there 
j  were  no  able  seamen  and  only  one  stoker 
:  non-continuous  service. 

THE  WAR  LOAN. 
Mr.  WARR  (Liverpool,  E.  Toxteth) : 
I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  arrangements  can    be 
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made  whereby  the  several  instalments  of 
the  War  Loan  can  be  accepted  on  the 
several  due  dates  by  the  various  branches 
of  the  Bank  of  England  in  the  provinces. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  xM.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  Arrangements  are  being 
made  under  which  allottees  will  be  able 
to  pay  their  instalments  at  the  branches 
of  the  Bank  of  England. 

RIGHT  OF  FREE  SPEECH-DISTURB- 
ANCES AT  ANTI-WAR  MEETINGS 
AT  MARGATE. 

Mr.  MADDISON  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
\  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  riot- 
ing which  took  place  at  Margate  on  the 
14th  and  15th  instant,  whereby  the 
premises  of  a  tradesman  named  W.  J. 
rowell  were  wrecked ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  Powell  and  his  wife  and 
family  were  afraid  for  several  days 
to  come  into  the  town  because  of 
threatened  violence ;  that  the  chief  con- 
stable promised  the  mob  that  if  they 
would  disperse  he  would  release  two  men 
who  had  been  arrested  for  riotous  con- 
duct, which  was  done,  and  that  the  Mayor 
of  Margate  stated  publicly  that  Mr. 
Powell  had  brought  the  trouble  on  him- 
self, though  his  only  offence  was  that  he  is 
opposed  to  the  war  in  South  Africa  ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  afford 
adequate  police  protection  to  Mr.  Powell 
and  his  family  and  to  others  who  may 
hold  his  views  about  the  war. 

*The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M. 
White  Ridley,  Lancashire,  Blackpool) : 
My  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
recent  serious  and  discreditable  distur- 
bances at  Margate,  and  I  re^et  to  find 
that  the  windows  of  Mr.  Powens  premises 
were  broken  and  damage  done  to  some 
furniture  which  was  exposed  for  sale. 
The  authorities  had  no  reason  to  believe 
that  Mr.  Powell  or  his  family  were  after- 
wards afraid  to  come  into  the  town,  or 
that  personal  violence  had  been  threatened. 
It  is  the  fact  that  three  men  who  had 
been  arrested  were  released  by  the 
chief  constable,  and  in  the  difficult  cir- 
cumstances in  which  the  police  officers 
found  themselves  placed  I  see  no  reason 
to  doubt  that  this  action  was  judicious. 
The  mayor  admits  having  stated  subse- 
quently that  in  his  opinion  Mr.  PowelFs 


conduct  invited  what  happened.  Bendei 
his  opposition  to  the  war,  there  Bsems^ 
rightly  or  wrongly — to  have  been  » 
popular  belief  that  Mr.  Powell  had  givea 
various  indications  of  a  feeling  of  dit- 
loyalty  towards  Her  Majesty.  [Cries  d 
"  Oh,  oh  1 "]  I  am  giving  the  report  the 
mayor  has  given  me.  A  procuunadon 
was  issued  by  the  police  on  the  16th  insL 
warning  all  persons  not  to  take  put  in 
any  breach  of  the  peace,  and  there  seems 
no  reason  to  expect  any  further  distur- 
bance. The  local  police  force  is  small, 
but  every  available  man  was  made  use  of, 
and  if  necessity  should  arise  the  mayor 
can,  as  I  am  pointing  out  to  him,  of 
course  borrow  officers  from  neighbouring 
forces.  The  local  authorities  are  alive  to 
their  responsibilities,  and  I  trust  Aej 
will  be  supported  by  the  inhabitants  <tf 
Margate  in  their  efforts  to  prevent  any 
breach  of  the  peace  being  caused  by 
excited  political  feelings. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) : 
i  Is  opposition  to  the  war,  in  the  opinion  of 
I  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  an  act  of  di»- 
I  loyalty  ? 

I      [No  answer  was  given.] 

WAR    OFFICE    CONTRACTS— CORDITE 

>  ORDERS  FOR   ARKLOW. 

I  Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (CUre, 
I  E ) :  I  besj  to  ask  the  Financial  SecreUrr 
;  to  the  War  Office  when,  and  to  what 
'  extent,  it  is  pro  posed  to  give  an  order  for 
!  cordite -to  the  factory  in  Arklow. 

!  ♦Mr.  J.  PO  WELL- WILLIAMS :  An 
I  ordor  will  be  given  to  Messrs.  Kynoch,  to 
j  whom  the  Arklow  works  belong,  within 
I  the  next  few  days. 

I 

i  ARMY  PENSIONS— CASE  OF  DOMINICK 
j  HOGAN. 

I  *Mr.  FLAVIN  (Kerry,  N.):  I  bee  to 
'  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
I  whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
I  the  case  of  Dominick  Hogan,  an  Army 
;  pensioner  about  seventy-seven  yean  of 
;  age,  who  enlisted    in   1842  in  the  64th 

>  Regiment  and  served  over  twenty-tvo 
I  years,  fifteen  years  of  which  was  foreign 

service,  and  who  holds  a  medal  and  clasp 
for  service  in  Persia,  medal  and  clasp  for 
service  in  the  Indian  Mutiny,  and  also  ft 
medal  and  clasp  for  service  in  China ;  and 
also  holds  a  discharge  of  good  character 
and  conduct,  after  serving  in  twenty-six 
general  and  100  other  engagements^' and 
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having  been  over  eight  years  in  active    add  these  new  battalions  to  existing  regi- 
serviee  and  action  ;  whether  he  is  aware    ments,  and  I  fear  it  will  not   be  possible 
that  Hogan  was  discharged  in  1864  on  a    to  accede  to  the  wishes  of  the  Bucking- 
pension  of  S^d.  per  day ;  whether  Hogan    hamshire  County  Council. 
18  entitled,  under  the  Soldiers*  Deferred 

Pension  Act,  to  an  extra  pension  of  4d.  VOLUNTEERS-PRIVILEGES  TO  CIVIL 
per  day,  he  having  served  over  twenty-  SERVANTS. 

one  years,  and  having  attained  the  age  of  ^^^  PLATT-HIGGINS  (Salford,  N.) 
sixty  ^ears;  and  whether  owing  to  j  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Hogan^s  lon^  semce  and  distinguished  ^^  rtpresenting  the  Postmaster  General, 
career,  the  \Vkr  Office  authonties  will  now  ^^^^^  j,,  ^i^^  ^f  the  fact  that  the 
consider  his  case  with  the  view  of  mcrea^-  Treasury  have  agreed  to  accord  certain 
iM  substantially  his  present  pension  of  p^i^i^g^,  ^  regards  their  civil  pay  to 
8Jd.  per  day.  |  ^^ose    Volunteer  members   of  the  Civil 

♦Mr.  J.  POW^ELL-WILLIAMS :  As  I '  Service  who  have  been  accepted  for  active 
have  already  told  the  hon.  Member,  the  I  service  in  South  Afnca,  it  is  intended  to 
case  has  been  repeatedly  considered,  and  extend  the  same  privileges  to  those  postal 
Hogan  receives  the  full  pension  to  which  employees  who,  bomg  members  of  the 
his  service  entitles  him.  j  St.    Johns    Ambulance     Brigade,    have 

I  volunteered  for  active  service,  and   who 

♦Mr.  flavin  :  Am    I  to  understand    have  been  accepted  by  the  War  Office 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  these  Army    authorities    as    members  of    the    Army 
pensioners  will  be  used  as  an  advertisement    Medical  Staff  Corps. 
for  recruiting  in  the  Army  in  Ireland  ?       '      ^^  FINANCIAL   SECRETARY  'to 

,  -,  !  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Hanbury,  Pres- 

[No  answer  was  returned.]  |  ^^^ .    ^he  Postmaster  General   has  not 

'  received  any  application  from  the  Secre- 

ROYAL      ARMV      MEDICAL     CORPS-  |  tarv  of  State    for    War    to    grant    the 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL'S    PAY.  \  p^^^^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^  ^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^ 

Dr.  FARQUH ARSON  (Aberdeenshire,  =  st.  John's  Ambulance  Brigade,  but  he  has 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  |  been  asked  to  keep  their  places  open  for 
of  State    for   War    whether  lieutenant- '  them,  and  this  will  be  done, 
colonels    of    the     Royal    Army  Medical  I 
Gon>3  who  are  doini;  colonel's  work  can  : 

r«nXe  the  rank  and  nav  of  the  higher  I  RESIGNATION  OF  THE  POSTMASTER 
recene  the  ranK  ana  pay  oi  tne  nigner  i  qe^erAL  ON  HIS  VOLUNTEERING 
grade    in    which    tney   are    temporarily       ^qj^  SOUTH  AFRICA. 

*^^'^"^'  Mr.    SWIFT    MacNEILL  :   I  beg  to 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  Regulations  do  |  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  what 
not  provide  for  the  case  of  these  officers,  ;  arrangements  are  in  contemplation  for 
and  it  is  being  specially  considered.  j  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  Post- 

master General  during  the  absence  on 
REGIMENTAL  TITLES  -  SUCiGESTED  ;  active  service  in  South  Africa  of  the  Duke 
BUCKINGHAMSHIKE  REGIMENT.  |  ^^  Norfolk,  K.G. ;  and  whether  during 
Mr.  CARLILE  (Buckinghamshire,  :  the  absence  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  there 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  i  will  be  a  return  to  the  old  practice  of 
State  for  War  whether  his  attention  has  I  appointing  to  the  headship  of  the  Postal 
been  called  to  the  'strong  feeling  which  ;  Department  a  Minister  with  a  seat  in  the 
exists  in  the  county  of  Buckingham,  as  ,  House  of  Commons, 
shown  by  a  resolution  of  the  Buckingham- !  oATT^ir^TTD     n^^.     r^  ^ 

shire  County  Council  in  favour  of  having  i  ^^  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Duke  of 
a    regiment    bearing    the  name  of    the  I  Norfolk  has  resigned. 
county,  and  having  a  county  depot ;  and,        lyj^   SWIFT  MacNEILL  :   As  to  the 
if  so,  whether  the  War  Office  can  see  its  |  second  paragraph. 
way  to  form  such  a  regiment. 

w    ,,r,rxTT.TT A x^    m,.  1     .  r       ^      Mr.    a.    J.    BALFOUR:     I    cannot 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  new  Imttahons  ;  answer  that. 
now  being  raised  were  designated  in  the  I 

Army  Order  of  21st  February.  For  [  Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  Has  the 
military  purposes  it  was  judged  best  to    resignation  been  accepted  ? 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes,  Sir. 

Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
the  Postmaster  General  is  about  to  pro- 
ceed to  South  Africa;  if  so,  in  what 
capacity  and  for  what  length  of  time  he 
is  to  be  absent  from  the  country  ;  whether 
there  is  any  precedent  for  the  Minister  of 
an  important  Department  thus  leaving  his 
official  post ;  and  by  whom  his  ministerial 
duties  will  be  discharged  during  his 
absence. 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  already 
answered  this  question. 

VOLUNTEER  UNIFORMS. 
Mr.  F.  W.  WILSON  (Norfolk,  Mid) : 
I  heg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  khaki  is  to  be  intro- 
duced as  the  uniform  of  the  Vohmteers, 
and,  if  not,  in  view  of  the  number  of 
rqcruits  now  joining  the  Volunteers,  and 
the  necessity  of  providing  them  with  uni- 
forms, whether  any  change  in  the  colour 
and  material  of  such  uniforms  will  be 
made  during  the  present  year. 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  question  of  a 
general  service  uniform  for  the  Regular 
Army  is  at  present  under  consideration. 
Until  a  pattern  is  approved  for  the 
Regulars  it  is  not  probable  that  Volun- 
teer commanding  officers  will  wish  to  make 
any  radical  change  in  the  uniform  of 
their  corps. 

VOLUNTEEKS-SOLK  TTORS' ARTICHSD 
CLERKS. 

Sir  JOHN  JENKINS  (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney 
(Tcneral  whether  his  attention  has  been 
•called  to  a  possible  hardship  that  may 
arise  in  the  case  of  a  person  articled  to  a 
solicitor  who  has  in  the  present  excep- 
tional crisis  volunteered  for  service  in 
South  Africa  or  joined  a  militia  regiment ; 
and  whether,  seeing  that  a  solicitor  has 
to  declare  that  the  clerk  has  not  ])een 
engaged  in  any  other  employment  during 
the  time  he  has  ])een  articled,  he  will 
introduce  a  Bill  to  remove  any  disability 
for  admission  as  solicitor  of  articled 
•clerks  by  reason  of  employment  in  the 
auxiliary  forces. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  The 
•circumstance  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
refers  is  not  peculiar  to  the  legal  pro- 


fession. There  are  many  other  oontncu 
of  service  and  employment  in  which  a 
similar  state  of  circumstances  may  trite. 
It  would  not,  in  my  opinion,  be  possible 
to  legislate  specially  for  articled  clerki  to 
solicitors. 

HULME  BARRACKS.  MANCHESTER 
Mr.  DRAQE  (Derby)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  for  War  whether  the 
Hulme  Barracks  at  Manchester  have  been 
condemned  for  sanitary  reasons,  and 
whether  the  sanitary  arrangements  thm 
are  known  to  the  War  Office  to  be  on- 
satisfactory ;  and  whether  several  cuei 
of  sickness  have  occurred  that  can  be 
traced  to  the  unsanitary  condition  of  the 
barracks,  and  whether,  under  the  circam- 
stances,  he  will  advise  the  removal  of  the 
3rd  Battalion  of  the  Derbyshire  Regiment 
to  healthier  quarters. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM :  The  HulmeBamcb 
were  not  condemned  for  sanitary  reasons. 
The  general  officer  commanding  reports 
the  sanitary  arrangements  aatisfactonr. 
and  that  there  have  been  no  cases  of 
sickness  traceable  to  insanitary  conditions. 
But  the  barracks  are  undoubtedly  old. 
The  battalion  is  going  into  camp  about 
1st  May. 

CYPKUS-FAMAliUSTA  HARBOUR 
Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  I  ])eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  if  any  work  in  con- 
nection with  the  Famagusta  Harbour  has 
yet  ]>een  begun,  and  if  the  necessary  pre- 
liminary legislation  has  been  passed  by 
the  Legislative  Council  of  Cyprus ;  and 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  carry  out  any 
railway  works  within  the  town,  or  to  de- 
stroy any  part  of  the  sea  front  of  the  oU 
castle  dating  from  the  thirteenth  centmr. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The  answer 

to  the  first  part  of  the  question  is  in  the 

I  negative  in  regard  to  both  the  points.    In 

i  regard  to  the  second,  the  final  plans  for 

the  railway  have  not  yet  been  received, 

as  it  is  not  intended  to  commence  it  till 

the   harbour  works  are   well  advanced. 

When  they  are  submitted,  they  will  be 

carefully    examined    with    a     view    to 

avoiding  as  far  as  may  be  practicable  any 

;  interference  with   the   old   fortifications. 

I  and  I  shall  give  full  consideration  to  anv 

I  representations  on  the  subject  which  my 

'  noble     friend     may     desire     to     make 

I  personally. 
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INDIA— AGRICULTUKAL  BANKS. 

SIR  WILLIAM  WEDDERBURN 
(Banfishire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  what  have  been  the  practi- 
cal results  of  Mr.  Nicholson's  inquiry  of 
1897  regarding  agricultural  banks  as  a 
means  of  relieving  the  rural  population 
of  India  from  oppression  by  the  money- 
lenders ;  what  were  Mr.  Nicholson's  re- 
commendations as  regards  making  early 
experiments  in  establishing  agricultural 
banks ;  and  what  steps  have  been  taken 
to  carry  out  his  recommendations,  and 
what  success  has  attended  the  action  of 
Grovemment. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  tor 
INDIA  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  I  have  not  yet  received  from 
the  Government  of  India  an  expression 
of  their  views  upon  the  proposals  made  in 
Mr.  Nicholson's  report  upon  the  forma- 
tion of  agriciUtural  banks  ;  but  I  under- 
stand that  orders  have  recently  been 
passed  by  the  Govenmient  of  Madras  on 
this  important  matter.  I  am  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  state  in  detail  the  nature  of 
those  orders,  but  I  expect  to  hear  during 
the  present  season  from  the  Government 
of  India,  who  have  only  recently  received 
the  report  of  the  Madi-as  Government 
on  the  subject. 

INDIAN    FAMINK  -    SUGGKSTED 
INQUIRY. 

Sir  WILLIAM  WEDDERBURN:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether,  looking  to  the  early  re- 
currence of  famine  in  India,  and  the  un- 
paralleled magnitude  of  the  present 
visitation,  as  described  by  the  Viceroy 
of  India,  he  will  suggest  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  to  institute,  at  a  convenient 
time,  a  detailed  inquiry  into  the  condition 
and  food  supply  of  a  few  typical  villages 
in  the  provinces  liable  to  famine,  with 
a  view  to  ascertain  whethei",  by  local 
storage  of  grain  in  times  of  plenty,  and 
other  precautionary  ni(»asures,  the 
economic  condition  of  such  villages 
may  be  so  far  strengthened  that  the 
failure  of  a  year's  harvest  will  not  bring 
the  cultivators  into  danger  of  starvation. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  During  the 
past  twenty  year  nivestigations  have 
lK3en  made  by  two  Famine  Commissions, 
and  there  has  also  been  an  exhaustive 
inquiry  into  the  condition  of  the  people. 
In  these  circumstances  I  am  unwilling  to 
call    on    the   Government    of    India    to 
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institute  at  this  moment  another  general 
inquiry  of  the  kind  suggested  in  the 
question.  But  the  hon.  Member  may  be 
sure  that  the  knowledge  and  experience 
which  is  now  being  gained  will  be  most 
carefully  turned  to  account,  and  that  any 
specific  question  will  be  investigated  con- 
cerning which  there  may  be  insufficiency 
of  information,  with  a  view  to  the 
adoption  of  such  further  precautionary 
or  economic  measures  as  may  appear  to 
be  advisable. 

INDIAN  FAMINE-RELIEF  WORKS. 

Mr.  price  (Norfolk,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
some  portion  of  the  labour  now  employed 
on  relief  work  in  India  is  being  used  or 
can  be  used  for  the  further  provision  of 
tanks  and  other  minor  irrigation  works. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  The  periodical 
reports  received  from  the  famine  districts 
show  that  famine  workers  are  largely 
employed  on  digging  canals,  excavating 
or  improving  tanks,  and  sinking  wells. 
But  it  is  not  possible  everywhere  to  con- 
struct suitable  works  of  this  kind. 

DELAGOA   BAY    RAILWAY   ARBITRA- 
TION. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  if  he  has  any  information 
to  give  the  House  in  reference  to  the 
delay  in  stating  the  award  of  the  Delagoa 
liailway  arbitration. 

*The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE     FOR     FOREIGN     AFFAIRS 

I  (Mr.  Bkodkick,  Surrey,  Guildford) :  I 
am  sorry  to  say  we  have  no  information 

i  to  give  the  House  on  this  subject. 

I  Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  Can 
j  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  how  soon 
I  the  matter  will  be  settled  ? 

♦Mr.  BRODRICK:  W^e  are  without 
information  on  that  point  at  present. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  I  will 
put  another  (juestion  next  week. 

BRITISH  PROPERTY  HOLDERS  IN  THE 
UNITED  STATES. 

Mn.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) :  I  ])eg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  he  can  give 
tlie  House  any  information'  regarding  the 
treaty,  reported  to  have  been  ratified  by 
the  United  States  Senate  on  the  22nd 
March,  as  to  the  right  of  British  subjects- 

2  E 
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♦Mr.  BRODRICK 
3?ubject  was  signed  by 


to  hold  real  and  personal  property  in 
United  States. 

A  treaty  on  this 
Lord  Pauncofotc 
jind  Mr.  Hay  on  2nd  March,  and  has 
.}K»en  ratified  with  certain  modifications  l)y 
the  United  States  Senate.  These  modifi- 
cations are  under  consideration,  and  I 
cannot  make  any  statement  at  present. 

CHINA— BLUE-BOOK. 
Mr.  GIBSON  BO^VLES :  May  I  awik 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether,  in  view  of  the  prolmble  discus- 
sion on  China  to-morrow,  a  Blue-book  on 
China  will  be  laid  on  the  Table? 

*Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Papers  in  reference 
to  China  have  been  laid  on  the  Table,  and 
copies  are  to  be  had  at  the  Vote  Office. 

DEATH    DUTIES— ALLEGED 
EVASIONS. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :    I  beg  to 
Ask   Mr.  Chancellor    of   the    Exchequer 
whether  he  has  come  to  any,  and,  if  so, 
to  what  conclusion  on  the  point  which  he 
stated  on  the  22nd  February*  was  under 
consideration    with     reference     to     the 
evasion   of    the    law  relating    to   death 
duties  in  the  cases  of   estates  of    great 
value ;  and  whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  are  in  contemplation  to  obtain  power 
to  prevent  the  evasion  of  the  law  relating 
to  death  duties  in  the  particular  instance 
of  the  estate  of  a  millionaire  peer  lately 
<leceased. 
*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH:    The  point 
which  I  referred  to  on  Febniary  22nd  is 
^lealt  with  by  Clause  10  of  the  Finance 
Bill.      There   is   no   suspicion   whatever 
that    there   has    been    any    attempt    at 
<»vasion   of  the   law  in  the   aise   of  the 
estate   to   which    I    presume  the  second 
piragraph     refei's.      Probate    has    ]>een 
granted   on  an  affidavit    which  stated  a 
provisional  sum  only,  and  which  explicitly 
intimated  that  a  further  account  would 
follow.     This  affidavit,  of  couree,  referred 
only  to  personal  property.     In  respect  of 
settled  property,  a  separate  account  has 
to  be  brought  in,  and  for  this  six  months 
is    allowed   from   the    death.      The    six 
months  have  not  yet  expired. 

IJ(4HTS  ON  THE  MANACLES  UOCKS. 
Mr.  LOUGH  (Islington,  AV.):  I   bog 
to   ask  the   President   of    the  Board   of 

*  See  The  Parlianicntanj  Debaters  [Fourth 
Series],  Vol.  Ixxix.,  page  798. 


Trade  whether,  in  view  of  the  casualties 
that  have  recently  occurred,  steps  can  1* 
taken  to  provide  a  lighthouse  or  liehtship 
on  the  Manacles  Kocks,  off  the  south  eoAst 
of  Cornwall;  and  whether  either  the  Trinity 
House  or  the  Board  of  Trade  are 
anything  in  the  matter. 

*The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon): 
Although  the  matter  has  been  fully  con- 
sidered, no  action  is  being  taken  by  the 
Trinity  House  at  present.  The  Mwades 
Rocks  and  adjacent  coast  lie  well  out  of 
the  ordinary  Channel  track.  The  casual- 
ties which  have  given  notoriety  to  this 
part  of  the  coast  have  occurred  to  out- 
ward bound  vessels  which  had  just  bft 
known  points  of  departure.  The  expen- 
diture involved  would  not  be  justifiable 
in  view  of  the  demands  at  this  time  for 
new  lighthouses  and  sea  marks  in  many 


much  more  urgent  cases. 


ACCIDENT  ON  THE  GREAT  WESTERN 
UAU.WAY  —  RAILWAY  SERVANTS 
HOURS    OF    UVBOUR. 

SirFORTESCUE  FLANNERY(York. 
shire,  Shipley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Premdeiit 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  bis  atten- 
tion has  lx)en  called  to  the  statement  of 
Colonel  Yorke,  a  Board  of  Trade  inspector, 
in  his  lieport  upon  a  collision  on  the  Great 
Western  Railway  which  took  place  on  the 
morning  of  the  27th  December,  18^: 
whether  he  has  noted  a  statement  by 
Colonel  Yorke  to  the  effect  that  it  is  not 
always  possible  for  the  normal  hours  of 
work  to  l)e  strictly  adhered  to  at  holiday 
seasons,  but  men  who  have  been  for 
fourteen  or  fifteen  hours  on  the  footplate 
can  hardly  1x5  expected  to  display  that 
unremitting  vigilance  which  is  necessary 
for  siifety ;  and  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  propose  \egiB- 
lation  with  a  view  to  preventing  danger 
to  the  lives  of  the  travelling  pubnc  by  the 
working  of  excessive  hours  on  the  part  of 
railway  servants. 

♦Mk.  RITCHIE :  Yes,  Sir.  I  have  read 
the  Report  refen-ed  to,  a  copy  of  which 
was  forwarded  to  the  company  imme> 
diately  it  was  issued.  As  my  hon.  friend's 
question  states,  the  Inspecting  Officer, 
while  commenting  on  the  unmily  long 
hours  worked,  inferred  that  they  were 
caused  Iw  the  Christmas  traffic.  The 
Railway  liegulation  Act  of  1893  enables 
the  Board  of  Tnide  to  call  upon  any 
company  to  submit  a  schedule  of  reasonable 
hours,   and    those    provisions   are  quite 
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he  can  state  the  number  of 
where  necessary,  with  undue  hours  of  children  at  present  in  the  metropolitan 
work,  workhouses,  distinguishing    those   under 

Sir  FORTESCUE  FLANNERY;  I  l)eg  I  <^^^'^  Y^^"^  ^^  «g^- 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  I    *iMu.   CHAPLIN:    The    total  number, 
whether  he  would  be  willing  to  lay  upon  |  according  to  the  latest  returns,  is  1,716, 
the  Table  of  the  House  a  Return  showing  ;  of  whom  552  are  infants  under  two  years 
all  instances  of  working  hours  exceeding  ;  of  age. 
twelve  continuously  worked  by  the  ser-  i 

vants  of  the  railway  companies  in  England  ,      AGKLC  ULTUKAL  HOLDINGS  lULl.- 
during  the  months  of  January  and  Feb-  SITTING  TENANTS, 

ruary,  1900.  |      Sir   AVILLIAM   AVEDDERBURN  :  I 

*Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  hardly  think  i  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
should  be  justified  in  asking  the  railway  j  Agriculture  whether  in  the  progress  of 
companies  for  a  Return  which  would  in- !  ^^s  Agncultural  Holdings  Bill,   lie   will 


volvc  very  lalwrious  examination,  having  i 
regard  to  the  fact  that  Parliament  in  | 
1893  approved  legislation  which  ena])le8  i 
railway  servants  and  those  who  represent  , 
tliem  to  make  complaints  as  to  excessive  i 
hours  of  work,  and  in  proper  cases  to  ' 
obtain  redress.  ! 

Sir  FORTKSCUE  FLANNERY:  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  most 
4>f  the  railway  companies  have  already 
prepared  such  a  Return  for  their  own  in- 
formation.    Will  he  inquire  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  Certainly  ;  and  if  that 
is  the  case,  of  course  the  difficulty  I  speak 
of  will  not  arise. 

ItKLIEVING  OFFICKKS  AND    PKIVATE 
LUNATIC  ASYLUMS. 

Sir  MANCHERJEE  BHOWNAG- 
OREE  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) :  I  beg  to 
.ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Grovern- 
«ment  Board  whether  any  cases  have  been 
recently  brought  to  his  notice  of  the  pro- 
ipriotors  of  some  private  lunatic  asylums 
having  offered  commissions  to  relieving 
^officers ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  state  particulars 
regarding  such  cases,  and  what  steps  he 
intends  taking  regaixling  the  same. 

The   PRFi^IDENT   of  the  LOCAL 


introcluce  provisions  to  protect  the  im- 
provements of  sitting  tenants ;  whether 
he  is  aware  of  the  inconvenience,  in  the 
administration  of  the  existing  Act,  from 
the  practice  of  ascertaining  the  value  of 
improvements  by  means  of  mechanicid 
scales  of  unexhausted  manures,  irrespec- 
tive of  results,  and  will  provide  that  due 
credit  shall  be  given  for  continuous  good 
husliandry  and  accumulated  manurial 
fertility  ;  and  whether  he  will  favourably 
consider  a  proposal  to  simplify  the  First 
Schedule  by  introducing  a  definition  of 
improvement,  in  accordance  ^-ith  Clause  1 
of  the  Bill,  as  including  anything  done  by 
the  tenant  whereby  the  letting  value  of 
the  holding  is  increased. 

*The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Long,  Liverpool, 
West  Derby) :  It  would,  I  think,  be  Aery 
inconvenient  that  I  should  anticipate  any 
statement  which  it  may  be  my  duty  to 
make  with  regard  to  the  suggestions  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  when  the  Bill  is  con- 
sidered in  Committee.  Proposals  of  the 
kind  cannot  be  pi-operly  discussed  in  the 
form  of  question  and  answer. 

Dr.  FARQUHAR^ON:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  under  the  circum- 
stances,  undertake  not  to  bring  on  the 


"GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Chaplin,  ,  ^         ,  . ,     y        . . ,     tjhi^^       v    . 

Lincolnshire.  Sleaford) :  The  attention  o     ""^'T^  ^^'""^  ^  ^^^  ^'^^  ^^^^^  ^'"^"^'i 
^t^  T  ^^  1   n*      ^         "^^    Tj       11-       1  SO  that  we  may  have  an  opportumtv  of 


*he  Local  Government  Board  has  been 
drawn  to  cases  of  the  kind  refeiTcd  to  in 
the  question.  They  are  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Lunacy  Commissioners  with 
regard  to  the  precise  course  which  should 
be  adopted  in  the  matter,  but  not  in 
A  position  to  say  more  on  th(^  sul)ject  at 
present. 

CHILDREN  IN  METllOPOLITAX 
WOKKHOUSKS. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
tike  President  of  the  Local  Government 


may  nave  an  opportunity 
I  consulting  our  constituents  with  regard 
I  to  it  ? 

!    ♦Mk.  long  : 


No,  Sir. 


POST   OFFK^E   OFFrCIALS  — MIMMIM 
PERIOD  OF  ATTENDANCE. 

Mr.  PATRICK  OT>RIEN  :  T  ]>eg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasiu'y,  as  re- 
presenting the  Postmaster  Geneial, 
whether,  seeing  that  the  Tweedmouth 
Committee  recommended  that,  in  the  case 
of  London  and  provinci«al  town  postmen, 
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no  period  of  duty  necessitating  an  attend-  i 
ance  at  the  office  should  be  reckoned  at  I 
less  than  an  hour,  such  principle   is  in  : 
effect  applied  to  the  class  of  sorting  clerks  ; 
and,  if  so,  would  he  state  the  minimum 
period  of  attendance  relative  thereto. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  It  is  the  case  that 
the  Tweedmouth  Committee  made  the  re- 
commendation described  by  the  hon. 
Meml>er  as  to  postmen  ;  and  the  authority 
of  the  Treasiwy  has  recently  been  given 
to  apply  the  same  principle  to  the  class  of 
sorting  clerks  and  telegraphists.  The 
nile  now  is  that  in  the  case  of  sorting 
clerks,  sorters,  telegraphists,  and  postmen 
no  separate  attendance  shall  be  reckoned 
at  less  than  an  hour,  except  when  the 
attendance  falls  within  an  hour  of  the 
preceding  or  succeeding  continuous  duty. 
In  such  a  case  only  the  actual  time  of 
attendance  and  the  interval  Ixjtween  the 

two  attendances  will  be  counted. 

I 

POSTMEN'S    FEDERATION— REFUSAL  | 
OF  LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE  TO  EXECU- 
TIVE OFFICERS. 

Mr.   PATRICK  O'BRIEN:  I  beg  to 

;usk  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as 
r(»presenting  the  Postmaster  General, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  application 
of  the  general  secretary  to  the  Postmen's 
F(ideration  for  leave  of  absence  to  enable 
him  to  attend  meetings  of  the  executive 
of  the  Federation,  to  be  held  on  the  29th, 
.*50th,  and  ;nst  instant,  wiis  refused,  : 
although  leave  of  absence  was  given  to 
other  members  of  the  executive  who 
reside  in  London  districts ;  and  whether 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  (xeneral  Post 
Otfiee  authorities  always  profess  a  readi- 
ness to  give  facilities  to  the  officers  of  the 
various  associations  of  employees  to  con- 
duet  the  business  of  these  bodies,  and  in 
view  of  the  importiuice  of  the  secretary 
of  the  executive  being  present,  he  will  . 
sei*  that  leave  is  givv.n  them  to  attend. 

Mil.  HAXBURY:  1  have  not  received 
the  reply  to  this  question. 

Mil.  STEADMAN  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Si(»pney) :  May  I  ask  whether  the  delay 
is  caused  by  the  absence  of  the  Post- 
niiister  General,  who  is  going  to  the  front? 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
even  to-day  three  postmen  from  the 
same  post  office  have  been  allowed  leave 
of  absenco  t 

Mil.  HANBURY:  I  have  no  informa- 

tion. 


Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  How  is  it, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Post  OfBee 
authorities  have  every  means  of  com- 
munication at  their  disposal,  in  the  shi^ 
of  telegraph  and  telephone  wires,  thej 
cannot  give  a  simple  ansni'er  to  a  stnight 
question  put  in  this  House  ? 

Mr.  HANBURY:  Ail  I  have  to  sty  is 
that  I  have  no  information. 

SORTING    CLERKS    AND    POSTMEN- 
HOURS   OF    SERVICE. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN:  I  heg  U> 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
he  is  aware  that  at  certain  offices  scMrting 
clerks  and  postmen  are  called  upon  to 
perform  daily  duties  necessitating  an 
attendance  of  7  hours  and  45  minntes 
(5  hours  and  15  minutes  day  duty,  and 
2  hours  and  30  minutes  night  dutyX 
such  being  nine  minutes  in  excess  of  ei^t 
hours  ;  and,  if  so,  would  he,  on  such  cases 
being  laid  before  him,  take  such  steps  as 
would  result  in  their  re-adjustment. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  The  Postmaster 
General  is  not  aware  of  duties  arranged 
as  described,  and  will  be  glad  of  par- 
ticulars in  order  that  if  necessary  the 
attendance  may  be  modified.  (An  attend- 
anco  such  as  that  specified  would  be  six 
minutes  in  excess  of  eight  hours — not  nine 
minutes  as  stated). 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  I  b^  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as 
representing  the  Postmaster  (jenefal, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  at  certain  post 
ofhces  sorting  clerks  are  on  Sundays  com- 
pelled to  remain  on  night  duty  for  forty 
miiuites  and  to  receive  payment  for  thirtV 
minutes,  instead  of  three  quarters  of  an 
hour ;  and,  if  so,  will  he,  on  the  cases 
1)eing  specified,  take  such  steps  as  will 
ensure  the  removal  of  the  grievance  com- 
plained  of. 

Mk.  HAXBURY :  The  Postmaster 
General  is  not  aware  of  the  existence  of 

I  such  a  practice,  and  will  }>e  glad  to  be 
furnished  with  jwrticulars  in  order  that 
if  there  is  any  infraction  of  rule  it  mar 

:  be  remedied. 

SUB-POSTMASTERS'    SUPER- 

;  ANXUATION. 

I      Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal. 

'  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 

'  Treasury,  as  representing  the  Postmaster 
(General,  under  what  section  of  the  Super- 
annuation Act  of  1859  the  condition  is 
imposed  that  sulv-postmasters  must^  as  a 
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condition  of  being  entitled  to  superannua-  ]  Council  on  Education  if  he  can  inform 


tion,  have  obtained  a  Civil  Service  certifi- 
cate, and  have  devoted  their  whole  time 
to  the  service  of  the  Department. 

Mr.    HANBURY:    a    Civil    Service  |  ^.^em  schemes  have  beenframed,  submitted, 
certificate  is  required  by  Section  17  of  the    ^^^^  approved,  under  that  section  and  See- 
In  the  exercise  of  the  discretion     -^  ^tf^t  4rU^m^r^^^^^^.rVA..n^^i^r.  \nt 


the  House  how  many  schools  have  come 
within  the  exceptions  described  in  Sec- 
tion 3  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act  (1869) 
.Vmendment  Act,  1873 ;  for  how  many  of 


Act. 

conferred  upon  them  by  Section  2  of  the 
Act  the  Treasury  have  uniformly  declined 
to  recomise  any  claim  to  superannuation 
under  tnat  section  on  the  part  of  persons 
holding  situations  in  the  Civil  Service  of 
the  State  the  duties  of  which  are  not 
such  as  to  require  that  the  holder  should 
cive  his  whole  time  to  the  public  service. 
ihxe  regard  is,  of  course,  paid  to  the 
claims  of  any  such  persons  who  might 
have  acquired  a  claim  to  superannuation 
before  the  Act  of  1859. 

Mr.  flavin  :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman say  if  all  officials  coming  under 
the  Civil  Services  superannuation  scheme 
give  their  whole  time  to  their  duties  ? 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Yes,  Sir. 

VICTORIA   AND   ALBERT    MUSEUM-^ 
THE  BUCKLAND  COLLECTION. 

Lord  BALCARRES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Committee  of  Coun- 
cil on  Education  whether  it  has  been  de 
cided  to  remove  the  Museum  of  Fisli 
Culture  from  the  Victoria  and  Albert 
Museum ;  and,  if  not,  whether  any  steps 
are  being  taken  by  the  Department  to 
develop  and  keep  this  collection  in  proper 
order,  and  to  provide  space  for  it  under 
the  new  building  scheme. 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the  COM 
MITTEE  ofCOUNCIL  on  EDUCATION 
(Sir  J.  GrORST,  Cambridge  University) :  I 
stated  on  Monday  last*  that  no  decision 
with  reference  to  the  Museum  of  Fish 
Culture  had  yet  been  arrived  at  Ao 
steps  are  therefore  being  taken  at  pre- 
sent. 

Lord  BALCARRES  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  able  to  answer  if  I 
repeat  the  question  in  two  or  three 
weeks  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  I  cannot  say. 

ENDOWED    SCHOOLS    ACT    (1860) 
AMENDMENT    ACT,     1873. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire,  Cricklade) :  I  l>eg  to  ask  the 
Vice-President    of    the     Committee     of 


liion  75  of  the  Elementary  Education  Act, 
1870 ;  and  if  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors, 
under  Sub-section  3  of  Section  3,  can 
inspect  such  schools  without  the  assent, 
previously  obtained,  of  the  trustees  or 
governors. 

Sir  J.  GORST :  The  reply  to  the  first 
paragraph  is,  the  number  known  to  the 
Education  Department  is  eighty-nine ;  in 
answer  to  the  second  it  is  forty-three ; 
and  in  the  third,  yes. 


HOKNING 


(NORFOLK) 
BOARD. 


SCHOOL 


'  See  page  323  of  this  volume. 


Mr.  price  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Bishop  of  Norwich  has  expressed  his  un- 
willingness to  continue  to  allow  the 
School  Board  of  Homing,  Norfolk,  the 
use  of  the  school  there,  although  willing 
to  allow  its  use  as  a  voluntary  school ; 

,  and  whether,  if  the  Vice-President  has 
any  power  in  the  matter  he  will  refuse 
his  sanction  to  the  change,  or  at  least  in- 
sist upon  such  a  substantial  guarantee  of 
subscriptions   as  to  aflford  a  reasonable 

,  chance  of  the  school  being  efficient. 

Sir  J.    GORST :  The   Committee  of 

i  Council  have  no  information  on  the  facts 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph,  and  no 
application  from  either  the  Bishop  of  Nor- 
wich or  the  School  Board  of  Horning  has 
been  received  in  the  Education  Depart- 
ment. 

OLDHAM  SCHOOL  BOARD  GRANT. 
Mr.  RUNCIMAN  (Oldham) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice-President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Oldham  School  Board  will 
lose  in  grant  under  the  new  Code  a  sum 
estimated  at  nearly  £400 ;  and  whether 
this  loss  is  owing  to  the  average  cffi- 
cienoy,    or    stanclard    of    efficiency,    of 

I  schools  contemplated  under  the  new  Code 

I  being  below  that  attained  by  the  schools 

I  of  the  Oldham  Board. 

I  Sir  J.  GORST :  The  estimate  of  the 
loss  of  the  Oldham  School  Board  is  £336, 
which  would  be  made  good  by  a  rate  of 
one-eighth   of  a  penny  in  the  £.     The 
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staiulard  of  eiiiciency  is  jiot,  in  the  opinion  i 
of   the  Committoc^  of  Council,  correctly 
measured  by  the  amount  of  grant  eiirned.  ! 

THE  NEW  CODE    I'UriL  TEACHERS.    , 

*Mk.  KVELYN  CECIL  (Hertfordshire,  ■ 
Hertford),  on  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  j 
for  West  Bradfoitl :  I  beg  to  ask  the  1 
Vice  -  President  of  the  Committee  of  ; 
Council  on  E<lucation  if  he  can  state  the  | 
changes  made  by  the  new  Cixie  with  ; 
regard  t<j  the  payments  for  pupil  ' 
teachers. 

Sir  J.  GOKST  :  The  gmnts  now  paid 
for    pupil     teachers    average     40s.    per 
annum,  sohools   recei\ing  more   or  less, 
according  to  the  results  of  the  examina- ; 
tions.     Under  the  Code  40s.  per  annum 
will   be  paid  for  each  pupil  teacher  in- 
structed, independently  of  the  results  of 
examination.     Thus  the  total  amount  to 
be  pi  id  under  the  new  system  is  the  same  ' 
as    under   the  old,  but   will   be  eciually  ' 
divided.     No  school  Ciin  for  an  ordinary  i 
pupil    teacher    receive    under    the   new ; 
system  a  lower  grant  than  it  would  have  ■ 
received  under  the  old  until  after  July  1st,  ' 
190:5. 

THE    I5L0CK    (iKANT    AND     HIGHER  i 
GRADE    SCHOOLS. 

Sni  WILLIAM  CODDIXGTON 
(Blackburn)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice-Presi- 
dent of  the  Committecj  of  Council  on 
Education,  whether  the  Government  pur- 
pose taking  stops  to  protect  financially 
the  higher  gnide  and  other  elementary 
schools  whose  income  may  l)e  diminished 
by  the  limitation  of  the  block  grant  as 
proposed  in.  the  new  Code  of  regulations 
for  day  schools. 

Sir  J.  GOItST :  The  reduction  of  the 
income  of  the  higher  grade  schools  under 
th(?  Code  will  not  be  considerable,  and  no 
schijol  can  have  its  income  diminished  by 
reason  of  the  new  Code  till  the  year 
181)1-2.  In  the  meanwhile  expedients 
will  without  doubt  be  de\'ised  by  which 
the  efficiency  c)f  these  schools  will  be  pi*o- 
tected. 

Si:(JGESTEI)  POSTl'ONEMENT  OF  THE 
CHANGES  IN  THE  CODE. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
E.) :  I  l)eg  to  ask  the  Fii*st  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  meuK^nindum  on  the  new 
Code  drawn  up  by  the  Assix'iation  of  School 
Boards,  and  to  the  request  made  l>y  the 


association  that  the  drastic  changn  » 
hastily  put  before  the  country  sfaouU  be 
postponed  for  twelve  montlus^  on  iht 
ground  that  the  new  Board  of  Edncatkm 
is  coming  into  immediate  existence,  vith 
special  powei-s  for  dealing^^irith  the  whole 
problem  of  National  Itklucation:  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  this  appeal  and 
to  the  representations  of  many  oi  the 
school  boards  of  the  large  towns  that  the 
education  given  in  their  schools  will  he 
injured  by  the  grave  diminntiou  of  the 
grants  hitherto  earned  by  many  of  tlidr 
schools.  Her  Majesty's  Government  vil! 
consent  to  withdraw  the  changes  com- 
plained of  in  the  new  Code,  and  alfow  the 
whole  subject  to  be  more  fully  con- 
sidered. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  A8theamnp»- 
ment  which  had  l)een  come  to  with 
reganl  to  to-night  has  fallen  throq^ 
perhaps  I  may  l>e  permitted  to  state  to- 
morrow what  Parliamentary  amiue- 
ments  I  will  make  in  substitutioa  for 
those  we  have  abandoned. 

CORONERS'  INQUESTS  IX  WALES. 
*Mk.  VAUGHAX  DAVIES  (Gaidi^ 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretuy  of 
I  State  for  the  Home  Department  wb^htr 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  8tito> 
mcnt  by  J.  H.  Evans,  one  of  the  coroMn 
for  Caixliganshiro,  in  holding  an  inquMt 
on  one  Margaret  Ann  HowelTon  the  I2th 
instant,  that  if  jurymen  did  not  nndff- 
stand  English  they  were  not  eligible  to  be 
on  the  jury,  and  to  the  fact  that  he  ^ve 
instnictions  to  the  constable  in  charge  of 
the  case  not  to  summon  jurymen  whedid 
not  understand  English,  and  whether  s 
person  othen^ise  qualified  to  sit  on  a  jniy 
at  a  coroner's  inquest  iu  Wales  is  dis- 
qualified by  ignorance  of  the  En^iih 
language  ;  <'ind,  if  so,  under  what  statute; 
and  whether  a  coroner  has  the  power  to 
give  directions  hh  to  the  composition  of 
the  jury  at  such  inquest. 

*THE  SECRETARY  or  STATE  for 
THK  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M. 
White  Ridley,  Lancashire,  Blackpool): 
So  far  }is  I  am  aware,  i^orance  of  Eng- 
lish is  not  a  statutory  disqoiilification  for 
sitting  on  a  coroner's  jury  in  Wales,  and 
the  con)ner  to  whom  the  question  refers^ 
and  who  is  himself  a  Welshman,  has 
never  expressed  himself  in  that  sense. 
In  th(?  case  referred  to,  medical  evidence 
of  special  importance  was  given  in  Eng- 
lish,  and    the   inquisition^    as    the    hou. 
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Member  is  no  doubt  aware,  was  drawn  in 
English,  and  the  coroner  instructed  the 
police  that  it  would  be  better  to  summon 
jurors  who  imderstood  English.  This 
expression  of  opinion  appeiu*s  to  me  to 
he  altogether  in  accord  with  common 
sense,  and  in  no  way  inconsistent  with 
the  hiw. 

CDRONERS'  INQUESTS-VIEWINi; 
BODIES. 

Mr.  JOHN  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid) :  I 
l>eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  in  1898  or  1899  the  replies  received 
to  circukrs  sent  out  by  the  secretary  to 
coroners  and  their  deputies  showed  that  a 
considerable  majority  thought  that  an 
alteration  in  the  law  is  advisable,  that  a 
coroner  should  retain  the  power  of  the 
view,  but  that  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  coroner,  jury,  or  both  should  be 
relieved  absolutely  was  left  for  further 
consideration,  whether  legislation  will  be 
undertaken  by  him  somewhat  in  terms 
of  the  (Joroners  Bill,  1879,  No.  243, 
Clause  5,  by  which  a  Select  Committee  of 
the  House,  to  whom  such  Bill  had  been 
referred,  intended  to  give  coi-oners  and 
jurymen  the  relief  now  asked  for. 

♦Sir  M.  WHITE  RIDLEY:  I  have 
made  inquiry  as  to  the  replies  referred 
to>  but  1  find  that  there  was  no  such 
decided  or  conclusive  preponderance  of 
opinion  in  favour  of  any  definite  change 
in  the  law  as  to  afiford  a  rciison  for  pro- 
posing legislation  of  the  kind  suggested. 

Mr.  JOHN  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid) : 
Did  the  replies  come  from  the  coroners 
themselves  or  from  the  Society  of 
CJoroners  ? 

♦Sir  M.  WHITE  RIDLEY :  From  the 
coroners  themselves.  There  was  a  pre- 
ponderance of  opinion  in  favour  of  some 
change^  but  very  great  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  what  change  should  be 
suggested 

CONVICTS'  DIETxVRY  REGULATIONS. 
Mr.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devonshire, 
Ashburton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  the  recommendations  of  the 
Dietary  Committee,  in  regard  to  the  diet 
of  prisoners  in  Dartmoor  and  other  con- 
vict prisons,  have  Ijcen  carried  out ;  and, 
if  not,  will  he  give  this  matter  an  early 
and  favourable  consideration. 


♦Sir  M.  WHITE  RIDLEY:  I  have 
postponed  the  introduction  of  a  new  per- 
manent dietary  for  convict  and  locid 
prisons  pending  careful  observation, 
which  has  been  continued  during  the  past 
year,  upon  the  effect  of  the  changes 
already  introduced  in  the  dietaries  of 
local  prisons.  I  hope  shortly  to  be  in  a 
position  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
new  scales  of  dietary  for  both  convict  and 
local  prisons,  Imsed  upon  the  suggestions, 
contained  in  the  Report  of  the  recent 
Dietary  Committee. 

SUNDAY  LAHOUR  IN   FACTORIES. 

Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  any  prece- 
dents exist  for  the  proposal  contained  in 
Subsection  (3)  of  Clause  33  of  the  Fac- 
tories and  Workshops  Bill  to  legalise 
work  for  five  hours  on  Sundays ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  can  see  his  way  to  ^vith- 
draw  this  proposal. 

*SiR  M.  WHITE  RIDLEY:  There  ar 
several  provisions  in  the  Factory  Acts 
under  which  it  is  possible  for  children,, 
young  persons,  and  women  to  work  on 
Sundays.  But  even  apart  from  precedent,. 
I  certainly  cannot  withdraw  the  proposal 
in  Sub-clause  (3)  of  Clause  33  of  the 
Factory  and  Workshops  Bill,  which,  I 
may  explain,  is  required  in  the  interest  of 
the  Irish  Creameries,  a  new  and  impor- 
tant industry,  where  a  limited  amount  of 
Sunday  labour  is,  I  believe,  indispensable. 

LUNAC:Y    LABORATORY  RESEARCH. 

Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  what 
class  of  research  it  is  intended  shall  be 
carried  out  in  the  laboratories  which  it  is 
proposed  may  be  provided  and  maintained 
in  connection  with  lunacy  in  Clause  22 
of  the  Lunacy  Bill ;  what  is  the  character 
of  the  certificates  it  is  intended  to  grant 
to  licensees  at  such  laboratories ;  and 
whether  the  number  of  such  laboratories 
are  to  be  limited  in  number. 

*SiR  M.  W  HITE  RIDLEY :  I  have  no 
information  leading  me  to  believe  that  the 
research  for  which  the  laboratories  may 
be  estJiblished  will  involve  any  necessity 
for  either  licences  or  certificates ;  but  I 
am  in  communication  with  the  Lunacy 
Commissioners  on  the  subject. 
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FOOTBALL  IN   REGENT'S  PARK  AND 
PRIMROSE    HILL. 

Mr.  moon  (St.  Pancrafi,  N.) :  I  lieg 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Regent's  ^ark 
and  Primrose  Hill  are  closed  to  players 
in  football  matches  on  the  last  day  of 
February  in  every  year,  while  the  open 
spaces  under  the  control  of  the  London 
County  Council  are  available  to  such 
players  up  to  31st  March ;  and  whether 
he  can  cause  the  football  period  in  the 
first-named  open  spaces  to  l)e  extended  to  I 
31st  March. 

The  first  COMMISSIONmi  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Akerh  DouciLAS,  Kent, 
St.  Augustine's) :  The  ground  on  which 
football  is  played  at  I^gent's  Park  and 
Primrose  Hill  is  very  stiff  clay,  and  it 
becomes  much  cut  up  and  the  gi-ass 
destroyed.  The  grass  needs  some  time  for 
restoration,  and  I  am  not  prepared,  there- 
fore, to  extend  the  football  season  in  these 
Parks.  More  particularly  as  to  Primrose 
Hill,  1  have  to  keep  in  view  the  fitness  of 
the  same  ground  for  cricket. 

ABERDEENSHIRE  FISHERIES. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire,  E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether, 
in  view  of  the  recent  wholesale  migration 
of  fishermen,  particularly  on  the  Alier- 
deenshire  coast,  the  Government  will  take 
steps,  by  facilitating  the  system  of  harl)our 
construction,  by  developing  light  railways, 
and  by  a  stricter  enforcement  of  the 
fishery  laws  and  regulations,  to  restrain 
this  continuous  depletion  of  the  country 
population. 

*The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A. 
Graham  Murray,  Buteshire):  Each  of 
the  three  suggestions  which  the  hon. 
Member  makes  has  already  engaged  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  and  to  each 
some  practical  effect  has  already  been 
given.  But  the  Government  are  not  \ 
prepared  in  answer  to  such  a  question  as 
this  to  assume  obligations  of  a  wholly 
indefinite)  and  unlimited  nature. 

NEW  POST  OFFICE  FOR  LIMERICK. 
Mr.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick) :  I  heg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as 
representing  the  P^ootmaster  General, 
whether  he  can  state  what  steps  are  being 
taken  in  reference  to  the  building  of  a 
new  post  office  in  the  city  of  Limerick. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Measures  are  in 
progress    for    obtaining    tho    additional 


ground  required  for  the  rebuilding  of  the 
head  post  ofiice  at  Limerick. 

CARRICKROE  POSTAL  DELAYS. 
Mr.  MACALEESE  (Monaghan,  K):  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea«iiT 
as  representing  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  numerous  complaints  have  been 
made  respecting  the  delivery  of  the  mails 
in  the  Carrickroe  sulvpost  district^  ooimty 
Monaghan ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
discontent  prevails  ^\'ith  the  practice  of  a 
three-day  delivery  in  the  week  in  some 
townlands,  and  only  a  two-day  deliven* 
in  the  week  in  other  townlands  as  con- 
veniently situated  to  the  post  office ;  and 
whether,  to  prevent  such  dissatisfaction, 
the  Department  will  equalise  the  delivenr 
over  this  sub-post  district. 

Mr.  HANBURY :  As  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  was  informed  in  answer  to  hi« 
question  of  the  27th  of  October  last,  the 
latest  returns  of  the  correspondence  for 
the  Carrickroe  district  showed  that  the 
present  arrangements  for  the  delivery  of 
letters  were  the  best  practicable.  Further 
inquiry  will  however,  now  be  made,  and 
the  question  of  affording  an  improved 
serWce  will  again  l)e  considered. 

LOUGH  CORKIB  DRAINAGE  WORKR 
Mr.  PINKERTON  (Galway) :  I  W 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  liOnl 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that 
frequent  complaints  have  been  made  by 
millowners  in  Galway  to  the  Comniii«- 
sioners  of  Public  Works  with  regard  to 
the  failure  of  the  Drainage  Trustees  to 
maintain  the  drainage  and  navigation 
works  on  Lough  Corrib  ;  that,  in  respoii!<e 
to  these  complaints,  an  engineer  vras  sent 
down  to  inspect  the  works,  and  reportal 
to  the  effect  that  there  is  a  consiaerBble 
accumulation  in  the  channel  which  should 
be  removed  by  the  Drainage  Trustees: 
and  if,  in  consequence  of  that  report,  the 
Commissioners  communicated  with  the 
Trustees  with  the  view  of  having  this 
order  carried  out;  and  whether  the 
Trustees  have  taken  any  steps  to  comply 
with  the  orders  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works ;  and  if  he  can  state  the 
amount  of  assessment  levied  on  the  locality 
for  the  maintenance  of  these  works,  and 
the  amount  expended  by  the  Drainage 
Trustees  in  improvements  and  repairs. 

Mr.  HAXBURY:  No  complaint  has 
been  made  as  to  the  naWgation  works, 
which  do  not  affect  the  mills,  but  other- 
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wise  the  statements  in  the  first  paragraph 
Are  substantially  correct.  The  Trustees 
have  given  an  assurance  that  immediate 
•steps  will  be  taken  to  remove  the  accumu- 
lation. The  secretary  to  the  Trustees 
states  that,  on  an  average,  about  £300  a 
year  was  spent  by  the  Drainage  Board  on 
works  of  maintenance  between  1895  and 
1898,  and  that  in  1899  over  £600  was  so 
spent.  I  have  no  information  before  me 
At  present  as  to  the  amount  of  the  assess- 
ment. 

FAIR  RENTS  IN  COUNTY  LOUTH. 

Mr.  DALY  (Monaghan,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
Ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  hundreds  of 
applications  from  tenants  in  the  county 
of  Louth  to  have  fair  rents  fixed  have 
been  pending  for  over  twelve  months ; 
and  whether  he  can  state  when  those 
cases  will  be  disposed  of  by  the  sub-com- 
missioners. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  London- 
derry, S.) :  A  list  containing  192  cases 
from  the  County  Louth  is  at  present  in 
course  of  disposal.  The  hearing  of  these 
eases  was  commenced  at  Drogheda  on  the 
12th  instant.  The  list  contains  all  cases 
in  which  the  applications  were  received  in 
the  office  of  the  Land  Commission  prior 
to  1st  April,  1899.  Two  hundred  and 
fifty-eight  additional  applications  which 
have  been  received  from  the  County 
Louth  since  the  latter  date  will  be  listed 
for  bearing  in  due  course. 

RICHMOND  LUNATIC  ASYLUM. 
Mr.  DALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney 
€^neral  for  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  medical  superintendent  of  the 
Richmond  Lunatic  Asylum,  Doctor  Con- 
nolly Norman,  has  issued  his  yearly  report, 
in  which  he  states  that  out-nursing  of  | 
some  of  the  inmates  would  be  beneficial 
to  them  as  well  as  beneficial  to  the  rate- 
payers ;  and  whether  he  will  inquire  into 
the  suggestions  made  by  Doctor  Con- 
nolly Norman  as  to  the  out-nursing  of 
lunatics  which  seems  to  work  so  well  in 
Belgium,  Grermany,  and  other  countries, 
for  a  long  time  past. 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  The  fact  is  not  quite 
as  represented  in  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  question.  What  Dr.  Norman  in  his 
report  stated  was,  that  if  the  Committee 
of  Management  are  satisfied  that  a  system 
of  out-nursing  would  be  advantageous,  he 
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I  has  no  doubt  that  such  powers  could  be 
obtained  as  would  permit  of  the  carrying 

j  out  of  such  arrangements  as  might  com- 
mend themselves  to  the  Commictee  as 
beneficial  to  the  insane  and  economical  to 
the  ratepayers.      I  may  point  out    that 

I  there  is  no  power  under  the  existing  law 
to  adopt  the  system  of  out-nursing,  even 
if  such  a  course  were  deemed  advisable. 
The  matter,  however,  is  receiving  the  con- 

[  sideration  of  Grovemment. 

BELFAST  PROTESTANT  ASSOCIATION 
LECTURES. 

I  xMk.  SAMUEL  YOUNG  (Cavan,  K.) : 
I  I  bee  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
I  the  Home  Department  whether  h(5  is 
aware  that  a  man  calling  himself  "Kv- 
I  Monk,  Widdows  "  has  lately  been  preach- 
ing and  lecturing  in  Belfast,  under  the 
auspices  of  the  Belfast  Protestant  Asso- 
ciation ;  and  that  his  real  name  is  Nobbs  ; 
whether  he  was  sentenced  in  Toronto, 
Canada,  to  five  months  imprisonment, 
and  sentenced  again  in  1888  by  Mr. 
Justice  A.  L.  Smith  to  ten  years  penal 
servitude  for  an  unmentionable  crime; 
and  whether,  seeing  Widdows,  alias 
Nobbs,  was  never  a  monk,  the  Govern- 
ment will  proceed  against  him  for  obtain- 
ing money  under  false  pretences. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  At  the  request  of 
my  right  hon.  friend  I  will  reply  to  this 
question.  I  am  aware  that  an  individual 
calling  himself  ex-Monk  Widdows  has 
been  recently  delivering  lectures  in 
Belfast.  I  am  unable  to  say  whether  he 
is  an  accredited  agent  of  the  Belfast  Pro- 
testant Association,  though  I  observe  he 
has  been  associated  on  several  occasions 
with  Mr.  Arthur  Trew,  who,  I  believe,  is 
a  prominent  member  of  that  body.  It 
is  a  fact  that  Widdows  was  convicted  and 
sentenced  in  1888  for  the  crime  men- 
tioned, and  though  I  have  not  been  able 
to  procure  a  copy  of  any  conviction 
against  him  in  Canada,  I  have  no  reason 
to  doubt  that  he  was  convicted  and  sen- 
tenced in  Toronto  for  a  similar  offence. 
There  are  some  legal  difficulties  in  the 
course  suggested  in  the  last  paragraph  of 
the  question,  but  the  matter  has  been 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  police. 

LAND    SUB-COMMISSION  SITTINGS  IX 
COUNTY   CORK. 

Mr.  EDWARD  BARRY  (Cork  Co., 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Loi*d  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
state  how  many  fair  rent  applications  are 
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now  awaiting  hearing    l>eforc  the  I^nd  f 
Commission       from       the      SkihlKjrcen,  ! 
Drumanway,    and     Clonakilty     Unions, 
when  last  a  sitting  of  a  Suh-Connnissicm 
t^>ok  place  for  those  unions,  and  when  the 
n<'xt  sitting  may  be  expected.  ' 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  (i.  AV.  Bal- 
h'^iR) :     There     are    one   lunidred   and  j 
forty-nine  applications   to  fix  fair  rents  ' 
fn)m   the    Union   of   Skibl>ercen,    forty- 1 
thn»e   from  the    Union   of   Dnimanway,  j 
and      seventy-three     from     the     Union  i 
of  Clonakilty,  that    hav(»  not  yet    l>een  ; 
listed  for  hearing.       A  Sub-Commission  ' 
Silt    in  these   towns  on  July  6th.  April 
28th,  and  March  31st,  1899,VesiK>ctively. 
Further    sittings  will    I>c    an-angod    for 
these    districts    at    as     (uirly    (bites    as 
jK)ssible,  but  such  dat<}s  havc^  not  vet  l»een 
fixed. 

Mr.  MAURICK  HEALY  (Cork) :  I  beg 
to  fisk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many  fair 
rent  appliciitions  are  now  awaiting  hetinng 
Ix'fore  the  Land  Commissioners  from  the 
Cork  Poor  I^aw  Union,  wh(jn  last  a  sitting 
of  the  Sub-Commis.sion  for  this  union  took 
place,  and  when  the  next  sitting  may  ])e 
expected. 

Mr.  Atkinson  (for  Mr.  (4.  w. 

Balfour)  :  Ninety -eight  applications 
to  fix  fair  rents  from  the  Union  of  Cork 
have  not  yet  been  listed  for  hearing. 
A  Sub-Commission  last  sat  in  October, 
1S9H,  for  the  disposal  of  eases  from  that 
Union.  A  further  list  containing  cases 
from  the  Union  is  at  present  in  pre- 
Fjfiration,  and  will  ]>e  taken  up  when  the 
list  for  Kihnallock  District,  now  in 
c<mrse  of  disposal,  has  Wen  completed. 

QUEEN'S  COUNTY  COUNCIL 
SECRETARY. 

Mr,  MAURICE  HEALY:  I  beg  to 
Jisk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  inconvenience  has  arisen  in 
the  Queen's  County  owing  to  a  contention 
raised  by  the  secretary  of  the  county 
council  as  to  whether  the  notice  given  to 
him  by  that  IxKly  undei-  Section  115,  Sub- 
section (5),  of  the  Local  (Jovernment  Act 
was  sufficient,  the  council  l>eing  in  the 
lK)sition  that  it  is  left  in  doubt  whether 
the  secretary  is  their  officer  or  not ;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  official  in 
question  is  over  seventy  years  of  age,  and 
wht»ther  any  steps  can  1k»  tiiken  to  insure 
that  the   business  of  the  countv   will  l>e 


earned  on  by  an  officer  whose  \dfg^  aUtw 
is  undoubted. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour):  I  am  not  aware  that  adt 
inconvenience,  such  as  is  suggested, 
has  arisen.  If  the  notice  sen'wT  upon 
the  official  referred  to  was  inmiflSeieiit 
the  county  council,  through  their  own 
negligence  in  that  respect,  have  them- 
selves to  blame.  The  point  is  one  for 
decision  in  a  court  of  law  in  some  po- 
ceeding  between  the  council  and  thor 
officer,  and  is  not  a  matter  in  whieh 
either  the  Irish  Executive  or  the  Locil 
Government  Board  can  interfere. 

IRISH  AGIUCULTURAL  <;RANT. 
I      Mr.    MAUKICE   HEALY  :  I  b«;  to 
ask  Mr.  Attorney  Cleneral   for  Ireland 
whether,    owing     to     the     construction 
!  placed  by  landlords  upon  the  introdueUxy 
\  words  of  Section  54  of  the  Local  Ooyen- 
ment     Act,     occupiers     holding    under 
tenancies  with  March  and  September  nle 
days  are  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  tiiafr 
;  portion  of  the  Agricultural  Grant  dedarod 
to  be  intended  in  relief  of  county  cess  for 
the  half-year  ending  29th  September  laslk 
I  and  also  of  the  adjustment  m  respect  of 
I  poor  rate  on  buildings  to  which    their 
'  liability  to  the  whole  poor  rate  equitably 
entitles  them  ;  and  whether  he  will  desl 
with  this  matter  in  the  proposed  amend- 
ing Bill. 

Mr.   ATKINSON:  I    am  not    aware 

I  whether  landlords  have  generally  adapted 

!  the  construction  i-eferred  to.     The  cSfect 

I  of  such  a  construction  would  be  as  stated 

I  in  the  question.     In  reply  to  the  second 

paragraph,   I    can    only    say    that    tho 

necessity  for  any  amendment  of  that  lav 

is  under  consideration. 

ROVAL    COLLEGE    OF   SCIENCE,   IBE- 
LAND-COMMITTEE  OF  INQUIRY. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice- 
President  of  the   Department  of  Agri- 
'  culture  for  Ireland  whether  he  is  in  a 
\  position     to    announce     the     names    of 
the      members      of       the       Committee 
which  ho  stated  had   been   appointed  to 
consider  the  teaching  of  the  Royal  College 
\  of  Science  in  Ireland,   and  the  buiMing 
j  which  will  be  rccjuired ;  and  whether  he 
■  can  state  what  the  terms  of  reference  to 
,  the  said  Committee  will  be. 

The  VICP:-PKESIDKNT  of  thk 
DEPARTMENT  of  AGRICULTURE 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  Plunkett,  Dublin 
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Co.  S.)  :  The  names  of  the  Committee 
appointed  by  the  Department  of  Aeri- 
culture  and  Technical  Instruction  tor 
Ireland  are  Sir  William  Abney,  K.C.B., 
Chairman,  the  Secretary  of  the  Depart- 
ment and  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Technical  Instruction,  the  Commissioner 
of  Valuation  for  Ireland,  and  Mr.  S.  E. 
Spring-Eice,  C.B.  The  reference  is  as 
follows — 

"  To  consider  and  report  on  the  f atnre  posi- 
tion and  functions  of  the  Koyal  (/ollege  of  i 
Science  for  Ireland  with  reference  to  technical 
instruction  as  related  to  indu^itries  and  agri- 
culture in  that  country;  to  report  on  the 
reiiuirements  of  the  college  as  regards  sttiif 
and  organisation ;  and  to  make  recommenda- 
tions as  to  the  arrangement  and  nature  of  the 
new  college  buildings." 

CHAPTER  OF  ST  ALBANS. 
Colonel  LOCKWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  by  what 
statutory  or  other  authority  a  dean  and 
chapter  has  been  granted  to  St.  Albans, 
and  from  what  sotirce  the  endowment  for 
such  chapter  is  to  be  derived  ;  and  whether 
the  mint  to  St.  Albans  may  ))e  regarded 
as  the  precursor  to  similar '  grants  in  the 
case  of  the  other  sees  constituted  in  recent 
years. 


Record  Office  for  which  ho  is  paid.  No 
Department  has  any  control  over  his  time 
when  not  enga;i;ed  on  this  work. 

*Mr.  HAYDKX  :  May  I  ask  if  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  public  service  that  an 
employee  of  a  (Tovernment  Department 
should  1)0  connected  with  the  press  in  this 
manner  1 

♦Mu.  SPP:AKER:  Order,  order! 

*Mu.  HAYDEN  :  I  shall  draw  attention- 
to  this  on  the  Estimates. 

MARINE  INSUKAXCE  BILL. 
Mr.  WARK  :  I  lx5g  to  ask  the  Fii-st 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  is  able 
to  say  when  the  Marine  Insurance  Bill 
will  be  introduced. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  This  Bill  will, 
I  believe,  be  introduced  in  another  place. 
It  has  not  yet  been  introduced,  and  I 
am  afraid  I  cannot  give  a  definite  answer 
to  the  specific  inquiry  my  hon.  friend 
makes. 


Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR:  I  understand 
that  a  charter  is  to  be  granted,  but  there 
is  no  endowment  in  connection  with  it. 

PRESS     REPRESENTATIVES     IX    THE 
LOBBY. 

♦Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  gentleman 
who  is  an  accredited  press  representative 
in  the  Lobby  of  the  House  of  Commons 
holds  an  official  and  salarierl  position  in 
the  London  Record  Office  ;  and  whether 
it  is  consistent  with  the  rules  of  the 
public  service  that  a  gentleman  holding  a 
public  position  of  this  description  should 
be  permitted  to  act  as  an  agent  for  the 
press.  May  I  be  peimitted  to  state  that 
the  question  has  been  so  sub-edited  that 
neither  in  form  nor  in  phraseology  is  it 
mine,  and  this  altenition  has  Ijeen  made 
entirely  without  communication  or  con- 
sultation with  me  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  (Tcntleman  still  takes  an 
interest  in  his  (question,  but  if  he  does  I 
may  inform  hiip  that  the  person  to  whom 
he  refers  does  not  occupy  a  salaried  posi- 
tion, but  he  does  certain  work  for  the 


I  BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

;  *Mr.  JOHN  FXLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
I  Rushcliffe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
i  the  Treasury  whether  he  can  for  the  con- 
I  venience  of  Members  now  state  when  it  is 
,  proposed  that  the  House  should  adjourn 
j  for  and  reassemble  after  Easter. 

I      Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:   I  have  been 

j  rather  disappointed  with  the  progress  of 

!  public  business.      I  had  hoped  that  we 

j  should  have  advanced  the  Finance    Bill 

further  than  we  have,  but   I  still  hope 

that  if  we  make  reasonable  progress  in 

the  business  that  still  remains  to  be  done 

we  may  be  able  to  get  away  on  Tuesday, 

April  10th,  and  in  that  case  I  shall  rive 

the    House  a  fortnight  and  two    days. 

holiday,  and  not  ask  it  to  reassemble  till 

Thursday,  the  26th. 

Sir  HENRY  FOA\TLER  (Wolverhamp- 
I  ton,  K) :  What  Estimates  will  be  taken 
to-mori'ow  ? 

i  Sir  CHARLES  CAMFJBON :  And  as 
to  the  Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scot- 
land) Bill  1 

\  Mr.  a.  j.  BALFOUR  :  To-morrow  we 
begin  business  by  moving  the  Speaker  out 

;  of  the  Chair,  and,  this  being  completed,  vre 
shall  proceed  with  the  Estimates  in  their 
order.  Perhaps,  being  on  my  feet,  I  may 
say  that  1  am  rather  disappointed  in  my 
anticipation,  and  must  some>\'hat  depart 
from  the  arrangements  for  next  week.     I 
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held  out  a  hope  to  Scotch  Members  that  as 
*he  first  Order  for  Monday  we  would  take 
the  Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland) 
Bill,  and  go  on  with  other  Scotch  matters, 
but  I  find  that  a  stage  of  the  Finance  Bill 
must  be  taken  on  each  day  next  week. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Report  stage 
must  be  taken  on  Monday.  I  do  not  sup- 
pose it  will  take  anj^  length  of  time,  but 
the  Ecclesiastical  Assessments  will  be 
the  second  Order.  On  Tuesday  I  must  ask 
the  House  to  take  a  staeje  of  the  Finance 
Bill  first. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Mon- 
mouthshire, \N.) :  What  are  the  various 
stages  of  the  Finance  Bill  that  will  be 
taken? 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  On  Monday 
we  take  the  Report.  On  Tuesday  I  have 
to  move  the  Speaker  out  of  the  Chair  for 
ii  Resolution  of  the  House  in  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  for  insertion  of  cer- 
tain cbiuses.  Then  must  follow  on  subse- 
-•luent  days  the  recommittal  of  the  Bill, 
the  insertion  of  these  clauses,  and  the 
Third  Reading  of  the  Bill  on  Friday. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (IsUngton,  N.) :  Will 
there  be  a  morning  sitting  on  Tuesday  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire)  : 
Is  it  proposed  to  interfere  with  the  debate 
on  the  Indian  famine  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think 
the  Government  business  for  that  day 
need  take  long.  It  need  not  displace  the 
hon.  Member's  motion  if  the  House  will 
treat  the  business  of  the  Finance  Bill  as 
formal  business. 

Mr.  H.  S.  foster  (Suffolk,  Lowes- 
toft) :  When  will  the  Sea  Fisheries  Bill 
he  taken  ?  Will  it  be  brought  on  at  a 
time  to  admit  of  its  being  discussed  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  will  consult 
my  right  hon.  friend  in  charge  of  the  Bill. 
I  do  not  think  there  is  much  chance  of  its 
being  taken  to-night  or  on  Monday. 


MONFA'    LENDING    HILL    [Lords].        1 
Read    the    first    time ;    to  ])e  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  1.^)6.] 

IWLATINK   COrUT   OF  Dl  KlIAM    HILL 

[Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  MT.] 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  paaaed  a  Bill  intitakd, 
''  An  Act  to  amend  the  law  rdaliiig  tu 
Youthful  Offenders ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses  connected  therewith."  Yoatmol 
Offenders  Bill  [Lords] 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  con- 
firm a  Provisional  Order  under  the  Buigk 
Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1892,  to  incrcMe 
the  number  of  Magistrates  in  the  Bm]^ 
ofLeith."  Leith  Burgh  Provisioiial  Order 
BiU  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
amend  in  certain  respects  the  Acts  relat- 
ing to  the  Mersey  Docks  and  Hirboiir 
Board ;  and  for  other  purposes."  Merwy 
Docks  and  Harbour  B(Mira  Bill  [Lords]. 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act 
for  empowering  the  Gk>yemments  Stoeb 
and  other  Securities  Li vestment  Cknnpiny, 
Limited,  to  increase  the  di^'idend  upon 
its  preferred  oi-dinary  stock ;  and  t« 
amend  The  Governments  Stock  Invest- 
ment Company,  Limited,  Act*  1887." 
Governments  Stock  and  other  Secuntk^ 
Investment  Company  Bill  [Lords]. 

Lee    Conservancy    Bill. — That    they 

f've  leave  to  the  Lord  BoflMU  of 
illowen  to  attend  in  order  to  hi? 
being  examined  as  a  witness  before 
the  Select  Committee  appointed  by  thi* 
House  on  the  Lee  Conservancy  Bill ;  hi» 
Lordship  consenting. 


MERSEY  DOCKS  AND  HAKBOUK 
BOARD  BILS  [Lords]. 

GOVERNMENT     STOCK    AND    OTHEK 
SECURITIES  INVESTMENT  COMPANY 
BILL  [Lords]. 
Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to 

the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 

Bills. 

LEITH   BURGH   PROVISIONAL  ORDER 
BILL  [LonU]. 

Keiid  the  first  time ;  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  158.] 

I  FINAN(  E  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
1  [Mr.     John     Ellis     (Nottinghamshire, 
1  Riishdiffe)  in  the  Chair.] 

'      New  clause- 

"(1)  If  any  manufacturer  of  tofaaooo  shall 
:  have  in  his  cust^xly  or  p(»88ession  tit  for  wile, 
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Question  proposed,  "That  the  clause 
be  read  a  second  time." 


or  shall  tender  for  drawliack,  or  if  any  deal<^r 
in  or  retailer  of  toliacco  shall  have  in  Iuh 
cofltody  or  poHsesHion  anv  tobacco  (*ontaining  a 

greater  proportion  of  oil  thim  3  per  cent,   he  .       ^j^^        GIBSON       BOWLES       (Lynn 
Mhall  incur  an  exciHc  penalty  of  £iiO.  and  the  ■  t>     •  v     t     i_     1 1  i-i  i       A         i'- 

tobaoco  shall  be  forfeitetl.  .Kegis):  I  should  like  an  explanation  of. 

(2)  The  expresHlon  *  oil  *    in    tld^^    xection  ,  this  clause. 

iiiclodes  any    snliHtaiice   of  a  fatty  or  oily  TTTnirc'   di.^    f^xj 

natare  which  may  Imj  present  in  tofiacco,  and  ^    *Str    M.  HICKS  BLACH  :   1    shall  biv 

the  expression  *ht  for  sale*  shall,  fj»  respects'  very  happy  to  explain.      This  clause  is 

r'^l'*L*''iL5SJ*'T\wrn^l"^"'"^!'1?T^^  to  prevent  the  very  unseemly 

t«  it  by  Section  4  ot  the  Customs  and  Inland  '    ,  .        , ,    .       ^  ,  ^.i.     o    i        i  exi 

Hevenne  Act,  1887.  '■  thing  that  occurred  on  the  3rd  and  5th 

(3)  In  oomputiu}'  the  amount  of  moisture  in  \  of  March  at  the  Customs  House.  At 
one  hundred  pounds  of  tobacco  for  the  purposes  :  present  the  mode  of  effecting  clearances 
of  that  part  oT  Secti(m  1  of  the  Manufactured  ^n  dutiable  goods  is  that  persons  come  to 
rolMtcoo  Act,  1863  (as  umende<l  by  subsetiuent  ^x^  r*  4,  -^  tj^..  .vu  u  i 
Acts),  which  deals  witli  the  cilculatiin  of  !  the  Customs  House  with  a  cheque,  and 
moisturefordrawback,  any  fraction  of  a  pound  I  on  receipt  of  the  cheque  the  goods  are 
of  moisture—                                                     '■  cleared.     Hon.  Members  are  aware  of  the 

(a)  if  it  is  over  any  number   of   entire  |  ^a^j^gr  in  which    this    method    of    pro- 

TrTt^l^TnL'S^.STand     "         '  ^^^^^  ^^  t^ken  advantage  of  for\he 

(6)  if  it  is  over  fourteen  entire  pounds,  or  '  purpose  of  forestalling  the  dutias  on   the 

any  number  of  entire  pounds  exceed mg  j  .3rd  and  5th  of  March.     I  propose  that 

fourteen,  shall  Ih5  disregarded  ;  i  ^he   time  of  the  clearance  of  goods  shall 


This  sub-section  shall  not  apply  to  snuff." 
— (7%€  Chanretlar  ofthf  Ejrcheqitvr.)  - 

brought  up  and  rejid  the  firet  time. 


removal  from  the  }K)nded  warehouse. 
This  will  tend  in  another  way  to  ensure 
the  observance  of  the  law,  because  goods 
should  not  be  allowed  to  rcjmain  long  in 
"That  the  clause    l>ond  after  the  duty  has  been  i>aid. 


Question  proposed, 
1)0  read  a  second  time." 

Sir  J.  A.  WILLOX  (Liverpool,   Kver- 

ton)  appealed  to  the  Chancellor  of   the 

Exchequer   to   reconsider    this  jnoposal. 

For  the  first  time  and  without  notice  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  was  introducing  a 

penalty  on  manufacturei^s  of  tobfui'co,  by 

making  the    proposid   contained    in  the 

clause. 

^rr.        i^ii.  *  x--riMr  i  /vi»                      c^v'  '  Hirtdc  subject  to  this  dnistic  proposal  a 
♦The    CHANChLLOR    op    tiik    EX-    ^  i.i_:I  „.;ii  v.«  _• ^^^u^L.ilu 

CHEQUERS  (Sir    M.     Hicks     Beach, 

Bristol,   W.) :  [  thought  when  1    placed  |  ,-^j     ^^„         j^j^^     expressed      by      the 

this  clause  upon  the  i)iiper  that  it   would    'iVe^vsury  about  this  matt^jr  of   keeping 

goods    ill     warehouse     after     the    duty 

paid.       It     arose     in     con- 


.    *Mr.   lough  (Islington,  W.) :  I  hope 
j  this  matter  will  receive  just  a  little  more 
i  consideration.     The  House  prolmlily  con- 
cluded  from   the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's remarks  that  these  are  Govern- 
ment warehouses,  in  which  these  goods  were 
stored.      They   are   not    warehouses   be- 
,  longing  to   the   Government,    they    are 
private  warehouses  and  if  these  are  all 
made  subject  to  this  dnistic  proposal  a 
gieat  blow  will  be  given  to  the  M-arehouse 
1       j  !  system.      Before  the  present  Budget  wo 


boa  great  advantiige  to  the  trade.  I  know 

the  acquaintance  which  the  hon.  Member  ,  ^^J  *^|)ee,\ 

has  >vith  the  subject,  and  if  he  desires 

further  consideration  of  the  clause  I  will 

not  press  it  now. 

Clause  (by  leave)  withdrawn. 

Now  clause— 


"The  duty  to  be  jiaid  on  giMKls  or  coiiiniodi- 
ties  deposited  in  a  custoniH  or  excise  ware- 
house IS  hereby  de^'larcd  to  1x5  the  duty 
chargeable  at  the  datt^  of  the  actual  removal 


nection  with  the  Budget  and  in 
connection  with  one  of  these*  bonds  it  was 
asked  whether  there  was  the  right  to 
retain  the  goods  in  the  warehouse.  I 
think  the  Treasury  -I  do  not  say  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  responsible  for 
it  -  expressed  the  opinion  that  there 
was  no  such  right.  That  expression 
of    opinion    created    amongst    the     pro- 


of those  goods  or  <-omin(Hlities  from  the  ware-  prietors    of  these    warehouses  something 

hoiiae,  and  if  l^fore  that  date  any  Slims  slmll  1^^^  dismay.       Warehousing    is   a  great 

luive  been  paid  in  resi)e<^t  of  dutv,  the  diner-  ,      .  •      i        i  t  --..i. 

^L.  /if  ^niT]»«twP«n   fhn  «nms  so  nnid    n^nd  buSlllCSS      lU    LoudoU.     I    Say,    With     great 


ence  (if  any)  l)etween  the  sums  so  paid  and 
the  actual  duty  cliar^^ejihle  sliall  )»e  paid  or 
repaid,  as  the  case  may  ]>e.''  -{Thv  ('hninrUnr 
ojtM  Exchequer. ) — 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 


say,  with   great 

deference    to     the     Chancellor     of    the 

Exchequer's  opinion,  that  by  this  pi-oposal 

a  great  additional  difficulty  will  l>e  thrown 

;  on  this  inijxirtant  business.     I  don't  think 
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that  we  should  lightly  increase  the  diffi- 
culties with  which  the  business  is  carried 
on.  A  great  deal  has  been  said  about 
the  unseemly  proceedings  at  the  Customs 
House  on  the  3nl  and  5th  of  March,  but 
that  was  because  the  Budget  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  rushed  in  the  most 
extraordinary  way  this  year.  There  was 
no  reason  why  it  should  have  been  rushed 
jind  I  think  if  this  Budget  had  Ijeen  taken 
at  the  proper  time  then'  would  have  l)een 
110  ground  for  the  complaints  made.  This 
is  a  most  oxtraoi-dinary  clause.  It  seems 
to  me  a  very  clumsy  way  of  meeting  the 
^difficulty  which  I  do  not  believe  in  myself. 
1  believe  it  will  cause  a  great  deal  more 
difficulty  in  connection  with  business  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks. 

SiK  J.  LENG  (Dundee):  I  think  the 
proposal  of  this  clause  will  give  general 
satisfaction.  The  fact  that  in  two  days 
upwards  of  two  millions  and  a  quarter  of 
money  was  rushed  into  the  Customs  for 
the  clearance  of  goods  in  l>ond  clearly  re- 
<juire8  that  some  attention  should  be  paid 
to  this  subject  liy  the  Treasury,  l>ecau8e 
whatever  may  Ix?  said  al)out  it  the  object 
of  that  sudden  and  large  payment  of  duty 
wiis  to  take  advantage  of  the  position  of 
jitfairs  and  practiciilly  diminish  the 
revenue  of  the  sul>se<juent  year.  It  will 
1m3  a  great  thing  that  in  all  such  matters 
the  commercial  interests  shall  Ikj  put  on 
the  same  footing.  That  will  l)c  ac- 
complished by  this  clause,  and  I  think  if 
any  practical  difficulty  is  found  in  the 
working  of  it  the  C^hancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  or  his  successors,  will  en- 
Hleavour  to  remedy  the  difficulty.  It  will 
have  the  effiict  of  remed}nng  what 
.happened  this  year,  and  that  is  very 
<lesirable. 

*SiR  WILLIAM  HAKCOURT  (Mon- 
mouthshire, \V.):  I  hope  the  Government 
■will  succeed  in  preventing  what  has  been 
complained  of  with  resp<wt  to  clearances. 
Nothing  can  l)e  more  injurious  to  our 
finance  than  the  taking  of  2,000,000 
out  of  a  year  when  you  want  it  and 
putting  it  into  another  when  you  do  not 
want  it.  My  hon.  friend  says  the  Budget 
was  rushed  and  that  it  led  to  these  pro- 
ceedings. The  fact  is  exactly  the  revei-se, 
as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Kxche<iuer  said. 
These  proceedings  wen^  the  cause  which 
compelled  him  to  l>ring  on  the  Budget  at 
ithe  time  he  did.  These  are  what  you  may 
«call  in  a  certain  sense  gambling  trans- 
J/r.  Ijonyh. 


t  actions.  They  are  speculatioiiB  on  the 
I  proposals  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
!  Exchequer,  and  they  ought  not  to  Ije 
j  encouraged.  I  hope  this  will  help  to 
I  prevent  such  tmnsactions  in  future. 

;    ^Mk.  lough  :  It  appears  that  there  is 
•  some  misunderstanding  on  the  question 
-  from  the  two  short   speeches   we  hive 
;  heard.      This  two  miluons  iuid  a  half 
of  revenue  has  l>een  spoken  of  as  if  all  this 
money  had    been  put  into    somebody'* 
pocket.     It  is  a  great  mistake,  as  will  be 
seen  if  the  House  will  only  think  for  a 
moment.    Take  spirits — it  is  only  5  per 
cent,  of  the  two  millions  and  a  half.    In 
the  case  of  tol)aoco  you  must  take  the 
proportion  at  one-twelfth.     You  willaee 
I  that  quite  an  undue  fuss  was  made  al)ont 
the  transactions.     There  is  another  point 
The  trade  is  constantly  changing,  and  1 
am  sorry  that  Chancellors  of    the  Ki- 
:  chequer  are  not,  perhaps,  as  familiar  with 
I  the  details  of  it  as  they  ought  to  be,  or 
I  some  of  the    provisions    of  the  Bud|^ 
I  would  not  appear  as  they  are.     A  great 
!  change  has  taken  place  in  this  conntrr 
i  lately,    and    goods   are    dealt    with   in 
1  different  ways.     Large  contracts  are  made 
I  for  goods  duty  paid,  and  they  are  made  a 
;  long  time  in  advance.     The  vast  majority 
'  of  them,  as  far  as  I  know,  were  mt^relr 
'  acts  done  b}'  agents  for  clients  they  had. 
I  do  say  that  if  we  have  this  very  clumsy 
way  of  collecting  the  revenue,  we  ought 
to  rememl>er  the  situation  of  the  traden 
when  making  those  violent  plunges  which 
seem      to     me    to    do    a    great    deal 
of  harm    to    business.     The    Chancellor 
can  take  off  a  duty  as   suddenly,  and  I 
cannot  recall  a  ease  in  which  great  la<8 
did   not   fall   on    the   holders    of    stock 
throughout   the  country  when  duty  waa 
i  taken  off.     I  believe  we  will  have  to  find 
a  much  less  drastic  clause  than  this,  and 
;  one  better  suited  to  the  trade.     If  other* 
i  felt  as  I  feel  al)out  it  I  would  oppose  the 
:  clause,  but  I  will  not  do  so.     All  I  want 
'  is  to  get  the  Wst  system  for  the  cullec- 
\  tion  of  the  revenue,  and  to  see  that  mmie 
protection  is  given  to  ti'aders  svhen  duties 
:  arc  taken  otl*. 

*Siu  M.  IIICKS  BEACH  :  I  should  hke 
to  read  a  few  sentences  from  a  cireular 
■  that  has  been  put  into  my  hands — 

"  ( >ii  Friday,  2nd  March,  notice  waa  uiren 
that  the  Biid^t  woahl  he  presented  on 
Monday,  r>th  March.  l>eeming  this  to  fure- 
shadow  a  sliarp  increii«ie  in  taxation,  holtteri 
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of  dutiaUe  merchandise  Hpeot  the  interval  in 
paying  duty  and  arranging  for  clearance.  Tea 
CraiierH  were  particamrly  busy,  and  before 
Z.20  p.m.  on  the  5th  thev  paid  duty  on  twenty- 
three  million  |M>and8,  bnnging  up  the  total 
since  l^^t  January'  to  fortv-three  million  nounds 
in  exoesH  of  the  usual  quantity,  Allowing 
£1,400,000  for  teii  and  £700,000  for  duty, 
Uiene  operations  have  involved  an  outlay  of 
£2,100,000,  together  with  the  expenne  of 
finding  storage  room  for  some  450,000  packages 
entailed  by  the  new  order  to  remove  duty- 

Eaid  goods  '  forthwith '  from  the  bonde<l  ware- 
oases.  Bayers  were  in  consequence  so  pre- 
occupied that  it  was  needful  to  close  the 
Dkarket  last  week,  and  give  the  trade  time  to 
recover  from  their  exertions,  and  to  accomo- 
date themselves  to  the  new  condition  of  the 
sixpenny  duty  imposed  on  the  6th  March. 
Distributors  at  once  raised  their  prices,  and  have 
thus  secured  the  greater  part  of  the  £350,000, 
which  Ls  the  difference  Iwtween  duty  at  4€l., 
and  at  6d.  on  forty-three  million  pound  weight 
of  tea." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  addod. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.):  The 
object  of  the  clause  I  now  beg  to  move  is, 
I  think,  apparent  to  everybody,  and  it 
certainly  expresses  the  opinion  of  most 
members  of  this  Committee.  It  is  not  a 
new  idea.  It  has  not  grown  out  of  the 
present  war  entirely.  In  1894  I 
moved  a  similar  amendment  of  the 
Finance  Act  following  the  Budget 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Monmouthshire.*  Surely  those 
who  go  and  fight  our  Ijattles  should 
not  be  taxed  in  the  same  way  as 
others.  There  are  some  advantages 
already  granted  to  soldiers  and  sailors 
who  die  in  the  service  of  the 
Crown.  Their  estates  are  exempt  from 
certain  stamp  duties.  I  think  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  very  sympa- 
thetic on  this  matter  when  I  moved  the 
same  clause,  or  a  piuctically  similar 
clause,  in  1894.  He  spoke  in  favour  of  it 
and  said  it  should  ])e  reganled  with  a 
sympathetic  feeling  l)y  the  then  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchecjuer.  I  am  glad  to 
think  that  he  now  somewhat  agrees  with 
that,  and  I  am  very  hopeful  that  he  will 
assent  to  this  proposal.  I  have  included 
in  my  Amendment  other  forces  of  the 
Crown,  besides  the  Army  and  Navy,  so 
as  to  cover  the  case  of  any  persons 
killed  in  heroic  action  in  the  field.  I 
think   they   should   l>e   included,    but   I 


•  See  Debate  in  Committee  on  the  Finance 
Bill,  9th  July,  1894.  {The  Parliamcntari/ 
J)cbat€S  [Fourth  SerioH],  Vol.  xxvi.,  page  1249.) 


believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  taken  a  sympathetic  view  of  this 
as  he  does  in  the  case  of  those  who 
die  in  the  service  of  the  Crown.  In 
his  speech  in  1894  he  drew  a  dis- 
tinction between  those  two  classes  of 
heroes,  and  although  I  regret  it,  I  cannot 
persist  in  that  part  of  the  resolution  if  he 
insists  on  excluding  it.  T  give  the  Trea- 
sury  absolute  discretion  to  settle  each 
case  coming  under  the  purview  of  this 
clause,  if  he  will  agi-ee  to  extend  it  to 
heroic  acts  done  in  civil  life  as  well  as 
military  life.  I  do  not  press  the  special 
woixling  of  my  clause.  All  I  want  is  that 
the  country  should  not  derive  any 
])enefit  from  those  unfortunate  incidents 
that  lead  to  our  soldiers  and  sailors  being 
killed  in  warfare.  The  limit  of  £5,000 
excludes  all  persons  of  large  means.  I 
think  the  common  feeling  of  justice 
requires  that  we  should  exempt  them 
from  this  heavy  tax.  The  ques- 
tion has  been  discussed  a  good  deal 
in  public,  and  I  am  sure  the  great  bulk 
of  the  House  agrees  with  my  proposal.  rH 

New  clause — 

''  Kstiite  (lut}r  shall  not  bo  payable  on  an 
estate  the  principal  value  of  which  does  not  ex- 
ceed live  thouMiiiid^  pounds  in  the  case  of  any 
person  killed,  or  dying  within  twelve  months 
from  the  effect  of  any  wound  received,  in  the 
performance  of  his  duty  in  the  Navy,  tlie 
Army,  or  other  forces  of  the  Crown.  The  date 
from  which  this  exemption  may  l»e  claimed 
shall  lie  the  twelfth  day  of  October  one 
thousand  eight  himdred  and  ninety-nine.  The 
Treasury  may,  if  they  think  fit,  authorise  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  lievenue  to  renut  the 
death  duties  in  any  case  of  an  ^t'lte  the  prin- 
cipal value  of  which  does  not  exceed  five 
thousand  nounds,  when  the  person  loses  his  life 
in  the  performance  of  some  heroic  act  of  saving 
or  attempting  to  save  another  person  or  per- 
sons from  <langer,  disease,  or  accident." — {Mr. 
Barflci/.) 

— brought  up  and  rwul  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause  ]>e 
read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  galloway  (Manchester,  S.W.): 
I  rise  to  support  this  very  heartily.  Do 
I  understand  that  the;  clause  applies  only 
to  the  estiites  of  men  who  are  killed  or 
who  die  from  the  ef!\?ct  oi  any  wound 
received  ?  I  want  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  if  he  iidmits  that  principle  to 
be  just,  as  T  sinc(Tely  trust  he  will,  does 
he  not  consider  that  n  man  who  dies  of 
disease  should  also  be  included  in  the 
claust\  There  is  another  point  I  wish  to 
put  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
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this  coiiiiectioTi  which  I  think  worthy  of  :  pounds  at  all,  under  this  infleiiioiu 
consideration.  There  are  a  certain  '  clause  the  family  get  nothing  at  alL  But 
number  of  men  called  up  and  not  sent  |  if  he  leaves  i&5,000  then  the  family  get 
on  extra  service  at  once.  They  are  kept  |  £100.  Was  there  ever  put  before  the 
at  the  dei)ots.  I  have  known  cases  of  \  House  so  monstrous  a  doctrine  ?  If  a  man, 
men  who  died  before  they  actually  got !  taken  as  a  prisoner  to  Pretoria  at  an 
U>  the  scut  of  war,  and  I  do  think  they  |  early  stage  of  the  war,  dies  there  from 
arc  entitled  to  the  same  consideration.  I  a  small  woimd  he  may  have  received, 
If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  oannot  i  leaving  £5,000,  his  family  is  to  get  a 
provide  for  them  in  the  Bill,  I  do  hope  I  present  of  £100  or  £150 — I  have  not 
that  those  who  die  from  disease  ^\^ll  I  calculated  the  exact  amount  —while  the 
roceivo  consideration.  \  family  of  an  officer  who  has  fought  all 

i  through  the  war,  and  has  no  real  estate,  it 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  oppose  under  this  ingenious  and  magnificent 
this  on  tht»  ground  that  it  Iwjlongs  to  a  clause  to  get  nothing  at  all.  Was  there 
eliiss  of  pn>posals  most  vicious  and  ;  over  such  a  proposal  made  to  the  Hoiue 
objectionable  in  principle  —the  extending  '  of  Commons  ?  Because  this  proposal  is 
of  relief  by  exemption  from  taxation.  It  in  favour  of  the  war  it  has  the  effect  on 
is  a  method  whicli  popularity  hunters  and  hon.  Members  of  making  them  say 
gentlemen  who  wish  to  make  themselves  ;  "shovel  out  this  money"  without  con- 
agreeabli?  i'ag(»rly  grasp  at.  Instead  of  ;  sidering  whether  it  is  to  do  good  orhann. 
coming  out  manfully  and  stjuarely  and  The  more  you  examine  the  proposal  the 
openly,  you  give  a  remission  of  taxation,  more  insane  and  monstrous  it  appeaiK 
and  a' n;mission  t»f  taxation  is  precisely  One  man  has  £1,000  to  leave  to  his  widoir 
the  same  thing  as  the  giving  of  a:rants.  and  family.  They  get  a  trifle  of  £40  or 
The  straight  and  honest  way  would  l)e  to  £.50  under  this'  clause,  and  another 
make  up  your  minds  what  you  are  going  :  man  who  has  no  wife  and  no  bnuly 
to  do  for  these  people,  and  vote  the :  leaves  his  property  to  an  older 
money  and  let  it  appear  on  the  face  of  the  ;  brother,  who  l)enefits  by  this  proposal  to 


Estimates.  1  will  state  three  objections  '  the  extent  of  £300  or  £400.  Is  not  that 
wln'ch  appear  to  me  to  Ik)  of  enormous  j  grotescjue  ?  Many  of  the  officers  who  are 
w<*ight  against  the  particular  proposal  we  |  being  killed  are  unmarried,  and  underthis 
art'.  jiskcHl  to  consider.  The  fii-st  objection  !  ingenious  clause  you  are  making  a  present 
ap|)cars  to  be  so  strong  as  to  Ik?  abso- 1  of  £50  or  £100  of  the  taxpayers'  mooey 
hitely  fatal  if  wo  were  living  in  times  '  to  wealthy  men  in  England  who  want  no 
when  the  voice  of  reason  would  be  heanl  relief  whatever.  This  is  going  to  be  done 
inside  and  outside  of  this  House  on  the  ]>y  the  British  House  of  Commons  when 
«inestionof  the  war,  but  of  course  we  are  '  thousands  of  the  widows  and  families  of 
not.  What  is  the  proposid  l)efore  us  ?  your  soldiers  will  be  starving  after  this 
»*  Mslato  duty  shall  not  bo  i»ayHble  on  an  ;  war  is  over.  [Cries  of  "No  \  "]  They  are 
esiato  thtJ  prinViiMil  value  of  which  does  not  i  starving  already.  [Cries  of  "No!"  and 
e\<-otMl  live  thousand  jiounds  in  the  case  of  any  :  u  \ame  '"1  I  say  they  are.  I  will  do 
iH'i-s(»n  killed,  or  dyinj:  within  twelve  months  ;  i  J. .  „  xi!^;,  -..^  n„mpq  T  havo  p«ivivfld 
rroin  the  ett'ec^t  of  any  wound  receiveil,  in  the  ■.  ^^^^^  ^,^*^"  g^^^  nB,me^.  1  na\e  recwvoo 
pertiinnance  (»f  his  auiv  in  the  Navy,  the  a  circular  apiKXihng  to  me  as  an  Insh 
Army,  or  other  forces  of  tlie  CJrown."  '  Moml)er,  and  pointing  out  the  wretched 

In  other  words,  a  giant  of  money  shall  condition  of  the  wives  and  families  of  the 
be  given  to  the  heii-s  of  everylxxly  dying  .  soldiers.  There  are  many  poor  families 
froiu  wounds  sustained  in  the  course  of  ,  of  soldiers  who  have  no  real  estate  to 
the  present  war.  That  grant  is  to  be  ;  leave,  and  whose  little  belonging  caimot 
ealeulated  on  the  most  stupid  and  the  |  come  under  the  purview  of  this  clause 
most  monsti-ous  principle  that  could  l)e  j  There  will  be  many  families  in  want,  and 
]»ossibly  devised  l)y  human  ingenuity.  :  you  will  require  large  sums  of  money.  I 
The  richer  a  man  is  the  larger  will  |  am  sure  T  won't  oppose  any  Vote  you  pn>- 
1k»  the  grant.  If  an  officer  who  has  !  pose  for  any  of  the  soldiers.  I  think  the 
jHTformed  prodigies  of  valour,  and  is  '  families  of  the  soldiers  are  treated  in  this 
wounded,  afterwards  returns  to  the  ranks,  ■  country  with  too  little  generosity.  Is 
as  many  of  iheni  have  done,  and  distin-  '  it  not  a  monstrous  thing,  at  this 
iruishes  hims(;lf  in  every  way,  if  he  is  .  stage  of  the  war,  before  we  have  any 
I'ilhrd,  and  leaves  to  'his  unfortunate  j  information  as  to  what  the  Government 
widow  and    family  £500,  £100,   or   no    are  going  to  propose  for  the  families  of 
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the  common  soldiers,  to  bring  forward  a 
proposa]  of  this  kind,  which  in  its  very 
essence  is  unjust?  It  is  calculated  to  give 
the  greater  relief  the  greater  the  amount 
of  property  a  man  leaves.  There  are 
many  of  your  officers  who  have  no 
property  at  all.  No  more  grotesque  and 
monstrous  and  insane  proposal  was  ever 
^aced  before  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
do  trust  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  consider  the  matter  for  a  moment 
before  he  commits  himself  to  it. 

♦Mr.  butcher  (York):  I  am  not 
surprised  that  the  hon.  Member  has 
strongly  opposed    this    proposal.      Any 

f>Doposal  with  which  he  does  not  abso- 
ately  agree  is  always  monstrous  and 
insane.  There  was  one  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  with  which  I  found 
myself  able  to  agree,  and  that  was  when 
he  referred  to  the  wives  and  families  of 
soldiers  killed  in  action.  I  am  glad  to  think 
that  there  is  already  some  provision  made 
for  the  widows  and  children  of  our  soldiers 
killed  in  action.  The  Government  have 
taken  an  important  step  in  ordering  an 
inquiry  into  the  administration  of  the 
Patriotic  Fund,  which  exists  for  that  very 
purpose,  in  order  to  ensure  that  it  shall  be 
woTKed  in  the  best  possible  manner.  We 
have  also  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that 
the  country  has  responded  generously 
to  the  appeals  made  to  them  for  the 
support  of  the  widows  and  children  of 
those  who  have  met  their  death  in  the 
service  of  the  State.  If  these  funds  are 
not  sufficient,  I  would  gladly  welcome  any 
proposal  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  provide  additional  money  for 
so  absolutely  legitimate  an  object.  On  the 
general  merits  of  this  proposal  I  would  say 
^Mktypriinafarie,it  does  seem  an  unreasonable 
thing  that  if  a  man  prematurely  meets  his 
death  in  the  service  of  the  State,  the 
State  should  immediately  seize  that 
opportunity  of  levying  a  tax  on  those  he 
leaves  behind  him.  The  exemptions  from 
duty  upon  estates  of  persons  killed  inaction 
are  mainly  two.  One  of  them  provides  that 
if  an  officer  is  killed  in  action  and  has  an 
estate  under  £100,  the  State  shall  not 
levy  any  duty  upon  that  property.  The 
other  exemption  is  to  the  effect  that  if 
a  common  soldier,  seaman  or  marine  is 
killed  in  action  no  estate  duty  shall  be 
levied  upon  his  property.  That  is  a 
reasonable  exemption,  but  it  is  open  to 
two  objections.  One  objection  is  that  it 
does    not    apply    to     non-commissioned 
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officers.  Another  objection  is  that  at  the 
present  moment  there  are  men  of  large 
property  serving  in  South  Africa  as 
common  soldiers,  and  if  they  are  unfortu- 
nately killed  in  action  their  estates  would  be 
exempted  altogether.  I  am  glad  to  think 
that  men  who  have  large  properties  have 
gone  out,  and  all  praise  and  all  credit  to 
them  for  having  gone  out,  to  serve  their 
coimtry  as  common  soldiers,  but  there  is 
no  reason  why  these  large  estates  should 
be  exempted  from  duty.  My  hon.  friend 
who  moved  the  clause  has  limited  its  applica- 
tion to  estates  of  £5,000  and  under.  I 
have  to  propose  another  limitation,  and 
that  is  that  the  exemption  should  only 
apply  where  the  £5,000  or  less  goes  to 
the  widow  or  children  of  the  man  who  is 
killed.  I  agree  with  the  criticism  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down  that, 
if  the  property  goes  to  a  collateral  or  more 
distant  relative,  or  no  relative  at  all,  there 
is  no  ground  for  exemption  in  that  case. 
If,  however,  you  exempt  from  duty  a  com- 
paratively small  sum  which  goes  to  the 
widow  and  children  of  the  man  who  is 
killed,  then  I  say  you  have  a  proposition 
reasonable  in  itself  and  one  which  I  think 
the  great  majority  of  the  House  will  be 
prepared  to  accept.  The  clause  moved 
by  my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
North  Islington  makes  no  provision  for 
those  who  die  from  disease  contracted  on 
active  service.  That  is  a  case  in  which  I 
think  it  will  be  very  difficult  to  make 
definite  provision  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
It  seems  to  me  you  must  give  a  certain 
discretion  to  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue,  and  my  proposal  is  that  the 
Commissioners  may  extend  the  provi- 
sion of  exemption  to  cases  of  death 
from  disease  where  the  circumstances 
are  such  as  to  warrant  the  adoption  of 
I  that  course.  I  think  you  may  be  per- 
j  fectly  satisfied  that  the  discretion  will  be 
exercised  in  a  proper  manner.  I  heartily 
support  the  general  view  embodied  in  the 
new  clause  of  my  hon.  friend,  but  I  would 
suggest  that  it  should  be  "amended  in  the 
way  I  propose. 

Captain  PRETYMAN  (Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) :  I  think  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  surprised  some  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  because  the  Irish 
Members  for  a  week  have  been  asking 
exemptions.  Now  the  hon.  Member 
argues  that  all  exemptions  are  to  be  con- 
demned. I  should  have  expected  the 
sympathy   of    the    hon.    Members  fiom 
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Ireland,  rather  than  opposition.  The 
hon.  Memlier  said  that  the  richer  the  nian 
killed  the  larger  would  l>e  the  exemption. 
1  should  hardly  say  that  a  man  who  only 
leaves  £5JXX)  to  his  widow  and  children 
comes  unfler  the  designation  of  a  very 
nch  man. 

Mk.  DILLON  :  I  only  c-alletl  him  rich 
in  comparison  with  a  man  who  left 
nothing  at  all. 

Caftaix  PKETVMAN  :  That  does  not 
make  any  rea.sou  why  we  should  not  have 
some  sympathy  for  the  man  who  leaver  a 
little.      I   hope  the  Committee  will  deal 
with  this  matter  on  reas<jnable  lines.  The 
reason  the  limit  of  £5,000  is  fixed  upon 
is  that   a  large    number  of    the   poorer 
officers  in  the  Army  make  provision  for 
death,  whether  on  active  service  or  not, 
by  paying  out  of  their  scanty  income  a 
small  monthly  siun  to  regimental  or  other 
societies.     On  their  death  annuities  are 
paid  to  the  widows.     I  hap|)en  to  have  in 
my  mind  the  case  of  the  Royal  Artillery 
Widows'    Society.       In    that   particular 
society  the  officers  put  by  out  of  their 
pay   so  much    a    month    in   oixler  that 
on   their  death    the   society    shall    pay 
to  their  widows  an  annuity.    In  that  case,  ' 
supposing  the  widow   to  l)e   twenty-five  ■ 
years  of  age  and  the  annuity  to  be  worth 
£200  a  vear,  the  value  would  be  between  : 
£4,000  and  £5,000.     Under  the  Death 
Duties  Act  such  a  widow  would  l>e  asked 
to  pay  a  lump  sum  of  money  which  she 
does  not  possess.   What,  no  doubt,  was  in 
the  minds  of  the  Committee  when  they 
first  heanl  of  this   sum  of   £5,000   was 
simply    the    case  of  a   man  who   leaves 
£5,000  in  cash.     In  this  case  there  is  no 
cash  at  all,  but  merely  an  annuity,  which 
is  valued  for  the  purposes  of  the  death 
duties  at  something  under  £5,000,  and  on 
which  the  widow  would  have  to  pay  a 
lump  sum.    In  such  a  case  the  money  has 
never  belonged  to  the  person.     Does  that 
man    come    under    the    hon.    Member's 
designation  of  a  rich  man  ?     Do  we  not 
constiintly  hear  Members  on  either  side  of 
the    House   asking   the    Government  to 
encourage  thrift  ?      What  can    be   more 
thrifty     or     more     desirable     than     an 
action      of     this     kind,     by     which     a 
man  provides  for  his  widow  and  children  ] 
So  desirable  is  it  that    a  case  has  been 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the   Exchecjucr,    quite    apart    from   this 
question  of  active  service,  to  see  whether 

Ciijd.  Prrti/man. 


he  could  not  make  some  speckl  provisioD 
to  lighten  the  burden  on  these  widows 
in  connection  with  the  Koyal  ArtilleiT 
Widows'  Society.  They  would,  how- 
ever, receive  great  benefit  bv  the  pusuig 
of  this  clause,  and  it  would  deal  with 
the  cases,  at  any  rate,  of  officers  who  were 
killed  in  action  or  who  died  on  acdve 
sernce.  I  quite  allow  you  must  dnw 
the  line  somew^here,  and  it  may  be  said 
that  there  is  really  no  difference  in  the 
case  whether  a  man  is  killed  on  active 
sen-ice  or  dies  an  ordinary  death.  Bat 
I  think  there  is  a  very  great  dilTerenoe. 
A  man  who  dies  an  ordinary  death  in 
time  of  peace,  whether  he  be  a  common 
soldier  or  an  officer,  takes  no  more  riik 
than  an  ordinary  member  of  the  popnb- 
tion,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  a 
special  exemption  should  be  made  in  hit 
case.  But  when  on  active  sen-ice  it  u 
entirely  different.  The  man  is  employed 
by  the  country,  and  it  is  his  trade  to 
take  imminent  risk  of  death.  But  that 
the  country  in  whose  sen'ice  he  was 
taking  that  risk  should  on  his  death  exact 
a  heavy  penalty  from  his  widow  and 
children  is  most  unreasonable  and  unjust 
I  quite  agree  that  the  exemption  shooki 
be  confined  to  the  widow  and  children.  I 
put  this  forward  quite  apart  from  any 
question  of  grants.  Give  them  a  grant 
as  well  if  you  like.  Considering  that  the 
common  soldier  and  the  officer  are  laying 
down  their  lives  side  by  side  in  Sootli 
Africa,  I  think  the  endeavour  to  set  op 
the  case  of  the  former  against  the  case 
of  the  latter  is  unworthy  of  the  Hoose 
of  Commons. 

Mk.  DILLON :  I  said  that  both  ought 
to  be  treated  justly. 

Cait.ux  PRETYMAN  :    I  am  afraid 
the  hon.  Member's  idea  of  justice  is  very 
different  from  mine.     His  idea  of  justice 
is  that  because  a  soldier  in  the  ranks  ii 
prolmbly  not  in  a  position  to  make  a  pro- 
vision of  £5,000  for  his  widow  and  chil- 
dren,  who  in   his  life-time    would   not 
expect  any  such  sum,  therefore  we  are  to 
make    no    recognition    whatever  of  an 
officer  who  is  lea>ing  for  his  widow  and 
children,  who  have  been  brought  up  in  a 
different  rank  of  life,  a  provision  as  Mffdy 
;  sufficient  to  maintain  their  position  as  the 
;  small  provision   the  man   in   the  ranks 
!  might  have  been  able  to  make    for  his 
I  dependants.     I  think  the  hon.   Member 
has  entirely  failed  to  make  out  any 
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against  this  clause,  and  I  venture  to  ask  I      Mr.  BROADHURST  :  The  Chancellor 


tM  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  take 
the  matter  into  his  most  favourable  con- 
sideration.  All  these  clauses  may  really 
be  dealt  with  together,  and  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  the 
point  in  the  proposal  which  stands  in  my 
name.  I  have  included  every  person 
subject  to  military  or  naval  law  under 
the  Army  Act,  or  the  Navy  Discipline 
Act,  thereby  bringing  in  the  member  of  ' 
the  auxiliary  forces  as  well  as  the  regular  ' 
soldier.  The  clause  brings  the  matter  i 
into  consonance  with  the  terms  of  the  = 
Army  Act,  and  is  therefore  wider  and 
more  workable.  It  includes  also  deaths 
from  disease  or  any  other  cause 
while  on  active  8er\'ice.  With  regard 
to  the  case  of  persons  who  may 
die  possessed  of  more  than  £5,000, 
I  do  not  press  that  part  of  the  clause  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  feel 
bimself  able  to  grant  it,  but  I  think  it  is 
worthy  of  consideration.  I  think  the 
House  may  fairly  be  asked  to  make  this 
eoncession  without  it  being  accused  of 
passing  legislation  induced  by  sentiment 
— other  than  proper  and  reasonable  senti- 
ment ;  and  not  only  now  we  are  at  war, 
but  when  the  war  is  over,  the  House  will 
feel  that  it  has  done  what  is  right,  and 
this  decision  will  stand  as  a  good  action 
for  all  time. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Leicester):  I 
take  it  for  granted  that  if  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  going  to  give  favour- 
able consideration  to  this  proposal  he  will 
certainly  embody  the  limitation  suggested 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
York.  At  the  same  time,  I  think  it  right 
to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  cannot  accept  this  proposal  without 
being  in  a  position  to  guarantee  to  the 
House  that  the  widow  and  orphans  of  the 
common  soldier  or  sailor  should  have 
some  equal  compensation  in  their  case. 

Captain  PRETYMAN  :  They  are 
exempt  already. 

Mr.  BROADHURST:  They  are 
exempt  because  they  have  no  real 
estate  or  fortune  in  the  funds  or  in  the 
bank.  It  would  be  manifestly  unfair  to 
enact  a  special  exemption  in  the  case  of 
the  officer,  without  some  special  and  cor- 
responding advantage  being  given  to  the 
common  soldier  or  sailor. 


♦Sir  M.  hicks 
stood  to  assent. 


BEACH   was   imder- 1 


of  the  Exchequer  a^ees,  and  surely  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Woodbridge  Division 
will  accept  the  opinion  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  as  one  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. He  shakes  his  head  and  says 
the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  worthy  of  consideration. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  My  gesture 
was  only  intended  to  imply  that  I  thought 
oflScers  and  men  should  \)e  treated  alike. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  :  That  is  exactly 
the  point  I  am  raising,  and  thereon  I 
agree  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Elx- 
chequer.  My  reason  for  rising  was  that 
I  could  not  imagine  that  the  uhancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  be  caught 
napping  in  the  manner  suggested  by 
these  Amendments,  and  be  induced  to 
give  special  advantages  to  certain  members 
of  the  Army. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  No  one  proposed  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  BROADHURST :  This  will  be  an 
advantage  to  the  widows  and  orphans  of 
officers  killed  or  dying  in  connection  with 
this  war,  and  I  suggest  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  cannot  allow  this  to  pass 
without  some  assumnce  that  the  widows 
and  children  of  the  rank  and  file,  who 
have  no  real  estate  to  leave,  who  have  no 
fortunes  of  any  kind,  should  be  provided 
by  the  State  with  some  corresponding 
advantage.  Surely  that  is  only  even 
justice.  I  hope  the  House  will  not  say 
that  the  soldier  of  the  rank  and  file  who 
gives  his  life  for  his  country  is  not 
equally  with  his  officer  entitled  to  the 
consideration  of  the  State.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  York  referred  to 
the  fact  that  the  widows  and  children  of 
the  soldiers  killed  at  the  front  are  being 
largely  provided  for  out  of  charitable 
funds  collected  by  and  from  the  public. 
But  that  is  a  very  unsatisfactory  condition 
of  things.  There  is  a  limit  to  the  charit- 
able resources  of  this  country,  and  that 
provision  might  cease  at  any  moment. 
Apart  from  that,  I  hold  that  the  State  is 
responsible,  and  that  the  widows  and 
children  should  be  provided  for  wholly 
and  liberally  by  the  State,  and  that  they 
should  not  have  to  depend  on  the  Lady 
Bountiful  who  distributes  parish  or  dis- 
trict public  funds.  We  are  drifting 
to-night  into  an  entirely  new  channel  of 
public  provision.     This  is  a  matter  which 
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cannot  stop  at  this  present  motion,  if  I  to  join  in  Aeiippcal  which  bss  been  made 
carried.  There  are  a  number  of  dangerous  I  to  the  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
employments  other  than  war.  The  ,  incorporate  this  Amendment  in  one  fonn 
Government  itself  is  inti-oducing  a  Hail- ;  or  another  into  the  Bill.  It  aeemB  to  ne 
way  Accidents  Bill  which  has  reference  j  that  it  is  enough  for  a  man  to  huve  Iiid 
to  a  dangerous  employment.  The  loss  of  j  down  his  life  for  his  countiy  and  fer  hn 
life  and  limb  in  connection  with  the  rail-  j  family  to  have  given  to  the  service  of 
way  service  is  enormous  and  is  a  matter  |  the  nation  that  which  was  mott 
for  grave  consideration.  The  miners,  |  valuable  to  them,  withcuD  their  hmg 
too,  are  subjected  to  enormous  risks.  •  called  upon  to  make  a  farther 
There  is  not  a  miner  who  leaves  his  home  |  sacrifice  in  the  sibape  of  Ihis  dutr 
in  the  morning  who  has  any  considerable  ;  on  the  little  property  lie  has  left  behind 
guarantee  that  he  will  return  whole  and  j  him.  It  appears  to  me  that  this  applies 
sound  to  his  family  at  night.  I  will  not !  to  any  soldier  of  whatever  naik  he  may 
attempt  to  exhaust  the  list  of  dangerous  -  be,  and  that  the  hon.  Grentlemui  eppodte 
employments  ;  I  will  only  mention  one  is  quite  under  a  delusion  in  thinkui^  the 
other — that  of  seamen.  Look  at  the  |  clause  applies  only  to  officers.  H  the  hen. 
hundreds  of  fishermen's  lives  which  are  ;  Member  desires  to  give  aone  special 
lost  in  the  course  of  a  year.  These  are  j  bounty  to  the  family  of  the  common 
all  dangerous  employments,  from  the  |  soldier,  the  proper  course  is  lor  him  to 
exercise  of  which  the  State  as  well  as  the  ,  propose  to  confer  such  a  gi*ant.  Bvt  the 
community  gains  great  advantages.  If  |  present  is  not  the  proper  occasion  on 
you  legislate  for  one  class  of  dangerous  ,  which  to  do  that,  because  we  «re  net  dis- 
employment  you  must  legislate  for  the  cussing  the  question  of  conferring  giants 
others.  You  cannot  make  preferential  I  upon  anyone.  The  question  befece  the 
provision  ))y  Act  of  Parliament  for  one  1  Committee  is  whether  the  prwertj  of  a 
particular  section  of  the  community.  I  .  deceased  soldier  up  to  a  certain  amount 
would  repeat  that  I  am  not  necessarily  !  should  lie  exempted  from  duty,  which  ift 
speaking  against  the  motion  if  it  is  limited  :  a  very  different  question.  I  think  if  this 
in    the    manner    which    has   been    sug-  \  principle  is  once  admitted,  there  is  a  graal 

gested ,  deal  to  l)e  said  in  favour  of  exempting 

Mr.    BARTLKY  :    It    sounds    rather    such  property,  whatever  its  value,  from 

lil^p  it  the  duty.     At  the  same  time,  I  entirely 

A/f     r>i>/-k  A  TvxjTTi>u'r     r  1.        xu    i.         agree  that  it  would  be  wiser  under  all  the 

Mi:.  BKOADHUKS  r  :  I  hope  the  hon.    ^rc^imstances  to  limit  the  scope  of  tbi« 

Men  >..>••  f.«-  ^(.rth    shngton  will  curl,  his    ^j^,^^^  ^^  ^j^^  j^  ^^j,         j^  ^if^^ 


iKmilartlment  of  ol.jectional.le  mtenup-  j„  ^.j^j^j,  ^^^  ^.^,„^  J^^e  p^perty  ii 
tions  ^v.th  which  he  h.i8  been  so  free  of  ^^j^^.  ^^qq^  j  jy„^  j^  isSriSe  ito 
late.  Surely  this  is  a  reasonable  and  just ;  ,j^j^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  i^  ^^  ^  ^ 
view  to  bnng  under  the  notice  of  those  :  j^  ^^^^^^^  ^^^  burden  of  having  top.? 
who  are  responsible  for  Tro^isury  expendi-  ^j^^  j^^^,  ^„„,j  j^  comparativeTj  JiJL 
ture  and  those  who  are  responsible  to  the  ;  ^jj^  therefore,  the  hai^hip  wodd  be 
c..untry  for  (xovernment  measures.     The  '  rtjonatelv  less.     It  is  ^  wise  » 

h.m.  Member  for  ^orth  Islington  is  not  ^^„^,^  j^  ^  ^^e  widow  and  Uneil 
responsible  for  tho..e  measures.  [An  Hox.  descendants  of  the  deceased  soldier. 
Mkmbkk:  ^ot  yet.]    That  is  one  of  the    ^^^^^^^  -^   j^^.  ^^  „f  these  inamoie 

misfortunes ^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^f  relationship  they  weuld 

♦The  chairman  :  Order,  order  '.         '  not,  like  the  nearer  rektives,  be  dependent 

Mk.  BKOADHUKST:    I   might  have    J^''  '^^'' T"*^!!*^/!^  JiS^^li'.Sr 

,   1  .  1.        .  °  4.     4.U      the  propertv  which  descended  to  them. 

ended  ni  a  complimentary  manner  to  the  ;  r,     ^    ^    r,      i i^„   „u:^   »^»m  \^ 

ho...  MemW,  but  1  will  leave  the  .subject.  ^«;««^'«'-'   *J«  ''».'^«°  'J'*  ^"^t 

T  hope  the  Chancell..r  of  the  Kxcheiuer  :  <="«*  T"  *»''*•  "TwVn^ffcu'^i^ 

will  give  his  best   consi<leration   to   the    "'^^^f  ^  ^'"^  Ji"V]!f  J2. J^S  ^X 
-.^Tu        1         U4.        1      w        4.-      '  would  be  a  mere  liea-bite  compared  with 

'^l^^:^rS^^t:JZ.r:^t    what    it    wouM  be  if    the    Slty 


were 


and  that  if  this  motion  is  agreed  to  he    ^"^^,   ^j    ^^""^    '^,  "  «T.L  T«lf  ZZ 
1,  .1    ^  1-      ^  J       ..  remitted  on  all  estates,  n^ithout  reference 

will  see   tha     con^espomhng  advantages    ^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^ 

are  given  to  the  rank  and  file.  descended.       The     proposal    is    a    veii' 

Mr.  LOWE  (Birmingham,  Edgbaston):  (  moderate   and   reasonable   one^  and  the 

1  wish  to  associate  myself  fully  with  and  j  exemption    might  be   conceded  without 


Mi\  lirondhur.^f. 
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imposing  any  appreciable  burden  upon 
the  pubBc  funds.  Indeed,  it  is  only  at  an 
exceptional  time  like  the  present  that  it 
would  impose  anything  worth  calling  a 
burden  at  all  upon  the  general  body  of  the 
taxpayers ;  but  lam  sure  that  any  little  sac- 
rifice it  might  involve  on  their  part  would  be 
most  readily  and  cheerfully  borne,  seeing 
that  it;  would  constitute  a  just  and  fitting, 
but  a  very  small,  recognition  of  the  splen- 
did gallantry  and  self-sacrificing  patriotism 
and  devotion  which  have  been  invariably 
displayed  by  our  soldiers  and  sailors 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  present  war. 

♦SiE  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  These 
questions  of  exemptions  are  always  diffi- 
cult and  sometimes  invidious.  There  is 
one  thing  which  I  think  the  House  of 
Commons  cannot  be  too  careful  of,  and 
that  is  to  remember  that  the  grant  of  an 
exemption  is  practically  a  grant  to  the 
person  in  whose  favour  the  exemption  is 
made,  at  the  expense  of  all  the  other  tax- 
payers. That  view,  I  think,  is  taken  in 
the  alternative  amendment  dealing  with 
the  same  subject  as  that  now  under  dis- 
cussion which  the  hon.  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  has  placed  on  the  paper..  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  alluded  to  cases  of 
heroism  ending  in  death  on  the  part  of 
miners  and  other  persons  engaged  in 
private  employment.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  quite  fair  to  put  persons  of  that  kind 
on  the  same  footing  as  soldiers  and 
sailors  who  devote  their  lives  to  the 
service  of  their  country  in  time  of  war. 
I  may  say  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact.  Parlia- 
ment has  not  taken  that  view.  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  in  discussing 
this  question  has  not  quite  recollected 
that  there  is  at  present  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment in  force  which  does  confer  an 
exemption  of  this  kind  upon  common 
soldiers,  seamen,  and  marines.  For  the 
last  hundred  years,  ever  since  the  time  of 
the  great  French  war,  that  Act  has 
existed,  and  it  is  the  fact,  I  believe,  that 
at  the  present  time  if  a  person  in  any  one 
of  those  three  positions  dies,  leaving  pro- 

Serty  to  the  amount  of  a  million  behind 
im,  that  property  would  not  be  subject 
to  estate  duty.  But  if  such  a  person  is  an 
officer  that  Act  does  not  apply.     Is  that 

S[ual  treatment  of  officers  and  soldiers  ? 
o;  it  is  not.  After  all,  it  must  be 
recollected  that  in  the  case  of  the  widows, 
and  I  believe  of  the  children,  of  officers 
who  are  killed  in  action,  Parliament  does 
provide  grants  to  aid  them  in  their  neces- 


sities. I  do  not  think  it  is  quite  fair  to 
argue  that  grants  of  that  kind  are  on 
the  same  footing  as  exemptions  from 
a  tax  which  is  levied  on  the  property 
a  person  may  happen  to  leave  behind 
him.  The  two  things  do  not  seem  to  me 
to  stand  in  exactly  the  same  position. 
That  is  the  present  state  of  the  law.  There 
is  an  exemption  from  taxation  of  this  kind 
in  favour  of  common  soldiers  and  sailors. 
At  the  present  moment  there  are 
to  my  knowledge  serving  in  Africa, 
in  the  position  of  privates  in  some 
of  the  forces,  persons  having  means 
far  in  excess  of  the  bulk  of  officers. 
The  position  is  that  the  estates  of  such 
men  losing  their  lives  in  the  militaiy 
operations  will  be  free  from  estate  duty, 
while  the  widows  and  children  of  officers 
serving  by  their  side,  who  may  be  left 
with  only  a  few  hundred  pounds,  wiU 
have  to  pay  duty.  That  is  not  fair,  and 
the  question  arises  how  to  deal  with  the 
matter.  I  cannot  a^ee  to  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  Member  tor  North  Islington,  because 
it  exempts  others  than  widows  and  chil- 
dren of  officers,  nor  can  I  accept  the 
clauses  standing  in  the  names  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  York  and 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
VVoodbridge  Division,  because  they 
deal  with  property  beyond  the  limit  of 
£5,000.  I  will  not  at  the  present 
moment  express  any  definite  opinion  as 
to  what  the  limit  of  exemption  snould  be, 
but  £5,000,  I  am  sure,  is  as  hi§h  as  it 
ought  to  be  put.  I  have  been  m  com- 
munication with  my  noble  friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  on  the  sub- 
ject, because  it  has  occurred  to  me  that 
it  may  be  possible  to  achieve  the  same 
end  by  some  system  of  increased  grants 
to  the  widows  and  children  of  officers 
who  might  be  killed  in  the  war, 
and  if  that  is  possible  I  should 
prefer  to  assist  them  upon  that  basis.  I 
cannot  say  at  the  moment  whether  such 
a  system  can  be  devised  or  not.  If  it 
cannot,  then,  after  the  opinions  which  have 
been  expressed,  I  am  sure  it  will  be  the 
general  view  of  the  House  that  something 
else  should  be  done.  I  will  myself  pre- 
pare a  clause,  and  move  it  at  the  proper 
time,  if  a  clause  is  necessary.  The  matter 
requires  further  consideration,  and  I 
would  prefer  to  deal  with  it  myself. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  feel  quite  confident 
no  hon.  Member  would  object  to  such  a 
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clause  as  has  been  suggested  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  if  it  is  confined  to 
a  compassionate  allowance  in  the  case  of 
the   widow  of  an  officer  who,  in  conse- 
quence  of   the  alteration    in  the    death 
duties,  has  been  left  not  so  well  ofi*  as  I 
before.     I  feel  the  strongest  objection  to  I 
the  alternative  which  hon.  Members  who 
have  spoken  have  suggested,  because  it 
will  be  very  unequal  and  unjust  if  carried  , 
out,  and  it  would  benefit  unequally  cer- 
tain   persons    and   not    others  who  are 
equally  deserving.      I  wish  to    put  tljis  ! 
point  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in   regard  to  the  subject   of  exemption.  > 
The  question  of  a  compassionate  allowance 
is  a  different  case,  because  the  War  Office 
would  deal  with  each  individual  case  in  I 
proportion  to  the  distress  involved.     But 
supposing    the    alternative    proposal     is 
accepted,    this  anomaly   will   then  arise. 
Nobody  objects  to  the  death  duties    as 
such.     Suppose  an  officer  dies  a  few  years 
earlier    than    he  would   otherwise    have 
done   under    the  ordinary   operations  of 
nature.     It  is  not  fair  that  an  officer  of 
sixty  years   of  age    should    receive  the 
same  allowance  as  an  officer  who  is  killed 
at  the  age  of  forty.     You  propose  that  the  ; 
estate  of  an  officer  who  diesat  forty  is  not  to 
pay  death  duty  on  this  particular  sum,  and 
the  successor  or  the  widow  of  an  officer 
who  dies  at  sixty  years  of  age  is  also  to 
be  exempted.     Surely  the  officer  at  forty  \ 
has  a  much  longer  probability  of  life  than  • 
the  officer  at  sixty.      I  think  you  must 
put  it  on  a  fair  basis  in  considering  your 
compassionate  allowance,  and  you  should  ' 
take  into  consideration  how  many  years 
would  probably  have  elapsed  before  the 
death  duty  would  have  had  to  be  paid.  , 
I  have  no  objection   to  these  individual : 
cases  being  dealt  with  upon  their  merits,  ' 
but  I  should  object  very  strongly  to  any-  • 
thing  in  the  nature  of  an  exemption  from  . 
death  duties  through  being  killed  on  the 
field,    because    I   think   there   are   many 
other   trades  and   occupations   in   which 
chances  of  sudden  death  are  equal  or  even 
greater  than   those  of  an  officer  in  the 
Army. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks   BEACH :  Not  in  the 
service  of  the  State. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  One  man 
may  be  sent  to  a  climate  where  his  life  is 
injured  at  a  much  earlier  period  than  it 
otherwise  would  be,  and  in  cases  of 
that  kind  exemption  would  be  just  as 
reasonable. 

Vr.  Sydney  Buxton. 


Mr.  BARTLEY  :  After  the  statement 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  I 
shall  be  quite  satisfied  to  leave  the  matter 
in  his  hands,  and  I  will  mthdraw  the 

clause. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Captain  PRETYMAN  :  I  only  wish  to 
say  that  I  accept  what  the  Chancellor  of 
the  P^xchequer  has  offered.  Speakiiig  for 
myself,  I  do  not  prefer  the  system  of  a 
compassionate  grant.  That  appears  to 
mo  to  be  a  very  offensive  term  to  employ. 
I  entirely  dissent  from  the  views  expressed 
l)y  the  hon.  Member  for  Poplar,  and  the 
niggling  spirit  in  which  he  has  treated  this 
subject.  To  come  here  and  make  such  a 
comparison  between  a  man  of  sixty  and  a 
man  of  foity  is  nothing  short  of  a  scandaL 
It  is  one  thing  to  relieve  the  savings  of  in 
officer  of  the  payment  of  death  duty,  and 
quite  another  thing  to  make  him  a  com- 
passionate grant.  I  most  strongly  ap- 
prove of  the  system  of  exempting  the 
small  savings  left  to  the  widow  and  chil- 
dren from  taxation,  instead  of  giving  a 
compassionate  grant  just  as  if  they  were 
paupers.  I  desire  to  strongly  impre» 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — and  I 
think  my  view  will  be  shared  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  York  and  a  large  majority  of 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House- 
that  we  regret  that  he  has  not  approached 
this  question  in  a  better  spirit  than  it  hw 
l)een  approached.  All  we  ask  is  that  the 
State  should  not  take  advantage  of  the 
death  of  a  man  in  the  service  of  the  State 
to  come  down  and  demand  the  death  duty 
upon  the  provision  he  had  made  for  his 
widow  and  children.  That  is  all  we  ask, 
and  I  think  it  ought  to  have  been 
accepted  in  a  l)etter  spirit.  I  beg  to 
formally  move  the  clause  standing  in  my 
name. 

New  clause — 

"Section  7,  Sub-section  1,  of  the  Fiiuuice 
Act,  1894,  shall  be  construed  as  if  there  were 
added  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  en- 
actment : — 

1.  Where  on  the  death  of  any  penoa 
subject  to  militarr  or  naval  law  luider  the 
Army  Act  or  the  "Naval  Discipline  Act  when 
on  active  service  (within  the  meaning  of 
that  expression  as  defined  in  the  Anny  Act, 
and  extended  to  a  person  subject  to  naval  law 
or  engaged  in  naval  operations  against  the 
enemy),  the  principal  value  of  the  property 
passinc  on  the  death  of  such  person  to  or  in 
trust  tor  his  ^itddow,  or  any  lineal  deeoendant 
of  such  person,  shall  not  exceed  five  thousand 
pounds,    no    death    duties    (as   defined    in 
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Section  13,  Sab-8e>?tion  3,  of  the  principal 
Act)  shall  be  leviable  in  respect  of  such  pro- 
perty, and  where  on  the  death  of  any  such 
person  the  principal  value  of  the  property  so 
MMsing^  shall  exceed  five  thousand  pounds  in 
determining  the  value  of  the  property  so  pass- 
ing for  the  purpose  of  estate  duty,  an  allow- 
ance of  five  thousand  pounds  shall  be  made 
and  deducted  from  the  value  thereof,  in  respect 
of  which  five  thousand  pounds  no  such  death 
duties  as  aforesaid  shall  oe  leviable. 

2.  Nothing  in  this  section  is  to  preclude  any 
exemption  m>m  taking  effect  which  would 
liave  been  applicable  if  this  section  had  not 
been  enacted. 

3,  This  section  is  to  apply  and  have  effect 
with  resoect  to  any  death  since  the  eleventh 
day  of  October,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  ninety-nine."— (Crt/jtotJi  Pretyman.) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  clause 
be  read  a  second  time." 

xMr.  MADDISON  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  desire  to  associate  myself  with 
the  views  expressed  by   hon.    Members 


drawn  it. 
press  it. 


I  mean  that  I  do  not  wish  to 


Mr.  MADDISON:  1  understood  that 
the  whole  clause  was  before  us,  but 
evidently  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  endea- 
vouring to  give  it  a  decent  appearance 
by  dropping  some  of  the  cargo  over- 
board. I  will  confine  myself  to  the  sub- 
stantial part  of  the  Amendment.  The 
inequality  would  work  out  in  this  way. 
In  case  an  officer  left  £5,000,  no  death 
;  duty  would  be  payable,  but  his  widow 
may  have  £5,000  or  £10,000  in  her  own 
napie,  whereas  another  officer's  widow 
may  not  have  anything  in  her  own  right 
at  all.  The  inequality  would  arise  as 
between  officer  and  officer,  and  the 
Treasury  could  not  differentiate  in  a  case 
like  that.  There  is  also  an  inequality  as 
between  officers  and  men.  I  am  perfectly 
well  aware  of  the  law  relating  to  men 
serving  in  the  ranks,  and  that  law  is  often 
on  this  side  of  the  House  with  reference  i  used  as  an  argument  in  favour  of  the 
to  these  proposals.  The  hon.  Member  wretched  pay  given  to  private  soldiers. 
for  the  Woodbridge  Division  of  Suffolk,  I  At  any  rate,  the  law  which  was  passed  at 
in  a  rather  heated  speech,  pleaded  for  a  '  the  beginning  of  the  present  or  the  end 
higher  tone  of  debate  on  this  question,  j  of  last  century  was  in  keeping  with  justice, 
I  do  not  think  you  can  have  a  higher  tone  !  because  it  made  a  distinction  between 
in  any  debate  than  a  demand  for  justice,  officers  and  men.  I  desire  to  support 
No  hon.  Member  on  this  side  of  the  i  very  heartily  the  proposal  that  if  anything 
House  has  pleaded  for  anything  more  ;  is  done  in  this  direction  it  should  be  by 
than  justice,  and  1  therefore  submit  that  j  way  of  compassionate  allowances.  It  has 
the  "  niggling  policy  "  to  which  reference  |  been  assumed  that  we  on  this  side  of  the 
has  been  made  does  not  exist  in  fact,  and  I  House  are  indifferent  to  the  splendid 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  !  bravery  of  our  officers  equally  with  the 
my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Poplar  |  bravery  of  our  men.  Although  it  has 
put  the  case  in  its  proper  position.     The    been  displayed  in  what  we  believe  to  l>e 


'  luggling  policy  "  referred  to  is  neither 
more  nor  less  than  a  desire  to 
seenre  equality,  and  I  venture  to 
submit  that  the  Amendment  now  before 
us  would  not  secure  equality.  The  hon. 
Member  would  have  us  believe  that  he  is 
more  concerned  about  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  these  officers  than  we  are  who 
think  his  Amendment  unjust  and  un- 
equal. According  to  the  Ajnendment  it  |  of 
would  be  possible  if  an  officer  left  an 
estate  worth  £5,000  that  it  would  be 
exempted  from  death  duties. 


Captain  PRETYMAN: 
drawn  that. 


I  have  with- ' 


♦The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  explain  that  to  me.  The 
w^hole  clause  has  been  put  from  the  chair. 

Captain    PRETYMAN:    Perhaps    I 
went  too  far  in  saying  that  I  had  with- 


an  unjust  and  unnecessary  war,  we 
naturally  realise  that  a  man  can  serve 
his  country  in  fighting  in  a  cause  on  the 
merits  of  which  we  differ.  The  soldier 
does  not  enter  into  our  controversies  at 
all.  We  can  recognise  heroism  either  on 
our  own  side  or  the  side  of  the  enemy, 
and  I  protest  against  the  idea  that 
we  have  no  regard  for  the  bravery 
our  officers  and  men  in 
South  Africa.  I  do  more.  I  pro- 
test against  the  idea  that  we  are  not 
willing  to  recompense  the  widows  of  the 
men  who  have  died  or  the  men  them- 
selves who  will  return  in  a  crippled  and 
mutilated  condition.  But  I  submit  the 
proper  way  to  do  that  is,  as  I  understand 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  sug- 
gested, by  way  of  compassionate  allow- 
ances. What  is  the  objection  to  them  % 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Woodbridge  Division   of  Suffolk  used  a 
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very  significant  phrase  when  he  asked,  |  taxation  by  such  an  Amendment  as  tlm 
**  Do  you  want  to  pauperise  the  widows  •  now  before  us.  The  hon.  Member  for 
and  orphans  of  these  brave  men  who  have  j  the  Woodbridge  Di\'i8ion  of  Suffolk  told 
died  for  their  country  1 "  That  shows  !  us  of  officers  who  had  insured  their  Kv«i 
the  old  spirit  of  caste,  because  when  the  ;  so  that  their  widows  would  have  a  small 
case  of  the  private  soldiers  was  first  men- 1  annuity.  He  mentioned  J&200  a  year, 
tioned  the  hon.  Member  said  they  had  ;  and  he  proceeded  to  say  that  in  case  that 
been  provided  for  by  various  charitable  i  widow  was  called  On  to  pay  death  dati« 
funds.  You  may  pauperise  the  widow  of  I  she  would  not  have  the  money  to  do 
the  private  soldier,  but  not  the  widow  of  |  it.  That  is  no  doubt  a  hard 
the  officer.  i  case,     but     it    happens     in     thousands 

;  of     instances     in    ordinary     civil    life. 

Captain  I*RETYMAN  :  It  is  a  case  i  It  is  part  and  parcel  of  your  system, 
of  pauperising  a  person  who  has  got  j  You  cannot  cover  every  exception  and 
something.  You  cannot  pauperise  a  you  cannot  make  your  laws  suit  even- 
person  who  has  nothing.  ,  peculiar  circumstances,  and  I  ask  why  a 

;  widow    who,    unfortunately,     hoes   her 

Mr.  MADDISON  :  I  could  not  have  '  husband  in  the  war  should  be  treated 
imagined  that  any  hon.  Member  of  this  ;  differently  from  other  widows.  I  am 
House  was  so  completely  ignorant  of  the  '  prepared  to  deal  generously  not  only  to 
minds  of  the  people  of  this  country  as  to  say  •  the  men,  but  the  officers.  I  think  it  would 
that  capacity  for  pauperism  depends  on  ;  l>e  a  burning  shame  and  disgrace  to  this 
the  amount  of  money  a  man  has,  and  that '  nation  if  we  did  not  make  proper  allov- 
when  he  has  nothing  he  cannot  be  [  ances  in  every  case  where  a  man  has  lost  a 
pauperise<l.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman's  .  limb,  or  a  wife  her  husband.  There  i»  no 
language  means  anything  it  means  that,  difference  on  that  point  between  as  on 
In  reply,  I  would  ask  if  vou  do  not  |  either  side  of  the  House.  I  venture  to 
pauperise  a  private  soldier  s  widow  by  !  say  that  compensation  in  that  direction 
giving  her  money  out  of  charitable  fimds,  \  must  be  put  very  high  indeed.  We  are 
how  can  you  pauperise  an  officer's  widow  :  preparedtodoall  that  is  necessary,  but  not 
who  gets  money  direct  from  the  War  Office  ?  \  in  the  way  suggested  by  this  Amendment 
With   reference  to    soldiers  of  industry  ■  I  hope  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


mentioned  by  my  hon.  friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  they  were  not  in  the  service  of  the 
State.     Technically  they  may  not  be,  but 


will  resist  all  attempts  to  alter  the 
definite  system  of  taxation  to  suit  a  aet 
of  particular  circumstances.  The  proper 
way    to    deal   with  exceptional   drcnm- 


in  whose  service  are  the  hundreds  of  j  stances  is  by  exceptional  measurea, 
thousands  of  miners,  of  railwaymen,  and  ;  which  will  not  in  any  sort  of  way  make 
of  seamen  in  this  country  ?  Do  they  not  |  inequality  with  other  people  in  civil  life, 
contribute  their  labour  to  the  State  ?  By  '  For  my  own  part  I  will  resist  any 
this  policy  you  differentiate  between  dif- '  attempt  in  the  direction  of  the  Amend- 
ferent  kinds  of  service  to  the  State,  not ;  ment  now  before  the  Committee,  which,  I 
by  special  grants,  but  by  altering  the  ;  think,  is  not  justified  on  the  grounds  of 
system  of  taxation  in  favour  of  one  j  justice  or  equality,  and  is  impregnated 
class  and  not  in  favour  of  another.  !  with  the  vicious  principle  which  seeks  to 
I  say  these  proposals  are  proposals  for  '  set  up  a  higher  claim  to  consideration  for 
grants  of  the  worst  kind,  because  you  in- 
crease the  amount  in  proportion  to  the 


one  set  of  people  who  serve  the  State 

than  another  set  of  people.     I  venture  to 

wealth  of  the  officer's  widow,  and  I  object,    say  that  the   time  will   come   when  we 


under  the  plea  of  patriotism,  which  just  I  shall  not  hear  so  much  of  the  military 


now  covers  a  multitude  of  sins,  to 
tampering  with  the  taxation  of  the 
country.  After  all,  what  are  these  death 
duties  1  If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer did  not  get  the  money  in  that 
form  he  would  have  to  get  it  by  other 
means.  They  are  part  and  parcel  of  oiu* 
system  of  taxation,  and  should  not  be 
interfered  with,  and  I  maintain  that  it  is 


services  of  the  State,  but  when  we  shall 
realise  that  civilians,  like  railway  men 
and  seamen,  do  their  everyday  duty  in 
the  face  of  difficulties  and  dangers  not 
surpassed  by  those  of  soldiers  in  the 
field.  [Hon.  Members:  Ob,  oh!] 
Why,  the  shunters  of  England  run 
greater  risks  than  the  troops  who  have 
been  fighting  the  Boers  during  the  last 


altogether  wrong  to  attempt  to  alter  our  j  three  or  four  months ;  and  I  venture  to 
Mr,  Maddison,  ' 
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aay  that  the  percentage  of  killed  and 
wounded  amongst  shunters,  in  any  one 
year  during  the  last  two  decades,  is 
greater,  and  the  shunters  stand  more 
chance  of  losing  life  and  limb  than  sol- 
diers on  active  service.  And  yet  if  a 
shunter  has  saved,  say,  £200,  through  his 
building  society,  his  widow  would  have 
to  pay  the  death  duties.  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  stick  to  his  sound 
system  of  finance  and  reject  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Captain  PRETYMAN:  After  the 
assurance  given  by  the  right  hon.  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  he  him- 
self will  brin^  up  a  clause  to  deal  with 
this  matter,  I  heg  leave  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment.    [Hon.  Members  :  No,  no !] 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  I  desire  to 
speak  on  this  clause,  because  it  embodies 
in  a  very  specific  manner  a  suggestion 
which  I  make  in  regard  to  the  death 
duties.  No  doubt  the  Committee  and 
everybody  else  must  feel  the  highest 
degree  of  sympathy  with  the  man  who 
loses  his  life  in  the  service  of  the  State, 
and  must  also  feel  that  his  wife  and 
family  have  established  a  very  special 
claim  on  the  country.  But  let  us  consider 
whether  the  suggestions  proposed  are 
proper,  and  such  as  should  be  properly 
allowed.  These  suggestions  can  only 
really  refer  to  officers  ;  for  the  Committee 
will  remember  that  every  private  soldier, 
every  marine,  every  common  seaman 
who  loses  his  life  in  the  service  of  the 
State  is  already  exempt  from  death  duty. 
[An  Hon.  Member  :  No  !  ]  Every  half- 
penny of  it;  and  therefore,  if  it  were 
possible  to  conceive  of  a  millionaire  dying 
in  the  ranks  in  the  service  of  Her 
Majesty  in  South  Africa,  the  whole  of 
his  million  would  bo  exempt  from 
death  duty  under  the  law  as  it  stands. 
I  do  not  know  but  that  there 
may  be  millionaires  in  the  ranks. 
There  is  certainly  going  to  be  a  duke 
among  the  lieutenants,  and  therefore  there 
may  be  an  equally  remarkable  case  in 
regard  to  privates.  These  three  Amend- 
ments consequently  touch  exclusively 
officers.  Let  it  be  further  understood  by 
the  Committee  that  in  the  case  of  every 
officer,  both  in  the  Army  and  Navy,  dying 
in  action,  a  very  special  pension  is  awarded 
to  the  widow — ^a  pension  that  has  been 
assumed  to  be  adequate  to  the  circum- 
stances.    If  that  pension  is  not  adequate. 


then,  in  God's  namie,  let  it  be  increased ; 
but  let  it  be  increased  in  the  proper  de- 
partment of  the  Army  and  Navy.  That 
is  a  proposal  which  no  Member  of  the 
House  would  oppose.  But  it  is  an  entirely 
different  thing  to  make  a  special  remission 
of  general  taxation  in  special  circum- 
stances, in  the  case  of  officers  in  the  Army 
and  Navy.  Now,  is  that  a  proper  thing 
I  to  agree  to  ?  I  confess  that  it  has  been 
1  my  ambition  always  to  attack  the  death 
!  duties ;  and  I  have  resisted,  as  far  as  I 
could,  the  attempts  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Eixchequer  to  screw  them  up.  But 
on  this  occasion  I  must  rank  myself  on 
the  side  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. In  the  first  place,  if  you  are 
going  to  make  a  remission  of  the  death 
duties  on  the  ground  that  a  man  has  lost 
his  life  in  active  service  in  the  service  of 
the  State,  why  on  active  service  alone  ] 
Those  300  men  who  went  down  in  the 
"  Victoria  "  lost  their  lives  in  the  service 
of  the  State  just  as  much  as  those  who 
died  in  the  field.  There  have  been  even 
men   on  these   front  benches  \iho   have 

gven  their  lives  in  the  service  of  this 
ouse  and  the  country  as  truly  as  those 
soldiers  and  sailors  in  South  Africa.  I  do 
not  see  how  you  can  draw  the  line  here. 
Just  consider  how  unequally  the  remis- 
sion would  work.  You  are  to  remit  the 
duty  in  the  case  of  an  officer  who  leaves 
£5,000.  The  amount  of  that  duty  would 
be  £150,  and  you  therefore  make  a 
present  of  £150  to  his  wife  and  family. 
But  take  the  case  of  an  officer  who  leaves 
nothing ;  you  make  no  remission  to  him 
at  all.  Surely  his  wife  and  family  would 
need  assistance  far  more  than  the  wife 
and  family  of  a  man  who  leaves  £5,000. 
My  hon.  and  gallant  friend  can  scarcely 
have  considered  the  effect  of  his  proposal. 
He  proposes  that  the  £5,000  should  be 
deducted  in  every  case.  Now  in  certain 
cases  the  deduction  of  £5,000  from  the 
total  amount  left  would  be  to  limit  the 
death  duties  to  3  per  cent.,  and  in 
other  cases  to  5  per  cent.  [Captain 
Pretyman  dissented.]  Well,  I  won't 
press  that  point ;  I  only  wanted 
to  show  that  a  remission  of  this  nature 
must  necessarily  act  in  favour  of 
the  officer  who  leaves  most.  If 
an  officer  left  £5,000,  that  money 
might  go  on  his  death  perhaps  to 
strangers,  or  to  cousins,  or  to  nephews. 
Well,  these  are  not  materially  disad- 
vantaged by  his  death ;  they  in  fact  get 
an  advantage :  and  yet,  by  this  proposal 
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the  death  duty  would  be  remitted  in 
this  case  too.  Take  a  son  who  has  a 
young  father,  and  who  therefore  does  not 
expect  to  get  his  £5,000  soon.  If  his 
father  was  an  officer  and  killed  in  the  war, 
the  consequence  would  be  that  he  would 
really  be  advantaged.  [Hon.  Members  : 
Oh,  oh !]  Certainly  he  would  be 
materially  advantaged.  But  take  the 
case  of  a  poor  man,  a  man  destitute  of 
£5,000,  who  leaves  a  widow  and  children 
who  had  been  entirely  depending  upon 
him.  In  consequence  of  the  death  of  that 
oflBcer  it  is  quite  possible  the  >\'idow  and 
children  would  have  to  go  to  the  work- 
house. It  is  manifest  that  the  advantage 
goes  all  the  wrong  way.  The  plan  would 
give  nothing  to  him  that  hath  nothing, 
and  to  him  that  hath  something  it  would 
give  something  more.  No ;  in  my  belief 
this  is  not  the  fund  from 
allowances  should  be  made, 


made  an  attack  on  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo,  because  that  hon.  Gentleiun 
had  expressed  an  opinion  against  the  dole 
to  be  given  to  officers.  I  consider  it 
nothing  short  of  a  dole,  and  I  am  sure 
these  men  who  are  going  to  be  killed  in 
South  Africa  would  be  ashamed  to  uk 
the  Treasury  for  a  dole,  either  in  an 
indirect  or  direct  form.  All  these  new 
clauses  have  been  put  down  for  the  pur 
pose  of  gaining  a  little  cheap  popularity 
in  the  country.  There  is  nothing  in  tb« 
Press  nowadays  but  jingoism  from  top  to 
bottom.  I  am  very  pleased  that  the  right 
•hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is 
not  going  to  accept  the  Amendment, 
although  suggested  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House ;  but  I  may  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  treated  the  prop^isals  made 
which  these  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  very  dif- 
They  should    ferently  from  those  made  on  this  side  br 


be  made  out  of  the  funds  proWded  for  the    the  Members  from  Ireland.     I  oppose  tht 
Army  and  Navy,  and  then  make  them  as  ;  clause  because  the  relief  given  ^nQ  hll  oo 

the  taxpayers.  The  most  comical  thing 
about  it  is  that  an  officer  who  has  £G,000 
would  get  relief  to  the  extent  of  X150  to 
£\100,  but  an  unfortunate  officer  who  has 
money  at  all   simply    gets    nothing. 


large,  as  splendid,  and  as  generous  as 
you  like.  Do  not  deal  >vith  them  out  of 
the  death  duties,  which  should  be  le^^ed 
on  some  consistent  and  consecutive  prin- 
ciple, and  not  on  the  principle  of  dealing 
with  haixl  cases  as  they  arise.  I  do  not 
think  this  is  a  right  plan ;  but  if  my 
right  hon.  friend  wants  a  right  plan,  I  , 
commend  to  him  an  Amendment  which  I  , 
have  ventured  to  put  down,  which  goes  to 
this,  that  the  widow,  and  everybody 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  anticipate  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  To  tell  the 
truth,  I  was  anticipating  it  because  I  was 
afraid  my  Ameinlment  would  ])e  niled 
out  of  order.  I  will,  however,  follow  your  ; 
ruling,  Sir;  but  I  am  informed  that  a 
suggestion  has  been  made  in  an  unautho- 
rised quarter  which  would  fully  meet  the 
case  by  making  the  same  allowance  all  ; 
round.  I  l)elieve  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  practically  adopted,  in  his 
reply,  the  suggestion  which  the  unknown 
person  to  whom  I  have  referred  has  put 
on  the  Paper,  and  I  believe  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  right. 

Mr.  DALY  (Monaghan,  S.) :  I  should 
say  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
in  moving  this  Amendment  did  not  take 
the  right  way  to  gain  support  for  it  when 
he  made  a  quite  uncalled  for  attack  on 
the  Front   Opposition   Bench.     Then  he 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles. 


no  ^  .  .     _ 

That  is  part  of  the  system  of  helping  the 
rich  in  every  direction.  I  have  hesid 
great  praises  given  for  the  self-sseriike 
made  by  the  gentlemen  who  are  going 
to  the  front;  but  all  these  gentle- 
men, when  they  return,  will  be  csodi- 
dates  for  every  situation  open.  I  think 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
SCO  his  way  to  make  some  provision  for 
the  unfortunate  soldiers  from  Ireland  who 
come  home  without  legs  or  arms,  and  ate 
disabled  for  life. 

♦The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  wandering  from  the  clause  under  dis- 
'.  cussion. 

Mr.  DALY :    I  admit  that ;    hut,  tt 

the  same  time,  I  was  looking  forward  to 

the  time  when  it  is  quite  possible  thit 

!  some  of  these  soldiers  who  come  home  to 

;  Ireland  maimed  for  life  will  be  a  chaige 

j  on  the  rates ;   and  I  think  that  if  nro- 

;  vision  is  made  for  the  officers  it  shoold  be 

,  made  for  the  soldiers.      I  find  there  is 

£8,335 

♦The  chairman  :  That  is  reaUynot 
.  germane  to  the  subject ;  and  I  warn  the 
!  hon.  Member  that  he  must  not  wander 
,  from  the  clause  under  discussion. 
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Mr.  DALY:  I  did  not  wander  from 
the  clause.  I  expect  we  shall  go  to  a 
division  on  this  clause,  and  not  allow 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  with- 
draw it. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  not  prolong  the  discussion. 
It  will  only  delay  the  consideration  of 
the  remaining  clauses  of  the  Bill  if  a 
debate  be  continued  which  will  lead  to  no 
practical  result. 

Question  put  and  negatived. 


Question  proposed : — 

New  clause — 

"  Section  20  of  The  Customs  Consolidation 
AeU  1876  (which  has  reference  to  the  eifect 
of  changes  of  duty  on  existing  contracts),  shall 
apply  to  the  imposition  of  new  duties  as  well 
ma  to  increases,  decreases,  or  repeals,  and  as  so 
amended  shall  apply  to  duties  of  excise  as  well 
as  to  duties  of  customs,  with  the  substitution 
in  the  case  of  the  excise  duty  on  beer  of  the 
time  of  the  charge  of  the  duty  for  the  time  of 
the  clearance  and  delivery  from  the  ware- 
house."— {Mr  Lough.) 

Brought  up  and  read  the  first  and 
second  times,  and  added. 

New  clause —    • 

**  A  conveyance  on  sale  made  for  any  con- 
sideration in  respect  whereof  it  is  chargeable 
with  etd  valorem  duty,  and  in  further  con- 
fiideration  of  a  covenant  by  the  parcha^er  to 
make,  or  of  his  having  previously  made,  any 
frabetantial  ir^provement  of  or  addition  to  the 
property  conveyed  to  him,  or  of  any  covenant 
relating  to  the  subject  matter  of  the  convey- 
ance, is  not  chargeable,  and  shall  be  deemed 
not  to  have  been  chargeable  with  any  duty  in 
respect  of  such  further  consideration." — {Mr. 
Bond.) 

Brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  clause 
be  read  a  second  time.'' 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddingtonshire) :  I 
should  like  to  hear  the  views  of  the  Right 
Hon*,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on 
this  clause. 

♦Mr.  bond  (Nottingham,  E.)  said  the 
object  of  the  clause  was  to  remove  an 


inconvenience  which  had  been  recognised 

by  the  Treasury.     Doubts  had  arisen  as 

to  whether  duty   should  be   charged  on 

covenants    relating   to   improvements   in 

!  addition  to  the  ad  vulorem  duty  on  con- 

'  veyances.     Although  the  practice  of  the 

Inland  Revenue    Department    had  been 

not  to  charge  anything  in  respect  of  these 

covenants,  last  year  an  attempt  was  made, 

'  owing  to  some  too  minute  scrutiny  of  the 

'  matter,  to  charge  stamp  duty  upon  the 

'  covenants  as  to  improvements.     The  in- 

!  convenience   was   especially    felt   in  the 

case  of  building  estates,  where  a  company 

'  or  an  individual  di^aded  a  large  property 

into  small  lots   and  disposed  of  them  at 

from  £5  to  £50  a  lot.     The  ad  valorem 

duty  on  a  £50  lot  would  be  58.,  but  if 

every  covenant  relating  to  the  land,  such 

as  those  regarding  fences,  gates,  etc.,  were 

to  be  charged  as  well,  it  would  be  seen 

that  the  burden  would  be  very  excessive 

indeed.     He  believed  that  the  right  hon. 

the   Chancellor   of   the    Exchequer    was 

prepared   to  accept   the   clause,   and  he 

i  trusted  that  the  Committee  would  recog- 

t  nise  the  justice  of  it. 

Mr.  HALDANE  believed  there  was  a 
good  deal  in  what  the  hon.  Member  had 
said.  He  thought,  however,  that  the 
words  of   the  clause  were  wide,  and  de- 

i  served  consideration.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was   very   careful    about 

I  these    matters,    and   he   should   like   an 

I  assurance  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  in  accepting  them  he  was  not  parting 

j  with  any  portion  of  the  public  revenue. 

I  ♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  I  have 
I  looked  into  the  matter  myself,  and  I  am 
,  quite  satisfied  that  the  provisions  of  the 
;  law  as  they  now  stand  are  unfair  and 
unreasonable ;  and  that  the  duty  is  one 
that  should  not  be  charged  in  these  cases. 


Question  put. 

!  The  Committee  proceeded  to  a  Division; 
I  but  the  doors  of  the  No  Lobby  having 
I  been  opened  before  the  Tellers  in  the  No 
j  Lobby  were  present,  the  Chairman  directed 
:  the  Committee  to  proceed  again  to  a 
!  Division :— Ayes,  218 ;  Noes,  37.  (Divi- 
I  sion  List  No.  91.) 


Allison,  Robert  Andrew 
Aichdaie,  Edward  Merv3m 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 


AYES. 

Bainbridge,  Emerson 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch'r 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barlow,  John  Emmott 
Barry,RtHn  AHSmith-(  Hunts 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 


Beach,Rt.  Hn.SirM.  H.  (Bristol 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 
Bethell,  Commancfer 
Bhowna^ree,  Sir  M.  M. 
BlundellTColonel  Henry 
Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 
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Bond,  Edward 
Houslield,  William  Robert 
IJowles,  T.  G.  (King's  Lynn) 
Brassey*  Albert 
Brigg,  John 
Broadhurat,  Henry 
Barni},  John 
iSutcher,  John  George 
Baxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwell,  James 
Cameron,  Robert  (Durham) 
CarlUe.  William  W^alter 
Cavendwh,  V.  C.W.  (Derbysh. 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Chamberlam,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  (Birm. 
Chamberlain,  J .  AuBten(  Worc'r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Clare,  Octavius  Leigh 
Coffhill,  Douglas  Harry 
CoUings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colomb,  Sir  John  C.  Heady 
Colville,  John 

Cook,  P'retl.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Cor  belt,  A.Cameron  (Glasgow 
ComwallisjFiennesStanleyW. 
Cox,  Irwin  Edw.  Bainbridge 
Cross,  Alex.  (Glasgow) 
Cubit t.  Hon.  Henry 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dewnr,  Arthur 
Dickinson,  Rol>ert  Edmond 
l^igby,  John  K.  D.  Wingfield 
Dobkin,  Ricliard  Sim 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 
Doughty,  (leoixe 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Doxford,  SirWilliaraTheodore 
Duckworth,  James 
Emmott,  Alfred 
Fellowes*,  Hon.  AihvynEdward 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Field,  Admiral  iEa8tlx)ume) 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  I^innatyne 
FirlMink,  Joseph  Thomas 
Fison,  Fretlenck  William 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Flower,  Ernest 
Foster,  Harry  S.  (Suffolk) 
Fofter,Sir  VValter,( Derby  Co.) 
Fry,  Lewis 

Galloway,  William  Johnson 
(iedge,  Sydney 
(jribbons,  J.  Lloyd 
(iibl>8,Hon.  Vicary  (St.  Albans) 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
(4illiat,  John  Saunders 
(Tlad»toQe,RtHnHerbert  John 
( iodson,Sir  AugustusFrederick 
Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
(iordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  JohnEldon 
(^ray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
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Green,  Waif ord  D(  Wednesbury 
Greville,  Hon   Ronald 
(Turdon,Sir  WilliamBrampton 
Haldane,  Richard  Burdon 
Hamilton,  Rt.  Hon.  LordGeoi^ 
Han  bury,  Rt.  Hon.  Robert  W. 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Hare  Thomas  Leigh 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Heath,  James 
Header  wick,  Thomas  C.  H. 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Chas.  H. 
Hentterson,  Alexander 
Hoare,  E.  Brodio  (Ham instead) 
Hobhouse,  Henry 
Holland,  William  Henry 
Horniman,  Frederick  John 
Houldsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henrj' 
Howard,  Joseph 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhoose 
Jetfreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Johnstone,  Heywood  (Sussex) 
Joicey,  Sir  James 
Jones,  William  (Carnarvon) 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kenyon,  James 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Keswick,  Wilnam 
Kimber,  Henry 
Knowles,  Lees 
Lafone,  Alfred 
I^angley,  Batty 
Ijawrence,SirE.  Duming-(Com 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks.) 
Lawson,  Sir  W.  (Cumberland) 
Leigh- Uiennett,  Henry  Currie 
Leng,  Sir  John 

Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swansea 
Lockwood,  Lt.-Cof.  A.  R. 
I^ng,Rt.  Hn.  Waller  (Liverp'l) 
Ijonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lopes,  Henr}'-  Yarde  Buller 
Lough,  Thomas 

Lowe,  Francis  William  I 

Lowles,  John  ' 

Lucas-Shadwell,  William  ' 

Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison         ! 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
M* Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M' Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 
M'lver,  Sir  L.  (Edinburgh,  W. 
M'Killop,  James 
Maddison,  Fred. 
Mellor,  Colonel  (Lancashire) 
Mendl,  Siglsmund  Ferdinand 
MeyseyThomTison,  Sir  H.  M. 
Middlemore,  J.  Throgmorton 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Monk,  Charles  James 
More,  R.  Jasper  (Shropshire) 
Morton,Ed.  J.  C.  ( Devonport) 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C. 
Murray,Rt  HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray,  Chas.  J.  (Coventry) 
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NewdigAte,  Franeb  Akxudv 
Nicol,  Donald  Niniaii 
Oldroyd,  Mark 
Orr-£wing,  Charlai  Lindiay 
Palmer,  Geoi|$e  Wm.(Retdng 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pea8e,HerbertPike(Dariingt'i 
Pease,  Joseph  A.  (Northumbi) 
Perks,  Robert  William 
Phillpotta,  Captain  Arthur 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Platt-Higgins,  Krederiek 
Plunket^tHnHoraoe  Cunoa 
Powell,  Sir  Francts  Sharp 
Pretyman  EmefttGeom 
Pryce-Jones,  Lt.-Col.  Eidwiid 
Purvif*,  Robert 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Renshaw,  Chailes  Bine 
Richanls,  Henry  Charles 
Richardson,  J.  (Darham,S.Lt 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Ridley.Rt  Hn  S&  MatthewW. 
Ritclue,  Rt  Hon.  C.  ThoawiB 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Haekney^ 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Round,  James 
Runciman,  Walter 
Russell,  T.W.  (Tyrone) 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  E) 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox,  Thomas 
Smith,  J.  Parker  (Lanarka) 
Soames,  Arthur  Welleslsy 
Stewart,8irMarkJ.  MlaggMt 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charies  Hedtoy 
Thomai>,DavidAlfred(Merthfr 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  Moiray 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
W*alton,JohnLawson(Le6di,& 
Wanklyn,  James  Leslie 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Wason,  Eugene 
W^ebster,  Sir  Richard  E. 
Welby,Lt.  -Col.  A.  C.E(Taantii 
Welby.Sir  Charle8G.E.(Notta 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hn.  JohnLM 
WUliams,  Col.  R.  (Dofset) 
Williams  J.  Powell-  (Birm.) 
WU8on,FrederickW.(Norfrik) 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd,  Wm.  H.(Y«rio) 
Wodehou8e,Rt.  Hn.E.  R.(Bath) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hndd'ifd 
Woods,  Samuel 
Wrijrhtson,  Thomas 
Wyhe,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  (veorge 
Wyvill.  Mamuuluke  D'Arcy 
Y'oxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Ans— 
Mr.  Anstruther  and  Mr. 
Fisher. 


Abraham,  W.  (Cork,  N.E.) 
Austin,  M.  (Limerick,  W.) 
Billson,  Alfred 
Cawley,  Frederick 


NOES. 

Channing,  Francis  Alliston 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Crean,  Eugene 
Crilly,  Daniel 


Curran,  Thomas  B.  (Domgd) 
Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  H.) 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  SirCharles 
Dillon,  John 
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Lloyd-George,  David 
Maoaleeae,  Daniel 
MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
M'Dermott,  Patrick 
M*Ghee,  Richard 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Pinkerton,  John 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee) 
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Doogan,  P.  C. 
Fl&Tin,  Michael  Joseph 
Flynn,  Jamee  Christopher 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Griffith,  Ellis  J. 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Hayne,  Rt  Hn.  Charles  Seale- 
Hoean,  Jamei^  Francis 
JoraiBUi,  Jerem>ah 
Kilbride,  Denis 

Clause  added. 

The  following  Amendments  stood  next 
on  the  Paper — 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien  (Cork)— 

To  move  the  following  Clause  : — 

"Where,  before  the  sixth  day  of  March 
nineteen  hundred,  any  person  shall  have  con- 
tracted for  the  sale  of  tea  without  reference 
to  the  duties  of  customs  thereon  granted  by 
this  Act,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  that  person,  and 
he  is  hereby  authorised  to  receive  from  the 
parchaser,  and  sue  for  and  recover  the 
equivalent  in  money  of  the  excess  of  those 
duties  over  the  duties  which  would  have  been 
payable  if  this  Act  had  not  been  passed." 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles— 

To  move  the  following  Clause  : — 

**  The  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue 
shall  pay,  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  estate 
duty,  to  the  representatives  of  any  person 
sabiect  to  military  or  naval  law,  who  has  died 
while  on  active  service  since  the  eleventh  day 
of  October,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
ninety-nine. 

**  (1)  If  such  person  leaves  any  dependants 
wholly  dependent  on  him  at  the  time 
of  his  death,  the  sum  of  one  hundred 
and  fifty  pounds ; 

**  (2)  If  such  person  does  not  leave  any 
such  dependants,  but  leaves  any  de- 
pendants in  part  dependent  u^ion  him 
at  the  time  of  his  death,  such  sum 
not  exceeding  one  hundred  and  fifty 
pounds  as  may  be  determined  by  the 
Treasury  to  be  reasonable  and  propor- 
tionate to  the  injuiy  to  the  said 
dependants." 


Samuel,  J.  Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Young,  Samuel  (Cavan,  East) 

Tellers  for  the  Nobs— 
Mr.  Daly  and  Mr.  Patrick 
O'Brien. 


♦The  chairman 
ment    on   the    Paper 


The  next  Amend- 
on  tne  raper  is  covered  by  a 
clause  inserted  in  place  of  Clause  8  struck 
out  of  the  Bill.  The  last  Amendment, 
which  is  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  King's  Lynn,  is  outside  the  scope  of 
the  Bill,  and  therefore  out  of  order. 


Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  I  submit  to 
you,  Sir,  most  respectfully  that  my 
Amendment,  which  among  other  things 
proposes  to  amend  the  law,  comes  within 
the  terms  of  the  resolution  to  that  efiFect 
in  the  Committee  upon  which  this  Bill 
was  founded.  It  has  been  an  unbroken 
rule  on  the  Finance  Bill  to  allow  general 
Amendments  to  be  moved  to  the  law 
relating  to  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue. 
If  we  refer  to  the  ruling  of  Mr.  Speaker 
on  the  23rd  of  May,  1895*  we  find 
that  he  used  these  words — 

'*It  was  true  that  the  land  tax   and  the 
estate  duty  were  not  taxes  which  were  levied 
by  virtue  of  the  Finance  Bill,  but  there  was  a 
lon^  series  of  precedents  which  showed  that  in 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bills  reductions. 
of  taxes  which  were  not  levied  actually  by 
virtue  of  the  Bill  might  be  opposed  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill.     The  Bill,  it  was  to  be 
observed,  was  founded  on  Resolutions  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means,  one  of  which  con- 
tained the  words  '  it  is  expedient  to  amend  th& 
law  relating  to  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue.' 
The  presence  of  those  words  had  been  held  toi 
cover  general    Amendments    to  the  Finance- 
Bill." 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order!: 
I  am  perfectly  familiar  with  that  ruling  - 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  convinced 
me  that  the  proposed  Amendment  is  in 
order. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Is  no.  gene- 
ral Amendment  admissible  in  the  Bill  ? 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  have  nothing  to 
add  to  what  I  have  already  said. 

Schedules  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Chairman  do 
report  the  Bill,  as  amended,  to  the  House.'" 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  229  ; 
Noes,  28.    (Division  List  No.  92.) 

*  See   The  Parliatnentaiy  Debates  [Fourth 
Series],  Vol.  xxxiv.,  page  127. 


Allison,  Robert  Andrew 
Archdale,  Edward  Men-yn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Asher,  Alexander 


Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John  I 

Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshu-e)    | 
I  Haillie,  James  E.  H.(  Inverness 
I  Hainbridge,  Emerson  | 


Balfour,Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.  (ManchV 
Banbury,  Frederick  G^eorge 
Barlow,  John  Emmott 
Barry,RtHn  AHSmith-CHuat»  - 
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Bartley,  George  C.  T.  ,  Gray,  Ernest  ( We«t  Ham) 

Beach,KtHn  Sir  M.H.(Bri»tol)  |  Green,  W.  D.  (Wednesbury) 
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Heckett,  Ernest  William 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bliownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Billson,  Alfred 
Blundell,  Colonel  H»-nry 
Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 
Bond,  Edward 
Bou^field,  William  Rol>ert 
Brassey,  All)ert 
Broailhurnt,  Henry 
Batcher,  John  George 
Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
('aid well,  James 
Cameron,  Robert  (Durham) 
Carlile,  William  Walter 
Cavendinh,  V.  C.  W.  (Derbysh. 
(Jecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  E.) 
Chamberlain,  lit.  Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen(  Worc'r 
Chinning,  Francis  Allston 
Chaplin,  Kt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrini^ton,  Spencer 
<Mare,  Octavius  Leigh 
Ci>ghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Collinjjps,  Kt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colville,  John 
(.'Ook,  Fred  Lucas  (Lambeth) 


(Jreville,  Hon.  Ronald 
I  Griffifch,  EUis  J. 

(xurdon.  Sir  Wm.  Brampton 
;  Haldane,  Richard  Burdon 

Hamilton,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  G. 
i  Hanbury,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  Wm. 
:  Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
I  Hardy,  Laurence 
i  Hare,  Thoma.s  Leigh 
I  Haslet  r.  Sir  James  Homer 
'  Heath,  James 
!  He<lderwick,  Thos.  Chas.  H. 
I  Henderson,  Alexander 
j  Hoare,  Edw.  Brodie(Hampstd 
I  Hoare,  Sir  Samuel  (Non^-ich) 

Hobhouse,  Henry 

Holland,  William  Henry 

Horniman,  Frederick  John 

Houldsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 

Howanl,  Joseph 
'  Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
I  Jetfreys,  Arthur  Frederick 

Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
I  Johnstone,  Heywood  (Sussex 
,  Joicey,  Sir  James 
;  Jonas,  Wm.  (Carnarvonshire) 
,  Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
i  Keoyon,  James 

Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 


Corbett,A. Cameron  (Glasgow)  ^  a- 

('ornwallisFiennes  Stanley  W  i  Keswick,  William 

Cox,  Irwin  Ed  ward  Bain  bridge  !  Kimber,  Henry 

Cross,  Alexander  ((Glasgow) 

Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 

Curzon,  Viscount 

Dalkeith,  Earl  of 

Denny,  Colonel 

Dewar,  Arthur 

Dickinson,  Rol)ert  E'lmond 


Digby,  John  K.  D.  Wingfield- 
Diike,  Righc  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 
Doughty,  (xeorge 
l>ouglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Douglas,  Chas.  M.  (Lanark) 
l')oxtor(l,  Sir  William  T. 
Duckworth,  James 
Dyke,  Rt.Hn.  Sir  William  Hart 
Emmott,  Alfrfd  ! 

Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  E. 
Field,  Admiral  (EastlK)ume)     \ 
Finch,  George  H, 


Knowles,  Lees 
Lafone,  Alfred 
Langley,  Batty 
Lawrence,SirE  Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  Jolm  Grant  (Yorks.) 
Lawson,  SirW.  (Cumberland) 
Leigh- Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Leng,  Sir  John 

Lie welyn , Sir  Dill wyn  (Swan.) 
Lock  wood,  Lieut. -Ool.  A.  R. 
Long,Rt.  Hon.  Walter  (L'pool) 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  Buller 
Lough,  Thoinas 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowles,  John 

Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macirtney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,*  John  Gumming 


Finlay,  Sir  Rol>ert  Hannatyne  !  M' Arthur,  Ch>is.  (Liverpool) 


Firliank,  Joseph  Thomas 
Fison,  Frederick  William 
Flannerv',  Sir  Fortescue 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Flower,  Ernest 
Foster,  Harry  S.  (Suffolk) 
Foster,  Sir  W.  ( Derby  Co. ) 
Fry,  Lewis 

<ialloway,  William  Johnson 
(Jedge,  Sytlney 
Gibljons,  .1.  Lloyd 


M* Arthur, William  (Cornwall) 
M*Iver,  Sir  L.  (Edinburgh, W) 
M'Killop,  James 
Mellor,  Colonel  (Lancashire) 
Mendl,  Sitrisnmnd  Fenlinand 
Meysey-Tliompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Miildlemore,  J.  Throgmorton 
Mil  ward.  Colonel  Victor 
iMonckton,  Eilward  Philip 
Monk,  Charles  James 
More,  Robert  Jasper  (Shrope. 


X;ibbs,HnAGH(Cityof  Lond.)  i  Morton,  E.  J.  C.  (Devonport) 
Gibb8,Hon.  Vic*iry(St.  Albans)  \  Mowbmy,  Sir  Robert  (»ray  C. 


(;iles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
(iilliat,  John  Saunders 
(loddard,  Daniel  Ford 
( iod  son,Sir  A  umistus  Frederick 
<  loldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gotdon,  Hon.  John  E<lward 
•Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  E. 
•Goschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 


Murray,' Rt.  Hn.  A.  G.  (Bute) 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry 
Newdigate,  Francis  Alex. 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
( )ldroyd,  Mark 
Orr-Ewing,  ("harles  Lindsay 
Palmer,  Geo.  Wm.  (Reading)   \ 
Parkes,  Elienezer  I 


Pea8e,Herb.  Pike(Darli]«toD> 
Pease,  Joseph  A.  (Northambi! 
Perks,  Robert  William 
Pliillpotts,  Captain  Arthor 
Pierfioint,  Ro&rt 
Piatt- Higgins,  Frederick 
Plankett,  Rt.  HoilH.  Cnnoa 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  Geoi^ 
Price,  Robert  John 
Pryce- Jones,  Lt.-Col.  Edwaul 
Purvis,  Robert 

Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rickitt,  Harold  James 
Rennbaw,  Charlen  Bine 
Richardson,  J.  (Dnrliani,S.L) 

,    Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Ridlev,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Matthev 

:  Ritchie,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  Thonnoo 
Robertson,  E<lmund  (Dnntieei 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackner) 

'   Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Round,  James 
Runciman,  Walter 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 

Samuel,  J.  (Stocktonon-Tee^t 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw,  Thoinas  (Hawick  R) 
Sinclair,  Louifi  ( Romford) 
Skewes-Cox,  Thomas 
Smith,  Jame^  P.  (Lanarkit) 
Soames,  Arthur  Welleriey 
Steailman,  William  Chiu1e» 
Stewart.  Sir  M.  J.  M'Tiggvt 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Strntt,  Hon.  Charies  Hedl^r 

Thomas.  D.  A.  (Merthyr) 
Tomlinson,  Wm.  E.  Mamy 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Phili|H 

Walton,  John  L.  (Leeds.  S.I 
Wanklvn,  James  Leslie 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Wason,  Eugene 
Webster,  Sir  Ittchard  E. 
Welby,Lt  -Col.  A.C.E.(Ta'iit'n 
Welby,  Sir  C.  G.  E.  (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt.  Hon.  John  Lkiji^l 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dornt) 
Williams.  Joseph  P.-  (Btrm.) 
Wilson,  Frederick  W.  (Norf k 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson-To<ld,  W.  H.  (Yorto.) 
W  alehouse,  Rt.Hn.E.R.(Batli 
Woodhonse,SirJ.T.(Hndder<f. 
Woods,  Samuel 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.C.B.Stnart- 
Wri^htson,  Thomas 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndluim,  (leorge 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  lyArcy 

Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstrong 
Yoxall,  JaiiKH  Henry 

Tkllers  for  the  Ates:— 
Mr.  Anstmther  and  Mr. 
Fisher. 
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AbTahAm,WUHam(€k)rk,N.  £. ) 
AuAtin,  M.  (Limerick,  W.) 
Bowles,  T  6ib8on(KingBLynn 
Bums,  John 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Condon,  Thomas  Joneph 
Crean,  Eogene 
Crilly,  Daniel 

Curran,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal) 
Cnrran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S.) 
Daly,  Jamert 


NOES. 

Dillon,  John 

Doo^n,  P.  C. 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Hogan,  James  Francis 

Jordan,  Jeremiah 

Kilbride,  Denis  • 

Macaleese,  Daniel 

MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 

McDermott,  Patrick  ' 


M*Ghee,  Richard 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Pinkerton,  John 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
liedmond,  William  (Clare) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien. 


Bill  reported,  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  159.] 

MUNICIPAL  TRADING. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  Select  Committee  of  five  mem- 
bei-s  of  this  House  be  appointed  to  join 
with  a  Committee  of  the  Lords  to  consider 
and  report  as  to  the  principles  which 
should  govern  powers  given  by  Bills  and 
Provisional  Orders  to  miuiicipal  and  other 
local  authorities  for  industrial  enterprise 
within  or  without  the  area  of  their  juris- 
diction ;  that  a  message  be  sent  to  the 
Xiords  to  acquaint  their  Lordships  that 
this  House  hath  appointed  a  Committee 
of  five  members  to  consider  and  report  as 
to  the  principles  which   should    govern 

g)wer8  given  by  Bills  and  Provisional 
rders  to  municipal  and  other  local 
authorities  for  industrial  enterprise  within 
or  without  the  area  of  their  jurisdiction  ; 
and  to  request  that  their  Lordships  will 
be  pleased  to  appoint  an  equal  number  of 
Lords  to  be  joined  with  the  Members  of 
this  House." — {Mr,  Anstruther,) 

Mr.  BROADHUKST  (Leicester) :  I  am 
rather  surpiised  that  an  important  Com- 
mittee of  tnis  kind  should  be  moved  with 
out  an  explanation  as  to  what  its  object 
is  and  at  whose  instance  it  was  suggested. 
I  am  not  aware  that  any  of  the  municipal 
bodies  of  the  country  have  petitioned  in 
favour  of  this  Committee,  and  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  other  public  representative 
institution  that  has  asked  for  its  appoint- 
ment. It  certainly  would  have  been 
moie  respectful  io  the  House  had  some 
statement  been  made  by  some  Member  of 
the  Government  as  to  why  it  is  to  be 
appointed  and  by  whom  it  was  suggested. 
It  appears  to  me  that  there  may  be  at  the 
bottom  of  this  people,  whoever  they  may 
be,  who  instigated  the  Government  into 
this  action,  and  who  are  opposed  to  the 
works  carried  on  by  the  various  municipal 


authorities  of  the  country.     If  the  syndi- 
cated interests  of  the   country,  the  pro- 
moters of  private  companies,  who  have  so 
much  interest  in  the  Government,  are  the 
people  at  the  bottom  of  it,  we  ought  to 
Know.       When     a     mysterious     motion 
affecting  an   important  subject    of    this 
kind  is  moved  we  should  get  some  infor- 
mation, but  in  this  instance  one  of  the 
whips,   making  a   profound  bow   to  the 
Speaker,  tries  to  set  in  motion  a  piece  of 
machinery   which   undoubtedly    may   be 
fraught  with  the  greatest  interest  to  the 
country.     I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say 
that  the  municipal  authorities  object  to 
it.      My  opinion   is   that   the  municipal 
authorities  have  very  little  to  fear  at  the 
hands  of  this  or   any  other  Committee. 
I  have  no  authority  to  speak  for  the  cor- 
porations, but  I  am  able  to  state  with 
respect  to  the  great  industrial  concerns 
which  are  carried  on  by  the  coi-poration 
of  the  town  for  which  I  sit  in  this  House, 
that    they  are    the   source  of    enormous 
profit   to   the    ratepayers,  and   that  the 
profits  go  to  the  relief  of  rates  instead  of 
in  dividends  to  persons  who  do  nothing 
to  earn  them.      If  it  is  to  strike  a  blow 
at   that   class    of   trading   by   municipal 
corporations  I  think  the  Government  have 
been    ill-advised    indeed,    and    will    get 
themselves  into  considerable  trouble  and 
discredit  hy  having  anything  to  do  with 
the  stirring  up  of  a  matter  of  this  sort. 
This  proposed  inquiry  has  been  promoted 
by  those  who  are  jealous  of  the  trading 
capacity  of  our  municipal  authorities.    On 
these  grounds  1  protest  against  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Committee.     I  cannot 
imagine  why  it  is  suggested.  We  are  asked 
to  appoint  a  Committee  of  five  to  meet  a 
similar  number  of  Members  of  the  Upper 
House.      Who   invited  the  Members   of 
the  other  House  to  join  in  the  inquiry 
into  corporation  work  1     The  Members 
of  that  House  know  nothing  whatever  of 
municipal  life.      There    are  very  few  of 
them  who  know    anything   of   the  local 
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iiiiiii<    inlliiiMt(M>     »ln«'li     \M*  rjinnol    tnioo 
iiitl  III  uliirli  >\i'  Know  nothing. 
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.,rku»>;  \\\  M\\  \\i\\  to  luivko  lull  mxostii;;;* 
uon  V\w\  Mwy\  \\\\\\  ivli'tv'tiuuv  tho 
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irikxsii:,^  of  s%  "^rrries  of  commoa  cfaoHi 
'A hi^-h  -hoijd  >A  iiL^rtcd  in  Klls  broa^i 
U;fore  the  Hoa^s^.  I  aee  no  objectkm  to 
that.  I  ishould  like  to  ask  the  Goren- 
rnf;nt  if  they  will  kindlj  sav  what  ther 
pro[Xinf;  to  do  as  to  the  calling  of  erideiKe 
hr;fon;  this  Committee. 

TiiK  FMiESIDENT  of  the  BOABDor 
TkAbK  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon) :  Tlie 
hon.  M(iml>cr  for  Dundee  has  accuratdr 
(l(!H<;rih(Hl  the  position  taken  up  Inr 
tin;  (vovernment,  and  so  has  the  hon. 
M(^rnlN!r  for  South  -  west  Manchester. 
It  Ih  quite  a  mistake  to  sup- 
|>oH(t  that  this  motion  has  been  put 
down  with  the  smallest  intention  of 
making  any  attack  whatever  on  corpora- 
tiouH.  Nothing  was  further  from  the 
thoughts  of  the  Government.  It  is  ex- 
tronioly  dosinthle  that  inquiry  shouMbe 
niado  with  the  view  of  seeing  whether 
somo  oonolusions  cannot  be  arrived  at  u 
to  the  general  linos  which  should  befol- 
K>wtHi  not  only  with  regard  to  Bilk  of 
this  kind  U'forc  the  House,  but  also  with 
rcg;»ni  to  IVwi&ioiud  l>ivlers.  I  may  sty 
that  wo  :it  cho  IVvanl  of  Traile  neqoireio 
!i.i\  0  soino  kind  of  direction.  5uch  as  thai 
s'.igp^stivi.  in  vwior  :o  er;&i^e  us  to  deil 
:xr\^;x»rA*  w::h  iho  c\x*,aCAr-:  applicixkc^ 
:h,i:  .irt'  :v::-.i:  nx*.ic  :o  u*  by  cociun- 
:-.o".<       rh:*  h.v"   vV:-r5t,:rii:i  otoci*:^  hi? 
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where  both  Houses  have  to  take  action  it , 
lias  always  been  the  custom  that  the  two  ;' 
bodies  should  sit  together  and  arrive  at  a  j 
common  conclusion.  With  regard  to  the  ; 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee,  I  j 
have  to  say  that  it  is  very  desirable  and  ne-  j 
cessarv  that  this  Committee,  when  formed,  i 
thoiUa  have  the  power  of  calling  witnesses,  i 
When  the  Joint  Committee  is  nominated  { 
I  understand  a  motion  of  that  kind  will  I 
be  made.  With  regard  to  this  matter,  | 
the  Committee  should  be  empowered  to  i 
get  such  evidence  as  will  enable  them  to 
come  to  a  proper  conclusion  in  the  | 
matter.  i 

♦Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea) :  The  | 
right   hon.   Gentleman  has  forgotten  in  ; 
making  his  appeal  to  the  House  for  the 
appointment  of  this  Committee  that  this  , 
proposal  does  not  emanate  from  a  Govern- ' 
ment  Department  like  the  Board  of  Trade,  ; 
neither    did   it    spring  from  the  Local  | 
Government  Board,  which  is  the  proper  : 
Department  to  have  municipal  enterprise 
within  its  purview.     The  suggestion  for  j 
this   Committee   sprang  from  a  private  | 
Member    last    year.     It  was  down  for : 
three  months,  and  I,  with  a  number  of  1 
other  Members,  had  the  pleasure  of  sitting  i 
up   until  twelve   o'clock,   and  we  were 
successful    in     preventing    the     motion ' 
coming  on.     What  we  ought  to  know  is  i 
why   it  is  that  the    Government    have 
middenly  undertaken  the  responsibility  of  j 
backing  a  Committee  which   last    year  . 
they  would  have  nothing  at  all  to  do  with,  ! 
and  which  they  left  to  the  irresponsible  ' 
care  of  a  pri>ate  Member  who  had  very 
little  support  even  on  his  own  side.     Why 
was  it  put  down   List  year  1     I  think  I 
call  throw  a  little  light  upon  that  point. 
The  Government  brought  in  a  Bill,  and  a  | 
very  good  Bill,  for  nationalising  the  tele- 
phones in  a  large  direction.      The  hon. 
Member  who  put  the  motion  down  put  it , 
down  with   a  view   to   hanging  up   the  ' 
Crovemment  Bill.     It  was   supposed  to  ' 
have  served  its  purpose  for  that  session.  ■ 
But    it    did    not    succeed,    and    all    at  i 
once  we  found  it  removed  from  the  Paper. 
But   this  year  this  skeleton  Committee 
is  introduced  in  oi-der  to  be  used  against 
ct)rporation  Bills  and  municipal  enterprise 
with  precisely  the  name  object  us  it  was 
intended  to   have    with   regard   to    the  ' 
Government  Bill   for  dealing  with    the  . 
telephone  seiTice.     We  have  heard  not  a 
single  word  in  explanation  of  why  the  ' 
Crovcrnment  have  accepted  the  parentage 
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of  this  l>astai*d  Committee.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Boaixl  of  Trade  says  the  Board 
of  Trade  want  guidance.  If  that  is  so  let 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  the  Selection  Committee,  with 
representatives  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
meet  together  and  give  us  some  respon- 
sible reasons  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Joint  Committee.  If  it  is  for  uniform 
treatment  of  similar  Bills  on  similar  sub- 
jects in  different  Houses  in  order  to  secure 
consistency  in  regard  to  municipal  enter- 
prise, that  is  a  reason  one  can  respect,  and 
such  a  reason  may  contain  arguments  that 
we  can  understand.  But  when  we  find 
that  a  Committee  which  was  put  down 
last  year  to  block  a  Government  Bill,  and 
which  was  ineffectual  for  its  purpose,  is. 
now  turned  on  to  the  general  field  of 
municipal  enterprise,  I  am  indeed  sur- 
prised that  the  Government  should  have 
shown  such  poverty  of  reasons  and  such 
paucity  of  argument  in  favour  of  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  which  the 
state  of  municipal  enterprise  does  not  at 
this  moment  warrant.  What  is  the  reason 
for  this  Committee  1  Not  a  word  has 
been  given  to  tell  us.  What  is  the  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  it  'i  We  have  heard  of 
none.  What  is  the  necessity  for  it  from 
the  point  of  view  of  municipal  en- 
terprise 1  Is  municipal  enterprise 
in  this  country  incompatible  with  the 
ratepayers'  interests  or  with  public 
policy  ?  We  have  had  neither  speech 
nor  argument  to  contend  that  it  is. 
Where  is  the  evidence  that  municipal 
bodies  ought  to  be  put  upon  their  trial  ? 
In  the  absence  of  evidence  is  there  to  ])e 
a  rambling  inquiry,  a  fishing  expedition, 
to  last  foin-  or  five  years,  as  did  the 
Labour  Commission,  so  that  in  the  mean- 
time municipilities  like  Leicester,  Bir- 
mingham, Glasgow,  Manchester,  Dublin, 
and  other  places  should  be  prevented 
from  promoting  Bills  which  have  for  their 
object  the  benefit  of  the  ratepayers,  and 
the  promotion  of  which  has  the  full 
approval  of  the  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  inhabitants '' — l)ecau8e  the  House 
must  remember  that  no  Bill  can  be  intro- 
duced under  the  Borough  Fluids  Act  un- 
less it  has  three-fourths  of  the  ratepayers 
in  favour  of  it.  The  delay  caused  by 
this  Committee  will  impose  upon  the 
public  great  inconvenience.  The  gentlemen 
who  met  at  the  Society  of  Arts  will  then 
be  able  to  siiy,  "  Oh,  the  municipalities 
are  doing  nothing  for  electric  traction; 
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thoy  Jire  doing  nothing  to  link  up  the 
urban  districts  with  the  outside  h>cal 
uresis  :  they  are  supine  and  indifferent.  Let 
private  enterprise  come  in."  Through  this 
Committee  sitting  for  three  or  four  years 
private  enterprise  will  get  an  unfair  ad- 
vantage over  munici|)al  enterprise.  In 
a  \von.l,  this  Commit te(^  is  to  1k^  a  hang- 
ing Committee-  -the  kind  of  Committee 
the  Royal  Academy  appoint  a  week 
hetnre  the  Academy  opens.  This  Com- 
mittee is  to  be  for  hanging  up  the  pit)- 
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appointed  not  by  the  Selection  Com- 
mittee, but  b}'  this  House  itself.  I  have 
a  great  resjx^ct  for  the  House  of  LonU 
when  it  confines  itself  to  its  proper  work. 
["  Oh,  oh  1  "]  Ves,  I  havt» :  I  In^lieve  that 
if  private  enteiprise  tries  to  bull-dose 
and  chlorofoiTH  the  House  of  Commons, 
of  which  this  motion  is  an  e\idence,  we 
may  have  to  look  for  the  purity  of  oiir 
jiublic  life  and  the  presenatioii  of  oiir 
municii)al  rights  to  the  House  of  Lords  as 
a  second  line  of  defcTice  against  monopoly 


jects  of  municipal  enterpn'se  with  their  that  abuses  its  power  and   subordinates 

faces   to  the  wall,    so  that  the  compiuiy  Governments   t^    its    endt*.      But  I  am 

promoter    and   a   number  of    gentlemen  quite  prejmred  to  wait  until  the  necessity 

of  Oriental  mind  and  PLjistern  expression  for  that  condition  of   things  arises,     hi 

and     Babylonish     tastes     can     do   with  the  meantime,  the  House  of  Ijords  is  not 
eh'ctric  lighting  as  they  have  been  doing  '  the  Ixnly  which  knows  most  about  muni- 

with  certain  ix>rtions  of  the  Knglish  Con-  cipjd   government   and   municipal  enter- 


stitution  and  the  British  Kmpire,  con- 
vi'rting  legishitive  spheres  of  inHuence 
into  spheres  of  private  interest.  When 
I  ht?ard  this  CommitttM'  first  spoken  al)OUt 
1  thought  we  were  going  to  have  an  in- 
<lictniont  of  the  big  corporations.  Are 
<»ui-  municipal  coq)omtions  corrupt '?  No. 
Then  why  an  inquiry  ?  An*  they  ineffi- 
cient ?  The  test  of  efficiency  is  the  profit 
that  municii)al  enterprise  makt^s  for  the 
i<*duction  of  the  general  rates.  It  is 
b«*cause  they  are  efficn  :it,  and  con- 
<hKt  their  concerns  with  economy  and 
lai'ge  profit,  they  are  to  l)e  assailed.  Is  the 
iiH|uiry  necessary?  A])SohiteIy  no.  Why 
do  I  say  that '.'  B(»caus<'  evi»rv  municipal 
enteiprise  undertaktMi  l»y  a  local  authority 
is  subject  to  the  host  of  all  inquiries — 
the  criticism  of  the  rate]){ivers  who  |xiy  the 
rates.  Then  there  is  the  Provisional  Oixler, 
which  has  to  run  the  gaunth^t  of  both 
Houses,  at  First,  Second,  and  Third 
liea<ling,  and  al.^o  go  through  the  ordcid 
of  the  Committee  up.stairs.  Then  there 
is  the  audit  of  the  Local  (lovernment 
IJoard  -  not  a  single  shilling  can  be  spent 
on  clfctric  lighting,  watei',  tramways,  or 
niarkt»ts  unless  it  is  passed  by  the  auditor 
a|)|M tinted  by  eitlier  the  Local  (lovern- 
nient  Hoard  oi-  the  munici|Kdity  :  whilst, 
finally,  the  t(\st  of  election  every 
year  is  the  best  siif(»guard.  In  the 
absence  of  inelliciency,  extravagance,  and 
ronuption  in  our  municipal  life,  1  strongly 
piott^st  against  the  a])ix>intment  of  this 
('oininittee  as  a  slur  u|M)n  our  municiiwl 
iih"  a  municipal  life  whieli  deservedly 
n<fupies  the  highrst  ])ositi(»n  of  any 
innniei|)al  life  in  the  whole  civilised 
wnij<l.  Now  I  conu*  to  the  Committee 
itself.       This    Committee    ought    to   be  • 
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prise.  I  venture  to  say  that  this  is  a 
revolution  in  private  Bill  procedure  which 
ought  to  be  demanded  from  the  House 
onrv  by  sti-ong  facts  and  irresistible  argo- 
ment.  1  could  quite  understand  the 
a])pointnient  of  this  Committee  if  Glas- 
gow were  riddled  with  conniption  as 
Tammany  Hall  is  in  New  York.  ["Oh, 
oh ! "]  that  is  my  view,  and  I  express 
that  view  having  exiimined  that  institu- 
tion at  close  quarters,  and  so  far  as  I  am. 
concerned,  speaking  generally  of  muniripil 
life,  I  know  nothing  outside  this  countiy 
to  e<|ual  the  municipal  life  of  Great 
Brit^iin  and.  Ii-eland.  I  am  surprised  thai 
the  First  JjOitl  of  the  Trea.sury,  whose 
knowledge  of  nearly  every  phase  of 
national  life  does  him  credit,  and  has, 
]>erha|>s,  j)lace(l  him  where  he  is,  should 
liMid  himself  to  a  suggestion  of  this  kind. 
I  lis  (»wn  city  of  Manchester  is  opposed  to 
this  Committee,  and  many  of  the  Man- 
chester councilloi*s  regani  it  as  a  slight 
upon  the  local  life  of  their  district.  Many 
of  the  municipalities,  the  bulk  of  the 
members  from  which  support  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman,  siiy  that  this  is  a  super- 
fluous iiKiuiry  and  that  it  can  reveal 
nothing  which  the  Government  cannot 
know  more  clearly  without  its  aid. 
Kxcept  for  deferring  to  that  body 
of  com|>iiny  promoters  in  fjrehh^ 
the  LilK»rty  and  Propeity  Defence  League, 
and  except  for  pandering  to  the  ignorant 
prejudices  of  the  Ijord  Wemysses  and 
the  gang  of  coni]>any  promoters  who  met 
at  the  Society  of  Arts  three  months  ago, 
I  can  see  no  reason  for  this  Committee. 
I  do  appeal  to  the  First  Loiri  to 
recognise  that  if  this  Committee  is  ap- 
pointed and  sits  for  a  long  time  great 
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«hann  will  be  done  to  the  ratepayers'  in- 
terests of  this  country.  The  municipalities 
of  the  country  object  to  this  Committee, 
not  because  they  are  afraid  of  inquiry, 
•but  because  they  object  to  having  their 
•town  clerks  and  mayors  and  committees 
being  summoned  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons or  the  House  of  Lords  to  be 
interrogated  unnecessarily  by  a  Com- 
mittee that  cannot  know  as  much  about 
the  matter  as  the  auditor  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board.  It  is  l^ecause  the 
•appointment  of  this  Committee  is  dan- 
serous,  unnecessary,  and  is  merely 
demanded  by  a  small  clique  who  have 
made  too  much  fuss  in  the  country  about 
municipal  enterprise,  that  I  appeal  to  the 
House  of  Commons  not  to  support  the 
creation  of  this  Committee. 

♦Mr.  JEFFREYS   (Hampshire,  N.):   I 
«cannot  see  that  the  Committee  proposed 
by  this  motion  is  in  the  slightest  degree 
iiostile   to   the   interests   of  the   munici- 
IM&lities  ;  in  my  opinion  it  is  very  greatly 
in  their  favour,  and  I  am  sure  the  decision 
of  the  Committee  will  be  for  the  guidance 
of  the  Committees  upstairs.     I  have  l)een 
'Chairman  of  one  of   those   Committees, 
.and  have  had  the  greatest  trouble  iu  dis- 
criminating    where     municipal     trading 
.should  cease.     In   former  days,    munici- 
palities no  doubt  undertook  great  enter- 
3)rises  which   were  very  useful  for  their 
ratepayers,  but  those  undertakings  were 
.  always  confined  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
•corpomtion.      Now    schemes    have  been 
started  for  constructing  electric  tramways 
outside  the  borough  boundaries  altogether, 
.and  how  can  a  Committee;  upstairs  tell 
where  this  should  end  ?      We   want  the 
.guidance  of  the  House  upon  this  subject,  , 
.and  if  the  House  is  plea.sed   to  appoint  ! 
this  Committee,  I  think  some  conclusion  I 
will  be  come  to  in  the  matter  which  will 
be  in  the  interests   of  the   coiporations  I 
themselves,  because  they  will  l)e  saved  a  | 
great  deal  of  money  in  promoting  schemes  I 
which  they  will  know,  from   the  decision 
of  this  Committee,  could  not  get  through 
the  House.     In  reply  to  one  remark  of 
the  hon.  Member  opposite,  let  me  instance 
the  case  of  a  coi^ponition  which  brought 
forward  a  scheme  for  a   large  system  of  i 
electric  tramways  within  a  six  mile  radius  | 
of  the  corporation.     The  sclieme  may  be 
^ood,  or  it  may  Ikj  bad,  Imt  why  should 
it  stop  at  the  six  mile  radius  ?     Why  not 
have  a  twelve  mile  radius  'I      Why  not 
iwork  a  system  of  electric  tramways  or  a 


railway  to  connect  the  corporation  with 
some  other  town  ?  On  all  these  matters 
Committees  upstairs  require  direction. 
They  cannot  get  that  direction  from  the 
Orders  of  the  House.  It  is  most  im- 
portant in  defence  of  the  ratepayers 
that  the  House  should  lay  down  definite 
rules  iis  to  whether  the  corporations  are 
to  bring  forward  these  schemes,  and 
therefore  I  hope  the  House  will  pass  this 
motion. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddingtonshire) :  I 
must  congratulate  the  hon.  Member  for 
i  North  Hampshire  on  having  given  the  firet 
approach  to  an  intelligent  reason  for  the 
appointment  of  this  Committee.  I  quite 
admit  that  in  the  specific  case  which 
he  has  given  it  is  quite  proper 
that  there  should  be  cei-tain  well-defined 
consideiations  which  should  be  taken  into 
account  by  each  Committee,  and  that  the 
practice  upon  that  point  should  be  uni- 
form. But  the  motion  before  the  House 
goes  miles  beyond  anything  of  that  kind. 
We  are  asked  to  appoint  a  Select  Com- 
mittee "  to  consider  and  report  as  to  the 
principles  which  should  govern  powers 
given  by  Hills  and  Provisional  Orders  to 
municipal  and  other  local  authorities  for 
industrial  enterprise  within  or  without 
the  area  of  their  jurisdiction."  I  agree- 
with  my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Batterscii  in  the  suggestion  he  has  made 
as  to  the  origin  and  genesis  of  this  motion. 
I  cannot  bring  myself  to  believe  that  it  is 
the  spontaneous  idea  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opix)site.  Like  the  hon. 
Member  for  Battersea,  I  have  lively  recol- 
lections of  the  origin  of  this  motion.  The 
right  hon.  (xcntleman,  as  he  was  then,  hut 
who  is  now  a  distinguished  ornament  in 
another  place,  and  takes  a  strong  interest 
in  this  question,  because  he  holds  very 
strong  views  on  the  subject  of  nnnn'- 
cipal  trading,  was  the  real  author 
of  this  motion.  He  had  a  very 
definite  idea  in  his  mind ;  he  knew  what 
he  meant  by  disking  iov  a  Conunittee  to 
inquire  into  the  principles  which  should 
regulate  embarking  on  indastrial  enter- 
prise by  coiporations.  He  held  that  all 
eml^arki ng  on  industnal  enterprise  should 
l)e  discouraged  and  prohibited  by  the 
legislature  and  that  it  should  be  confined 
within  the  very  nan'owest  possible  limits. 
That  is  an  intelligent  position.  But  that 
is  not  a  question  for  any  Committee,  still 
less  a  Joint  Committee  of  the  two  Houses, 
to  inquire  into.     That  is  a  question  for 
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this  House  to  dotcrmino  after  debate,  i  the  Bills,  with  such  assistance  as  may  Ite 
and  it  may  turn  out  to  1)0  a  very  large  |  obtained  from  a  Select  Committee.  Take 
question,  in  regard  to  which  the  House  i  another  illustration.  We  have  hsul  a 
will  not  come  to  its  full  conclusion  at  '<  great  deal  of  difficulty  in  settling  the 
once.  For  my  part,  I  object  vcvy  much,  ;  (question  of  whether  the  power  of  supply- 
<>n  a  subject  in  legard  to  which  there  ing  electricity  in  bulk  should  l)e  given  m 
may  l)e  the  greatest  conflict  of  policy  i  private  companies  or  reserved  for  nmni- 
btjtween  this  liouse  and  the  other,  to  our  ;  cipal  corporations.  Why  was  that! 
finding  ourselves  hereafter,  whenever  a  Because  it  was  considered  by  the  House 
(juestion  arises  on  a  Private  I  Jill  as  to  the  ;  of  Commons  that  supplying  electrical 
course  to  be  tak(»n,  l)()und  by  a  decision  '  |)Ower  in  bulk  was  a  very  diffei-ent  thing 
of  a  Joint  C'ommittec^  o^er  which  we  have  irom  supplying  electric  light.  One  was 
no  contrr)]  -  a  decision  which  would  be  something  in  thfi  interests  of  the  piiMic 
thrown  in  our  teeth  upon  all  such  generally,  while  the  other  would  be  sup- 
occasions.  The  right  hon.  (lentleman  siiid  t  plied  to  a  comparatively  few  firms,  and 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  thought  guidance  :'  therefore,  in  the  view  of  many  mcmhers, 
was  wanted,  not  only  for  Select  C'ommit-  ■  a  proper  thing  for  private  persons  to  urider- 
tees  but  also  for  the  Board  itself.  What  take  rather  than  a  municipality.  That, 
guichince  are  they  likely  to  got  t  This  ■  again,  is  not  a  question  of  principle  which 
Committee  will  sit  and  take  evidence,  can  be  settled  by  a  Committee.  Y*m 
and  hciir  ol)jections  l)y  counst*!  if  neces- .  have  to  consider  the  enterprise,  the  state 
flary.  I  quit-e  see  that  it  might  get  a  large  ,  of  development  in  which  the  enterpri« 
amount  of  useful  infonnation.  But  what  '  is  —matters  which  may  be  entirely  dif- 
is  the  sort  of  question  we  have  to  con- !  ferent  in  five  years  time — and '  it  i> 
sider  i  This  is  not  a  Committee  whose  '  impossible  for  us  to  bind  our- 
f unction  it  will  be  to  frame  clauses  or  to  •  selves  by  any  hard-and-fast  rules,  whether 
draw  up  some  code  of  r(^strictions  on  ;  they  are  laid  down  by  ourselves  or  by  a 
legislation  such  as  those  embodied  in  the  '  Committee,  no  matter  how  eminent,  sitting 
model  clauses  dealing  witli  Provisional  >  upstairs.  The  whole  history  of  the  prat- 
Orders,  etc.  The  province  of  this  Com-  tico  of  this  House  with  regard  to  tnese 
mittee  is  something  very  nmch  wider  ;  it ,  matters  seem  to  show  that  this  is  a  matter 
is  to  consider  general  piiuciples  -general  which  cannotbe  considered  as  one  of  abstract 
principles  which  will  apply  to  the  v(jry  principle,  but  which  must  be  considered 
class  of  Bills  out  of  which  tliesc  general  upon  its  merits.  I  have  heard  nothing 
clauses  and  sections  liavo  arisen.  Take  a  intelligible  from  the  right  hon.  Ge^tI^ 
single  iUustration  wliicli  is  in  tlu^  minds  man  as  a  justification  of  the  appointment 
of  Hon.  Meml>ers  who  have  l>een  present !  of  this  Committee.  There  have  been  two 
through  this  sitting.  We  have  had  a  intelligible  reasons  put  forwarrl  in  the 
debate  upon  the  question  of  whether  debate.  One  is  the  question  of  whether 
the  London  County  Council  should  have  there  should  be  an  extension  of  tramways 
the  control  of  its  watei-  supply.  That  beyond  the  municipal  limits.  That  is  a 
debate  would  have  assumed  an  entirely  very  narrow  point,  and  much  too  small 
different  form  had  we  been  discussing  the  .  to  justify  this  motion.  The  other  is  the 
<luestion  of  whether  (llasgow  should  have  question  of  referring  the  whole  subject  of 
the  control  of  its  water  supply.  In  the  ,  municipal  trading  to  this  Committee, 
ciise  of  Glasgow,  just  as  in  the  ease  of  Against  that  suggestion  I  cei*tainly  pro- 
Birmingham  and  many  other  places,  the  test  on  behalf  of  the  proper  functions  of 
question  of  the  control  of  matters,  which  '  this  House.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
is  refused  for  sjKJcial  reasons  to  the  i  this  motion  is  one  which,  if  carried  into 
London  County  Council,  assumes  an  i  effect,  >nll  lead  to  the  sort  of  thing  with 
entirely  difierent  form.  It  is  not  I  which  we  have  l>ecome  fer  too  familiar 
a  (juestion  which  can  be  settled  by  j  within  the  last  five  years — namelv,  the 
any  decision  of  a  Committee  -whether  ;  pnictice  of  the  Gk)vemment  saying  •'There 
these  corporations  should  be  allowed  to  i  is  the  Report  of  a  Royal  Commissioiu  or 
indulge  in  industrial  enterprises,  such  as  i  of  a  Select  Committee,  or  of  a  Joint 
that  of  running  tramways.  It  is  a  ques-  j  Committee  which  lays  down  the 
tion  to  be  decided  with  reference  to  the  |  principles  on  which  this  case  must 
circumstances  of  each  municipality,  and  •  be  decided "  —  by  which  means  we 
that  can  only  be  determined  by  the  House  i  are  prevented  from  giving  full  considen- 
^fter  debate  on  the  Second  Reading  of  •  tion  to  the  principle  of  Bills  which  come 
Mr,  Ilaldaiie. 
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before  us.  I  dislike  this  practice  which 
is  growing  up  of  the  Government  shelter- 
ing itself  behind  Reports  of  Commissions 
-and  Committees.  That  practice  has  been 
<»rried  too  far,  and  this  is  an  instance  in 
nrhich  the  House  should  say  that  the 
matter  proposed  to  be  referred  to  this 
Committee  is  a  matter  which  it  is  for  the 
House  itself  to  determine,  and  with  the 
jurisdiction  over  which  the  House  vdW 
not  part. 

The  FIK^T  LORD  of  the  TRKA- 
8URY  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  venture  to  hope  that  this  discussion, 
which  has  been  a  very  instructive  one,  ^nll 
not  be  undidy  prolonged.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  I 
may  express  a  pious  hope,  at  all  events, 
that  it  will  not  be  unduly  prolonged; 
because,  after  all,  we  are  only  asking  for 
an  investigation  by  a  competent  tribunal 
into  a  problem  the  importance  of  which 
is  denied  by  nobody.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Battersea  stated  that  the  Govenmient 
had  taken  up  a  Committee  originally 
moved  for  in  this  House  by  a  private 
Member.  My  memory  for  details  is  not 
very  good,  but  I  believe  in  that  statement 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  inaccurate.  I  have 
been  given  a  reference  in  Hansard  which 
shows  that  on  March  2nd  last  year  I  was 
.asked  by  my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
North  Islington  whether  a  Committee 
could  not  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
this  question,  and  my  reply  was*  - 

"  In  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  I  have  to 
sav  that  the  important  qnestion  to  which  he 
relers  is  one  which  deserves  earlj  investigation, 
and  we,  the  Goyemment,  thmk  the  proper 
method  of  that  investigation  would  l>e  hy  a 
Joint  Committee  of  the  two  Houses." 

That  is  the  policy  which  I  stated  on 
behalf  of  my  colleagues  on  the  2nd  March 
last  year,  and  it  has  Iwjeu  the  policy  to 
which  we  have  ever  since  steadily  adhered. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  objects  to  this  policy,  as  I 
think  other  Members  also  have  objected 
to  it,  on  the  ground  that  a  Committee  of 
this  sort  appears  to  mean  the  passing  of  a 
jprima  facie  condemnation  upon  municipal 
trading,  and  that  it  appears  to  prejudge 
the  question  of  whether  municipalities 
are  to  be  allowed  to  go  beyond  the 
bare  necessities  of  life,  as  it  were, 
which  they  have  to  provide  for  their 
inhabitants,  and  to  launch  out  into  the 
illimitable  field  of  conunercial  enterprise. 

*  See  ITie  Fai'liamentarjf  Debates  [Fourth 
iSeries],  Vol.  Ixvii.,  {lage  1053. 


The  Government  do  not  desire  to  pro- 
judge  that  question.  We  do  not  desire 
to  lay  down  any  principles  for  the 
guidance  of  the  Committee.  We  do  not 
say  whether  it  is  right  or  whether  it  is 
wrong,  that,  in  addition  to  supplying 
pi-oper  highways,  proper  police  protection, 
gas,  water,  and  so  forth,  municipilities 
should  go  further,  and,  either  within  theii' 
own  area,  or  still  more,  without  their  own 
area,  deal  with  these  larger  commercial 
concerns.  I  believe  myself  that  in  many 
cases  these  commercial  undertakings  may 
very  properly  be  entered  into  by  munici- 
palities. That  is  my  own  personal  opinion. 
But  what  we  ask  for  is  not  a  judgment 
upon  that  abstnict,  or  more  or  less 
abstract,  question  ;  it  is  for  some  general 
guidance  for  this  and  the  other  House  as 
to  the  method  by  which  we  are  to  deal 
from  time  to  time  with  the  innumerable 
practical  problems  which  come  before  us 
in  connection  with  private  Bill  legislation, 
and  also  in  connection  with  matters  for 
which  the  Government  are  responsi])le. 
As  has  been  pointed  out  by  one  of  the 
Chairmen  of  these  Committees,  the  C-om- 
mittees  of  this  House  have  no  guidance 
upon  the  geneml  principles  which  should 
regulate  their  action.  Is  that  a  fair  }M)si- 
tion  into  which  to  put  four  gentlemen 
chosen  from  among  Members  of  the  House 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection,  and  ask 
them  thus'  to  deal  with  great  compliciited 
(juestions  ?  They  are  competent  to  deal 
professionally  with  evidence  placed  before 
them,  but  it  is  too  much  to  ask  them, 
without  any  mandate  from  this  House, 
and  without  any  general  principles  laid 
down  for  them  by  this  House,  to  deal 
with  what  are  after  all  great  questions  of 
I)olicy.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  appears  to  think 
that  a  Joint  Committee  of  the  two  Houses 
would  have  some  coercive  action  in  the 
policy  which  this  House  or  the  other 
House  should  pursue.  That  is  really  not 
the  case.  This  House  woiUd  have  before 
it  the  Report  of  that  Committee,  and  the 
evidence  upon  which  that  Report  was 
founded.  It  would  neither  be  obliged  to  ac- 
cept the  Report  in  general  nor  ina^rticular 
instance  give  application  to  it.  The  House 
might  even  reverse  it.  Our  freedom  of 
action  >vill  be  wholly  unimpaired,  but 
some  machinery  will  be  provided  by  which 
the  arguments  and  the  evidence  on  either 
side  will  be  put  before  us  in  some  intelli- 
^ble  and  assimilable  form.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  says  this  is  a  question 
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upon  whicli  the  House  itself  should  decide,    we  are  likely  to  beoome  more  and  more 
How  is  the  House  to  decide  and  by  what  I  familiar  as  time  goes  on. 
machinery  can  the  House  decide  particular  j 

issues    now  ?     A    particular  case    comes  \      Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  In  support- 
before  us.      On  that  particular  case  no  '  ing  this  proposal  the  right  hon.  Cientle- 
4loubt  we  Ciin  decide  now,  and  on  that  '  man  described  it  as  having  for  its  chief 
piirticular  case  wo  should  still  be  able  to  '  object  the  protection  of  the  ratepayei^. 
<lecide    after    the   Joint  Committee   has  i 

repoitcd.     But  how  can  we  come  to  any        Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :    I   never  sail 
decision  upon  the  Inroad  question  of  policy  '  that, 
to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  ' 

has  referred  ?    It  is  something  to  produce  I      Mr.  DILLON  :  I  want  to  ask  any  Iuhl 
an    abstract    resolution    on    a    Tuesday  \  Member  who  supports  this,  what  evidem-e 
afternoon,  l)ut  is  the  Government  to  come  '  he  can   lay  l>efore  this  House  that  tbe 
forward   and   lay   l)efore   the   House   an  I  ratepayers  have  asked  for  this  protection, 
abstract  resolution  in  i-egard  to  municipal  |  Before  we  are    asked  to  consent  to  this 
taiding  ?     Is  that  to  ])e  debated  all  night,  '  measure,  which  has  been  described  hx  an 
and  finally  to  be  voted  'upon,  and  is  such  ;  hon.  Member  opposite   as  a  measure  for 
a  debate  and  division  to  be  any  guidance    the  protection  of  the  ratepayers,  ought  we 
.as    to    policy  ?       Such    a    de])ate     and  |  not   to   have   from  its   supporters  «)me 
^livision   would    not    be    of    any    value  j  statement  that  a  considerable  minority  of 
■unless     we    came     to     it     armed    with  '  the  ratepayers  are  anxious  for  this  pnv 
.all    the    assistance    which     the     lieport  I  tection  ?   The  very  reverse  is  the  fact,    h 
of  a  Joint  Committee  is  so  well  (|ualified  i  is  not  a  proposal   which    has  emanated 
to  give.     I  confess  it  seems  to  me  that  ]  from  any  body  of  ratepayers  outside  this 
those  who  wish  to  refuse  this  Committee,    House.     It   had   its  origin  in  a  hand  oi 
t(»  closure  this  investigation,  are  deliber-  I  Gentlemen  in  this  House  who  are  inter- 
ately  giving  their  veixlict  for  chaos  rather  ■  ested  in  the  promotion  of  great  schemes 
than    for   order.      They   are    asking  the  '  of  private  enterprise.     What  are  the  facts 
House  to  proceed  to  deal  with  enormous  |  which  are  known  to  the  citizens  of  muiii- 
<iuestions  affecting  the  corporate   rights  \  cipalities  in  great  Britain   and  IrdancL 
and  inteiests  of  immense  ])odies  of  rate-  '  Every  year  they  are  beleaguered  andheset 
payers   in  a    piecemeal   fashion   and    at  !  by  syndicates  and  private  companies  wh<» 
ha])hazard.     That  is  not  a  course  which  ;  are   (jndeavouring   to  grasp  those  ent^r- 
the  Government  can  recommend,  and  I  i  prises  which    ought   to   be  a  legitimiite 
earnestly   ask    the    House — not  to   bind  |  field  for  municipal  trading,  such  as  electric 
.themselves  to  follow  the  Repoit  which  a    lighting  and  tramways.     I  live  in  a  city 
JointCommittceof  both  Houses  may  come  \  where  the  tramways  have  passed  into  the 
to,    not   to   bind   themselves    blindly    to    hands    of    a     company    which    is   now 
atMiuiesce  in  a  decision  which  five  repre-  ;  making  exxellent  pi*ofits.     I  should  have 
.sentatives  of  this  House  and  five  repre-  i  preferred    to  see  those   profits  going  ti» 
sentatives  of  the  other  House  may  come  '  the  relief  of  the  rates  in  the  city.     Every 
to,  but  to  give  themselves  the  chance  c)f  '  municipality  in   the   country  is  iKJsiegwi 
I  having  the  evidence  collected  and  decided  '  by  these  syndicates  and   companies  who 
upon  by  a  competent  tribunal.     If  after  |  are    endeavouring   to    get   hold  of   th« 
'that  investigation  the  House  should  difier  i  valuable  monopolies.     What  do  we  hear 
.from  the  Report  of  the  Joint  Committee  !  from  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trwle^ 
(and  the  House  of  Commons  very  often  !  He    declared,   in    a  very   extraordinary 
does  differ  from   its  Committees),  at  all  |  speech,     that     the     Local     Government 
e\  ents  we  shall  do  it  with  knowle(lge  and  I  l^ard  wanted  guidance.     But  this  ques- 
not  in  ignorance,  knowing  what  is  alleged  i  tion  only  turned  up  last  year,  when  the 
on  either  side.     If  we  differ,  even  in  that  |  right  hon.  Gentleman    the   Member  for 
case  our  action  will  be  incomparably  more    the  liOndon  University  and  the  Meml^er 
profitable  to  the  community  at  hirge,  to  !  for  North  Islington  made  a  proposal  in  re- 
the  great   corporations  of  this    country,  ;  gard  to  the  telephone  monopoly.  The  pro- 
and  to  the  work   of   private  enterprise,     iM)sal  before  the  House  is  manifestly  one 
than  the  haphazard  and  random  dealing  i  made  in  the  interests  of  sjmdicates,  oom- 
with  great  interests  with  which  we  have  |  panics,  and  private  enterprise  as  against 
got   familiar  in   recent  years,  and  with  i  municipjU  enterprise.      No  attempt  ha* 
.which,  unless  this  Committee  is  appointed,  i  been  made  to  show  that   the  ratepayers 
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ai  the  country  are  interested  in  this  pro- '  liope  in  that  diiTCtioii.  \\V  aiv  told  that 
|K»siil.  Has  any  attempt  been  made  to  ,  we  want  guidance  and  enhghtenment 
show  that  the  ratepayers  of  th(^  groat !  from  a  Committee  that  is  to  investigate 
municipalities  of  this  country  have  \  this  matter  in  an  abstract  sense.  In  my 
auflfei-ed  by  the  municipalities  getting  1  opinion  the  proper  guidaiico  on  municipal 
hold  of  and  extending  their  grip  over  |  development  shoukl  be  sought  from  the 
industrial   enterprises?     It  is   <iiutc   the  i  experience  of  the  Boiird  of  Trade  and  the 


<liutc 
contrary,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  in 
every  instance  in  which  a  gi*eat  munici- 
palit3'  has  got  hold  of  some  great  industrial 
iindortaking,  the  result  has  l)een  l)cyond  all 
«lucstion  a  great  saving  to  the  ratepayers. 
There  is  not  a  single  shred  of  founda- 
tion for  this  <.»xti-aordinary  new  dej^u- 
tui-e  iu  favour  of  private  cnterpiise.  In 
l>ublin  we  pi-ovided  oui-selves  twenty 
ywirs  ago  with    one   of   the  l)eat    water 


experience 

Local  Government  Boaixl.  Kven  if  such 
a  proposal  is  necessary,  1  do  press  upon  tlu; 
(lovernment  and  the  House  that  the 
proper  way  to  lay  a  foundation  for  such  a 
measure  would  be  to  api)oint  a  Committee 
of  this  House  and  not  a  Joint  Committee. 
Why  ditl  hon.  Memliers  oj)jx)site  during 
the  telephone  struggle  suggest  a  .loint 
Committee  of  the  two  Houses?  They 
suggested   that  becaus(»   they  knew  that 


supplies  in  the  country,  and  there  is  no  j  the  friends  of  private  enterprise  would  be 


dount  that  we. have  saved  our  ratepiyers 
eiiormoiLs  siuns  of  money  by  having  got 
this  great  industrial  enterprise  in  our 
hands  at  the  very  beginning.  Our 
experience  goes  to  show  that  the  gi-owth 


found  on  that  Committee  in  a  sweeping 
majority.  Whatever  chance  thei-e  might  bo 
for  ))rivate  enterprise  inaConmiitteeof  this 
House,  a  joint  Committei*  would  be  bound 
to  give  the  syndicates  and  the  compmy 


of    these    municipal  enterprises,  and  the    promotoi-s  a   majority.     It   is   ridiculous 
gradual  extinction  of  monopolies  in  gas,  !  for  the  Goveniment  to  tell  us   that  no 


water,  electric  lighting,  and  tramway 
companies  has  l>een  a  growth  of  progress 
marked  by  immense  saving  to  the  rate- 
payers of  the  country.  And  what  do 
the  Gk)veniment  say  l  I  never  heard  a 
more  lame  defence.  All  they  say  is  that 
we  had  chaos,  and  now  we  want  oixler 
and  guidance.  If  you  had  had  order 
and  guidance  in  this  matter  twenty 
\'ears  ago  we  should  have  made  no 
progress  at  all.  Why  have  these  great 
principles  gmdually  been  estabh'shcd  '? 
Tliey  can  only  be  estal)lislied  piecemeal 
by  applx'ing  yourself  to  the  ])aiticular 
cii-cumstances  of  the  case.  I  say  it  is 
liecause  you  had  chaos  that  you  suc- 
ceede<l,  and  bec^uise  you  were  not  l>ound 
by  the  rules  of  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  After  half  a  century  of 
free  action  in  dealing  with  this  municijnd 
question,  suddenly  the  iJoard  of  Trade  and 
the  Local  Goverimient  fkwu-d  awake  to 
the  fact  that  we  are  in  the  midst  of 
chaos,  and  that  we  wmnot  proceed  any 
fuither  without  guidance.  And  remember, 
the  guidance  sought  is  not  to  come  from  a 
Committee  of  this  lIous«\  but  the  House 
of  Lords  is  to  be  ask(Ml  to  teach  us  how  to 
deal  with  municipal  atl'airs.  1  do  not 
think  that  the  record  of  the  House  of 
l^ords  in  connection  with  nnuiicipal 
development  is  so  biilliant  that  we  ought 
to  seek  its  assistance.  T\\i\  House  of 
Jiurds  is  i)enncated  with  company  diivctors 
and  company  promoters,  and  tliere  is  no 


harm  can  ])e  done  hy  this  innocent  in- 
vestigation, and  that  we  shall  be  just  as 
free  afterwai-ds  to  reject  its  decisions  if 
we  choose.  That  stiitement  might  do 
very  well  for  an  hon.  Member  elected 
yesterday,  without  exiwrience  in  this 
House,  but  for  those  who  have  been  here 
fifteen  years  it  is  rather  absurd  to  try 
and  throw  dust  in  our  eyes  in  that  fashion. 
Kvery  hon.  Meml)cr  who  knows  the  pnic- 
tice  and  customs  of  this  House  knows 
very  well  that  the  Kepoil  f»f  such  a  Com- 
mittee would  be  thrown  in  our  teeth  in 
every  debate  upon  this  subject.  Such  a 
Report  would  inevit4i])ly  have  great  weight, 
and  would  affect  the  votes  of  many  hon. 
Membei's  of  this  House.  Undoubuully 
the  Committees  upstairs  would  accept  the 
decisions  of  the  Joint  Committee  as  their 
guiding  principles,  and  it  could  have  no 
other  possible  cti'ect  than  to  limit  the 
freedom  of  th(i  Committees  of  this  House. 
It  is  because  I  believe  that  such  a  limiting 
of  the  Committees  of  this  House  would  be 
a  distinct  (»vil  and  a  retrogiado  step  that 
I  am  opiK>sed  to  the  appointment  of  this 
.loint  Committee  altogether.  I  believe 
that  the  true  princi[)le  to  adopt  in 
approaching  the  consideration  of  this 
(|uestion  of  nnuii(ij)al  enterprise  is 
to  allow  the  present  machinery, 
which  has  worke<l  admirably,  to  work 
still,  and  to  allow  tin*  Con  unit  tees  of  this 
House  to  apply  tlu'ir  intelligrncf,  fi^e  of 
anv  more  fetters  than  tlnise  which  alrciidv 


Army  (Annital) 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


770 


exist  in  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House, 
to  the  consideration  of  the  circumstances 
of  each  individual  case;  to  allow  their 
decisions  to  be  freely  reviewed  by  Mem- 
l>ers  of  this  House ;  and  to  proceed  un- 
checked and  unfettered  until  the  time 
arrives  when  it  may  be  desirable  to  in- 
troduce some  general  measure  which 
ought  to  orginate  in  this  House  and  over 
which  this  House  ought  to  have  full  con- 
trol. I  object  to  this  proposal  because  I 
think  the  time  has  not  come  by  many 
years  for  any  investigation  of  the  kind. 
There  is  no  call  for  this  propostd  outside 
this  House,  and  there  is  not  a  shred  of 
evidence  to  show  that  it  is  demanded  by 
the  public  outside  this  House.  But  even 
if  it  were  proved  and  admitted  that  such 
an  investigation  is  required,  such  investi- 
gation ought  to  be  carried  out,  in  the 
first  instance,  by  a  Committee  appointed 
by  this  House,  and  it  should  not  be  a 
Joint. Committee  appointed  at  the  request 
of  Gentlemen  who  have  made  no  secret 
of  their  desire  to  promote  and  increase 
the  sphere  and  the  development  of  com- 
panies and  syndicates  as  compared  with 
municipal  effort.  Hon.  Members  opjwsite 
have  made  no  secret  of  their  hostility  to 
municipal  effort,  and  they  desire  to  refer 
it  to  a  Joint  Committee,  because  they 
believe  that  by  so  doing  they  will  secure 
a  majority  in  favour  of  private  enterprise. 

Mr.  JONATHAN  SAMUEL  (Stock- 
ton) :  After  listening  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Hampshire,  I  have 
my  doubts  as  to  the  wisdom  of  this  House 
passing  this  motion  to-night  without 
further  discussion.  I  am  certainly  alarmed 
at  the  prospect,  because  I  know  some  cor- 
porations that  have  purchased  their-gas 
works  under  Bills  as  far  back  as  1 858.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Hampshire  pressed 
for  a  Committee  last  week  which  rejected 
a  Bill  because  it  extended  the  tramways 
beyond  the  borough,  although  that  has 
l>een  the  universal  practice.  There  is 
hardly  a  corporation  in  this  country  which 
has  been  granted  private  Bills  for  the  supply 
of  water  or  gas  which  has  not  the  power 
to  go  beyond  the  borough  lK)undary. 
What  would  be  the  position  of  many  of 
our  rural  districts  near  our  large  towns  if 
corporations  were  prevented  from  supply- 
ing them  with  puie  water  and  with  gas  1 1 
I  believe  that  in  every  case  where  the  i 
House  of  Commons  has  given  the  power  j 
to  a  corporation  to  purchase  the  gas  or  | 
water  supplies,  such   supplies  go  beyond  i 

J//'.  Mlh^L 


the  borough  boundary.  There  are  many 
private  companies  which  have  tramways  in 
our  large  towns.  These  private  companies 
have  the  right  to  run  through  the 
borough,  and  are  connected  with  the 
su])urbs  of  the  town.  If  this  Joint  Com- 
mittee were  to  report  to  the  House  that 
in  no  Bill  in  future  should  a  corporation 
be  allowed  to  go  beyond  the  borough 
boundary,  then  the  very  power  which 
has  been  given  to  many  corporations  to 
purchase  the  tramways  will  be  nullified. 
As  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  has 
pointed  out,  you  cannot  draw  a  hard- 
and-fast  rule,  and  you  must  treat  every 
Bill  upon  its  merits.  You  must  judge 
every  private  Bill,  whether  for  the  supply 
of  water,  gas,  electricity,  or  tramways, 
upon  its  merits,  because  hard-and-fast 
rules  will  not  apply  to  different  private 
Bills.  I  know  that  there  is  a  feeling  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  against 
municipalities,  and  particularly  the 
London  County  Council,  having  the 
right  which  has  been  conferred  upon 
almost  every  municipality  in  the  country 
of  supplying  water  to  the  people  within 
the  London  area.  I  do  appeal  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  at  least 
adjourn  this  debate  to-night  before 
coming  to  any  decision,  because  the 
Association  of  Municipal  Corporations 
are  holding  a  meeting  on  Saturday,  and 
they  are  very  much  opposed  to  this  reso- 
lution. If  they  learn  on  Saturday  that 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
appoint  this  Committee  with  a  view  of 
restricting 

It  being  midnight,  the  debate   stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon   Monday 
next. 

ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Grant  Lawson  (Yorkshire,  N.B.,. 
Thirsk)  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  : — 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid)  said 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  in  the  Act  of 
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last  year  tho  forces  mentioned  were 
184,853,  whereas  in  this  Bill  the  number 
was  put  at  430,000.  He  merely  desired 
to  call  attention  to  the  enormous  in- 
crease. 


Clause  agreed  to. 


Clause  4  : — 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chainnan  do  report  progress  ; 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."-  -{Mr,  Fhjnn.) 

But  it  appearing  to  the  Chairman  that 
the  motion  was  an  abuse  of  the  Kules  of 
the  House,  he  declined  to  propose  the 
Question  thereupon  to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  for  War  to  give  him  an  ex- 
planation of  the  words  "from  time  to 
time."  The  clause  provided  tliat  the 
Secretary  of  State  might  from  time  to  time 
vary  the  condition  of  service  and  extend 
the  term  of  the  original  enlistment  up  to 
twelve  years. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Mr.  Wyndham, 
Dover) :  I  have  already  announced  to  the 
House  in  respect  to  artillery  that  we  pro- 
pose to  take  enlistments  for  oim  year.  As 
the  law  stood  before,  if  an  artilleryman 
wanted  to  re-engage  after  one  year's 
service  he  could  only  re-engage  for 
another  eleven  years.  That  is  the  inter- 
pretation placed  upon  those  woi-ds  by 
lawyers.  I  think  the  hon.  Member  is 
confusing  service  with  the  colours  with 
the  service  of  the  Reservists.  All  we  are 
asking  for  now  is  more  elbow-room  in 
dealing  with  a  new  pro])lem. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  : — 

Mr.  CALDWTELL  said  he  desired  to 
know  from  the  Under  Secretary  what  was 
meant  by  this  clause. 

VOL.  LXXXL    [FouKTH  Series.] 


Mr.  WYNDHAxM  :  Our  object  is  to 
make  Sub-section  161  consistent  with 
Sub-section  79.  Sub-section  79  lays 
down  that  if  a  man  is  convicted  of 
desertion  or  fraudulent  enlistment  he 
shall  forfeit  his  previous  service,  but  the 
Secretai-y  of  State  may  give  it  him  back 
again.  At  the  present  time  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  not  the  power  to  give 
him  back  that  service.  Sub-section  161 
deals  with  cases  of  crime  discovered  after 
three  years  service.  If  a  soldier  behaves 
in  an  excmplaiy  manner  for  three  years 
he  can  have  extended  to  him  the  benefit 
of  Sub-section  79,  and  he  can  have  also  that 
;  service  which  he  had  previously  forfeited. 

i 

Mr.  CALDWELL  contended  that  the 
I  forfeiture  was  only  in  regard  to  fraudu- 
I  lent  enlistment,  and  desertion  did  not 
,  come  into  the  section.  He  had  studied 
;  the  enormous  number  of  alterations  and 
'■'  amendments  to  this  Act,  and  he  would 
>lefy  anybody    but   an    expert   to   make 

either    head   or   tail    of   the  Army  Act. 

He  had  asked  before  that  the  Act  should 

be  consolidated  and  put  into  a  convenient 

form. 


J      Mr.  WVXDHAM  :  I  do  not  profess  to 
;  be  an  expert  upon  the  interpretation  of 
I  legal  documents,  and  I  leave  that  to  the 
I  hon.   Member  opposite.     Upon  the  ques- 
;  tion  of  proper  legal  phraseology  we  are 
'  bound  to  ])e  guided  by  our  legal  counsel. 
This  Amendment  has  been  very  carefully 
i  devised  to  effect  an  object  to  which  every 
single  person  in  this  House  agrees,  and  I 
cannot  accept   the   interpretation  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  puts  upon  this  section. 
I  think   I  may  take   it   that  every  hon. 
Meml)er   of   this  House  would  wish  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  have  power  to  for- 
give this  forfeiture  of  service. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  contended  that  it 
'  was  no  answer  to  say  that  the  section  had 
been  carefully  prepared.  It  did  not  need 
experts  to  interpret  language  of  that 
kind,  and  if  the  Government  intended  to 
give  the  Secretary  of  State  the  power  he 
asked  for,  a  reference  was  required  as  to 
where  the  forfeiture  came  in  under  the 
Act. 

L>  H 


Adjournment  of 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight):  I 
have  not  had  my  attention-  drawn  to  that 
point,  but  I  will  undertake  to  look  it  up 
before  the  Report  stage  is  reached. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  said  it  was  no  use 
trying  to  put  him  off  in  that  way,  and  he 
begged  leave  to  move  to  report  progress. 

Committee  report  progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 


CENSUS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Considere<l  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Grant  Lawson  (Yorkshire,  N.R., 
Thirsk),  in  the  Chair.] 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  What  provi- 
sion is  made  in  the  Act  as  to  the  form  the 
census  is  to  take  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  London- 
derry, N.) :  The  hon.  Meml)er  will  see 
that  it  is  the  same  form  as  used  hitherto. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  know  that  provision 
is  made,  but  my  point  is  whether  the 
number  will  be  ascertained  in  each 
barony,  or  what  area  will  be  enumerated. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  The  number  will  be 
ascertained  in  each  area  of  local  adminis- 
tration. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  That  means  district 
councils  districts. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  Yes,  that  is  so. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment;  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 


CHARITAHLE  LOANS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Motion  made,  and  question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  will,  upon  Monday  next, 
resolve  into  Committee  on  the  Bill." 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  We  have 
been  waiting  here  night  after  night 
watching  this  Bill,  and  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers  interested  in  it  are  leaving  for  Ire- 


land. I  do  wish  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  would  put  it  down  for  some 
day  after  Easter,  to  enable  those  who  lost 
their  chance  of  speaking  on  the  second 
reading  to  have  a  reasonal)le  debate  upon 
it.  I  put  it  to  the  Attorney  General 
that  it  is  very  unfair  to  bring  it  on  in  this 
way. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  I  propose  putting 
it  down  for  Monday.  I  should  be  very 
reluctant  to  put  it  off  until  after  Easter. 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  consent  to 
that  course. 

Mr.  DILLON:  Our  experience  goes 
to  show  that  there  is  very  little  chance 
of  reaching  it  on  Monday,  and  the 
Attorney  General  gives  us  no  pledge  that 
it  will  be  taken  upon  that  day. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  (Donegal, 
S.) :  The  chances  are  that  the  Bill  will 
not  come  on  for  discussion  on  Monday. 
We  do  not  want  to  block  the  Bill,  and 
perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
give  us  the  assiu^nce  that  he  will  put  this 
Bill  off  until  after  Easter. 

Mr.  DALY  (Monaghan,  S.) :  The 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  came  on  last 
Thiu^sday  night,  and  we  had  not  a  fair 
opportunity  of  considering  it.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  got  the  Second 
Reading  through  without  opposition,  I 
hope  he  will  agree  to  what  we  ask  him 
to  do. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon.  Member 
object  to  Monday  'i 

Mr.  DALY :  I  do  object. 

Mr.  Speaker  having  ascertained  by 
the  preponderance  of  voices  that  the 
majority  of  the  House  desired  that  the 
Committee  should  be  deferred  till  Monday 
next.  Committee  deferred  acoonlingly  till 
Monday  next. 


COAL  MINES  (PROHIBITION  OF  CHILD 
LABOUR   UNDER(iKOUNl))   BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  conimitt<Kl  for 
Mondav  next. 


Adjounietl  at  twenty-five  luinates 
before  One  of  the  clock. 


r 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


HAMMOND  (G.  H.)  COMPANY  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

'Committed. 


with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  the 
opposition  thereto  having  been  with- 
dmwn ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table :  The  orders  made  on  the  27th  of 
February  last  and  8th  instant  discharged ; 
and  Bill  committed  for  Tuesday  next. 

SUXDKKLAND  COKPOHATIOX  BILL 

[H.L.]. 


NOKTH-KASTKHX  RAILWAY  BILL [h.l.]. 

SCOTTISH  AMEUICAN  INVESTMENT    i  ^^^'^TH-EASTF^^^^^      ,V.^^^^^'^^'    (STEAM 
COMPANY,  LIMITED,  BILL  [ill.].  VESSELS)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

A  petition  of  Messrs.  Faithfull  and  Ilei)ort  from  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
Owen,  of  Dacre  House,  Victoria  Street,  !  That  the  p:Arl  of  Harewood  be  proposed 
Westminster,  solicitors,  praying  that  \  ^^  ^^^  House  as  a  member  of  the  Select 
SUnding  Order  No.  91  may  be  dispensed  '  Committee  on  the  said  Bills  in  the  place 
with,  and  that  the  Bill  may  be  read  a  i  ^^  ^^^  Lord  Blythswood  ;  read,  and  agreed 
second  time  ;  read,  and  oi-dered  to  lie  on  ^• 
the  Table ;   and  Stamling  Order  No.  91 

to  be  considered  on  Mon^y  next  in  order       MOTHERWELL  WATER  BILL  [h-l.].  . 
to  its  being  dispensed  with  in  respect  of  |         CHURCH'S  PATENT  HILL  [h.l.]. 


the  said  Bill. 

LONDON,  BRIGHTON,  AND   SOUTH 
COAST  RAILWAY  BILL  [h.l.]. 

The  Queen's  consent  signified  ;  and  Bill 
reported  from  the  Select  Committee  with 
Amendments. 

PAIGNTON  URBAN  DISTRICT    WATER 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

The  consent  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  in 
fight  of  his  Duchy  of  Cornwall,  signified  ; 
and  Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments. 

KINGSTONUPON-THAMES     CORPORA- 
TION    BILL   LH.L.]. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Amendments. 

RHYMNEY    IRON    COMPANY  HILL 

[H.L.]. 

NE>VTON    AND    LLANLLWCHAIARN 
URBAN    DISTRICT   GAS    RILL   [h.l.]. 

COIiK,    BANDON.  AND    SOUTH  COAST 
RAILWAY    BILL   [h.l.]. 

GUN    BARREL    PROOF   ACT,    1868, 
AMENDMENT   BILL   [h.l.]. 

GREAT   SOUTHERN  AND  WESTERN 
RAILWAY    BILL   [h.l.]. 

IMSCHENETZKY'S    URALITE    PATENT  I 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

Reported  with  Amendments. 
LONDON    SEA    WATER   SUPPLY  BILL 

[U.L.]. 

Report  from    the    Select  Committee, 
That  the  Committee  had  not  proceeded 

VOL.  LXXXI.     [Fourth  Skries.] 


Ivcad  3",  and   passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

AIRDRIE,  (X)ATBRIDi;K,  AND  DISTRICT 
WATER  TRUST  BILL. 

HARTLEPOOL  GAS  AND  WATER  BILL. 

MORECAMBE  URBAN  DISTRICT 
COUNCIL  ((;AS)  BILL. 

OSSETT  CORPORATION   GAS  BILL. 

SOUTHPORT  EXTENSION  AND  TRAM- 
WAYS  RILL. 

SOUTHPORT  CORPORATION  TKAM 
WAYS  BILL. 

WAKEFIELD  CORPORATION   MARKET 
BILL. 

WETHERBY  DISTRK'T  AVATER  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  I"  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 


MILITARY  LANDS  PROVISIONAL 
ORDKR  BILL. 

Read   3^    (acconling    to   Order),    a! id 
passed. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


MERCANTILK     MA  BINE     (COLOUB 
TESTS). 

llcp^rt  on  the  sight-tests  used  in  the. 
Mercantile  Marine  for  1899  (in  continua- 
tion of  Parlianientiiry  Paper  [C.-924H])  : 
Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered  Ut 
lie  on  the  Tabic. 

2  I 
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Pnviite  Bill 


MILITIA    ACT,     1882     (DEPUTY 
LIEUTENANTS). 

I.  Return  of  descriptions  of  qualifica- 
tions of  deputy  lieutenants  lodged  during 
1899,  as  furnished  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland. 

II.  Return  of  deputy  lieutenants  dis- 
placed during  1899,  as  furnished  to  the 
Chief  Secretiiry  for  Ireland. 

Liiid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 
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HARTLEPOOL  GAS  AND  WATER  BILL. 


SOUTHPORT  EXTENSION  AND   TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


STOCKPORT     CORPORATION 
WAYS    BILL. 


TRAM 


PETITION. 


INEBRIATES  AMENDMENT  (SCOT- 
LAN  D)  BILL    [H.L.]. 

Petition  in  favour  pf,  of  County 
Council  of  Renfrew ;  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  tht*  Table. 


CENSL'S  (IRELAND)    BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1  <*  ; 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  42.) 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five 
minutes  l^fore  Five  of  the 
clock,  to  Monday  next,  Eleven 
of  the  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 

Friduf/,  SOth  March,  1900. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 


I^RIVATE  lULLS  [Lords]  (STANDING 
ORDERS  NOT  PREVIOUSLY  IN- 
QUIRED INTO  COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Re- 
port from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 
tions for  Pnvate  Bills,  That,  in  the  case 
of  the  following  Bill,  originating  in  the 
Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First  Reading 
thereof,  the  Standing  Oixlers  not  pre- 
viously inijuired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied 
with,  namely — 

Higham  Ferrers  Water  Bill  [Lotxls]. 

Oixlered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 

time. 


WAKEFIELD  CORPORATION   MARKET 
BILL. 

WETHERBY  DISTRICT  WATER  BILL. 

I      Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

!        BRIGHTON  CORPORATION  BILI^ 

As  amended,  considered ;  a  Clause 
'  added  ;  Amendment  made ;  Bill  to  l)e 
i  read  the  third  time. 

i  MARKET  WEIGHTON  DRAINAGE  AND 
!  NAVIGATION  BILL. 

As    amended,    considered ;     a    Clause 
I  added ;  an  Amendment  made  ;  ^1  to  be 
read  the  third  time. 

ST.  DAVID'S  RAILWAY  (ABANDON- 
MENT) BILL. 

To  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
.  Thursday,  26th  April. 

UNIVERSAL       LIFE      ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY     BILL     [Lords)     [STAMP 
I         DUTIES]. 

Resolution  repoi-ted  : — *'  That  it  is  ex- 
pedient to  authorise  the  imposition  of  the 
following  Stamp  Duties  upon  certain 
Memorials  under  any  Act  of  the  present 
session  relating  to  the  Universal  Life 
Assurance  Society,  namely,  for  and  upon 
the  First  Memorial  enrolled  of  the  names 
of  persons  who  shall  be  deemed,  held,  and 
taken  to  be  Tnistees  of  the  Society,  the 
sum  of  Five  pounds ;  and  upon  every  such 
Memorial  in  which  the  name  of  any  per- 
son shall  for  the  first  time  be  inserted  as 

I  a   Trustee    of  the   Society,    the   sum   of 

I  Five  pounds. 

I      Resolution  agreed  to. 

'  Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to 
I  the  Committee  on  the  L^niversal  Life 
i  Assurance  Society  Bill  [Lords]  that  they 
!  have  power  to  make  provision  therein 
;  pui-suant  to  the  said  Resolution. — (/>/•. 
Farqufufrsmi.) 

i  electric    ughtin(j    provisional 
;  ord?:rs  (No.  3). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Oi-dei-s  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  the  Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882 
and    1888,   relating   to    Allerton,    Muck 
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Woolton,  Little  Woolton,  and  Ghildwall, 
Bnmet,  Barnstaple,  Birkenhead  (Ex- 
tension), Bonchurch,  Boston,  Brierfield, 
Kgremont,  Hyde,  and  Sudbury,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ritchie  and 
Mr.  Hanbury. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (NO.  3)  BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
inade  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  the 
pnectric  Lightine  Acts,  1882  and  1888, 
relating  to  AJlerton,  Much  Wool- 
ton,  Little  Woolton,  and  Childwall, 
I^met,  Barnstaple,  Krkenhead  (Exten- 
sion), Bonchurch,  Boston,  Brierfield, 
Kgremont,  Hyde,  and  Sudbury,"  pre- 
Kcnted  accordingly,  and  read  the  first 
time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  160.] 

HASTIN(;S  TRAMWAYS  BILL. 

WEI.LIXGBOKt  )UGH     ANI>     DISTIiKT 
TKAMROADS   BILL.  j 

Reported,  ^nth  Amendments  ;  Reports  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  \ 

I 
RAILWAY  BILLS  (GROUP  3). 

Mr.  HoBHorsE  reported  from  the  Com-  j 
mittee    on   Group   3    of    Railway,    etc.,  | 
Bills,  That  for  the  convenience  of  parties, 
the  Committee  had  adjounied  till  Wed- 
nesday next,  at  half-past   eleven  of  the 
clock. 

liepoi-t  to  lie  upon  the  Tal)h'.  | 

HAMILTON,  MOTHKRWELL,  AM) 
WISHAW  TRAMWAYS  15ILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments  ;  Report  j 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  '■ 

RAILWAY  RILLS  ((IROIP  2). 

Mr.  Jeffreys  rcporte<l  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Group  2  of  Itailwav  and  Canal 
Bills,  That  for  the  convenience  of 
parties,  the  Committee  had  adjounied 
till  Tuesday  next,  at  half -past  eleven  of 
the  clock. 

Repoit  to  lie  u[)on  the  Tal)le. 

LONDON  rOUNTY  COUNCIL  (COMPUL- 
SORY PURCHASE  OF  LAND)  HILL. 

Kepoited  [Parties  do  not  proceed] : 
Keport  to  lie  upf>n  the  Table. 

PRIYATK    BILLS    ((JROUP    A). 
Hir  William  HoiLDSWoKTii  repoite<l 
from   the.    Committci*   on    On)up   A    of 


Private  Bills,  That  Sir  George  Pilking- 
ton,  one  of  the  Members  of  the  said  Com- 
mittee was  not  present  during  the  Sitting 
of  the  Conunittee  this  day. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill  intituled,. 
"  An  Act  to  confer  further  powers  upon 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Lincoln 
with  respect  to  tramways,  and  to  authorise 
the  Corporation  to  construct  new  tram- 
ways, and  to  work  tramways  within  and 
without  the  city  ;  and  to  borrow  money  ; 
and  for  other  purposes."  Lincoln  Cor- 
poration (Tramways)  Bill  [Lords]. 

And  also  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act 
for  rendering  valid  certain  Letters  Patent 
granted  to  Melvin  Batchlor  Church  for 
the  manufacture  of  an  improved  com- 
pound for  coating  and  decorating  walls 
and  other  sui-faces,  and  for  the  production 
of  casts  or  mouldings,  and  for  analogous 
purposes.     Church's  Patent  Bill  [Lords]. 

Great  Southern  and  Western  and 
Waterford  and  Central  Ireland  Railway 
Companies  Amalgamation  Bill  [Lords], 
Great  Southern  and  Western  and  Water- 
ford,  Limerick,  and  Western  Railway 
Companies  Amalgamation  Bill  [Lords], 
and  Midland  Great  Western  liailway  of 
Ireland  Bill  [I^ords],— That  they  ha^e 
come  to  the  following  resolution,  viz.  : 
"That  it  is  desirable  that  the  Great 
Southern  and  A\'estem  and  Waterford 
and  Central  Ireland  Railway  Companies 
Amalgamation  Bill  [Lords],  the  Great 
Southern  and  AVestern  and  Waterford, 
Limerick,  and  Western  Railway  Cf)m- 
panies  Amalgamation  Bill  [Lords],  and 
the  Midland  Great  Western  Railway  of 
Ireland  Bill  [Lords],  be  referred  to  a 
Joint  Committee  of  l)oth  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment." 

LINCOLN    CORPORATION   TRAMWAYS 
BILL  [Lords J. 

CHUIMH'S   PATENT  HILL  [I^rds]. 

Rciid  the  first  time  :  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

PiaVATE  BILLS  (CaiOUP  B). 
Mr.  Oldkovd  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  (iroup  B  of  Private  Bills,  That, 
to  meet  the  convenience  of  parties,  thev 
had  adjourned  till  Tuesday,  .Sixl  April,  at 
P^leven  of  the  ehx-k. 

Report  to  lie  upon  tYveTa\>V. 

L>  I  2 
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PORTLAND   URBAN    DISTRICT    GAS. 
Petition  for  Bill ;  referred  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders. 

COLONIAL   SOLICITORS    BILL. 
Petition  of  the  Incorporated  Society  of 
Law  Agents  in  Scotland,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

ECCLESIASTICAL    ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

Petition  from  Brechin,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
aipon  the  Table. 

GOVERNMENT    PROPERTY   (EXEMP- 
TION  FROM  RATES). 
Petition  from  Plumstead,  for  alteration 
•of  law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSED    PREMISES    (HOURS    OF 
SALE)   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

Petition  from  Edinburgh,  against ;   to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  ACTS  AMENDMENT  (SCOT- 
LAND)  BILL. 
Petition  from  Edinburgh,  against;    to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL    AUTHORITIES    OFFICERS' 
SUPERANNUATION   BILL. 

Petition  from  Alnwick,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

Petition  from  Peterlwrough,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


SALE     OF     INTOXICATING 
ON    SUNDAY    BILL    AND    SUNDAY 
CLOSING    (MONMOUTHSHIRE)    BILL. 

Petition  from  Xewcastle-on-Tvne,  in 
favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE    OF    INTOXICATING    LIQUORS 
TO  CHILDREN  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Haughton : 
Silksworth  ;  Ryhope  (two)  ;  Murton  ; 
Hylton  ;  Hetton  (two) ;  North  Biddick  ; 
FulwoU;  Silksworth  (two);  South  Hetton; 
Hetton  Downs ;  Newbottle ;  Coxgreen  ; 
Easington  Lane ;  Weston-sui)er-Marc  ; 
Burradon  ;  Berwick-upon-Tweed  ;  New- 
castle-on-Tyne  (three);  Felling;  Wai-dley ; 
Brandon  ;  Whitley  Bay  ;  ^rest  Grate  ; 
and  Shepherd's  Bush;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  To 
CHILDREN  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favoiw,  from  Shetfielci 
(twenty-one) ;  and  Attercliffe  :  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATIN(;  LIQUORS  TO 
CHILDREN  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Edinburgh,  against ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUNDAY  CLOSING  (MONMOUTH- 
SHIRE) BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  West  Kent : 
Wheatley;  Churchill;  Salford;  Sheffield; 
and  Camberwell ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


LONDON   GOVERNMENT  ACT,   1899.      j 

Petition  from  Plumstead,  for  alteration  | 
■of  law  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table.  j 


nETUUNS,  REPOBTS,  ETC. 


OLD   AGE  PENSION  SCHEME. 
Petition  from  Baildon,  for  adoption 
lie  upon  the  Tal)le. 


to 


PETROLEUM    BILL. 
Petition  from  Manchester  and  Salford, 
in  favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PUBLIC    HOUSES    (SCOTLAND)   LATER 
OPENING  BILL. 

Petition  from  Edinburgh,  against ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING   LIQUORS 
ON  SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Greenwich ; 
Eastbourne :  and  St.  Leonards ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


IMPERIAL    YEOMANRY. 

lleturn  [presented  29th  Maivh]  to  Ik; 
printed.     [No.  115.] 

MERCANTILE  MARINE  (COLOl'H 
TESTS). 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  on  the 
sight  tests  used  in  the  Meix^ntile 
Marine  for  the  year  ended  Slst  December, 
1899  (in  continuation  of  [C.  9248])  p»y 
Command]  ;  t<)  lie  upon  the  Table. 


QUESTIONS, 


SOITH   AFRICAN    WAR— ROMAN 
CATHOLIC    CHAPLAINS. 

Mr.  FLAVIN   (Kerry,  X.):  I  l>eg  t*^ 
ask    the    First    Lord    of    the   Ti-easurv 
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whether  he  is  aware  that  Father  Simon  :  the  preference  to  ships  carrying  British 
Kiiapp,  a  friar  of  the  Cannelite  Church  |  crews. 

at   Kensington,  has  volunteered  his  ser-      „_        nT^/MT^T^m  AT»xr  lt^^kw 

^-ices  as  a  &n  Catholic  chaplain  to  the  !  *T»E  SECRETARl  TO  the  ADMI- 
Koman  Catholic  soldiers  now  serving  in  ^^LTY  (Mr.  Macartnfa',  Antrim,  S.)  i 
South  Africa;  and  that  he  has  geen  I  The  answer  to  the  first  paragraph  ism  the 
appointed  by  the  War  Office  as  a  chaplain,    negative.     The  "Caspian     was  engaged 


and  sailed  in  the  "Briton"  for  South 
Africa  ;  and  seeing  that  Father  Knapp  is 
a  member  of  a  religious  community 
which  imder  a  penal  statute  is  an  illegal 
monastic  order,  will  Her  Majesty's 
Government  give  facilities  for  the 
passage  of  a  Bill  now  before  Par- 
liament,   or   take   such 


as  a  freight  ship  for  the  conveyance  of  a 
i  full  cargo  of  supplies  to  South  Africa, 
:  through  the  Admiralty  agents,  from  the 
:  Union  Steamship  Company,  by  whom  she 
I  was  chartered  from  the  owners.  I  am  in- 
!  formed  by  the  owners  that  when  she 
;  sailed  for  the  Cape  she  had  her  full  com- 
plement of  thirty-six,  of  whom  fourteen 


steps  *is  may  '  p*^"**^"^  "*  tuiii;>-oiA, 
be  necessary  to  remove  ihc  disabili-  ■  ^^re  British  subjects.  The  Admiralty  i* 
ties  mider  wlich  certain  Roman  Catholic  1  c^^arged  with  the  duty  of  conveying  troop* 
religious  communities  are  penalised  in  :  and  stores  when  reqmred  with  the  utmost 
Gr^t  Britain  and  Ireland.  !  expedition  to  their  destination.     It  would 

not  be  possible  to  take  the  action  sug- 
The  first  lord  of  the  TREA-  I  gested  in  the  third  paragraph  in  the  case 
SURY  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester,  i  of  freight  ships  without  serious  and  per- 
K)  :  The  answer  to  the  first  paragraph  is  j  haps  fatal  delay.  The  statement  as  ta 
in  the  affirmative.  With  regaixl  to  the  i  the  wages  paid  is  correct,  but  I  have  na 
second  paragraph  the  hon.  Member  must :  information  as  to  the  current  rate  of 
bo  well  aware  that  on  genei-al  giounds  it  ■  wages  at  British  ports.  With  regard  to 
in  neither  customary  nor  convenient  to  the  fifth  paragraph  of  the  question  the 
attempt  to  deal  with  these  matters  by  \  answer  is  in  the  affirmative,  provided  the 
Private  Members'  Bills.  I  may,  perhaps,  i  ships  are  othenrise  equal. 
add  that  as  far  as  I  can  understand  the 
Bill,  a  copy  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
was  good  enough  to  send  me,  the  object 
he  desires  would  not  be  furthered  ])v  it.     j 


TRANSPORT  -  ALIEN      SEAMEN      IN 
BRITISH  SHIPS-THE  ••CASPIAN." 

Mk.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  (Middles- 
brough) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  whether  he  can  state  if  the 
British  steamer  "  Caspian "  has  been 
chai-tered  by  the  Government  for  the 
purpose  of  conveying  stores  to  South 
Africa;  whether  he  is  aware  that  this 
vessel  carries  a  crew  of  thirty-two  hands 
all  told,  the  only  British  subjects  employed 
on  the  vessel  being  the  officei-s,  seven  in 
number,  the  remainder  being  foreigners  of 
eight  different  nationalities  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  some  of  these  f  oreignei-s  are 
Germans,  Belgians,  and  Hollanders,  and 
if  he  intends  to  take  steps  to  insist  on 
vessels  which  are  employed  by  the 
Government  being  manned  by  British 
subjects  or  seamen  who   have  homes  in 


MARTIAL  LAW  AT    THE  CAPE  —  AL- 
LECiED  MISCARRIACJE  OF  JUSTICE. 

Mr.  HAZELL  (Leicester) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  alleged  miscarriage  of  justice  in 
connection  with  the  administration  of 
martial  law  at  the  Cape ;  whether  he  will 
cause  iiKjuiries  to  l>e  made  into  the 
matter,  ^vith  a  view  to  steps  being  taken 
to  prevent  recun'cncc  in  the  future ; 
whether,  in  particular,  he  has  information 
as  to  the  case  of  F.  A.  Botha,  aeed  up- 
wards of  sixty,  who  was  arrested  on  his 
farm  near  the  Modder  River  on  27th 
November  Itvst,  and  sent  thence  about 
700  miles  to  Cape  Town,  whence  he  was 
retiuned  to  the  Modder  River  ;  whether 
he  was  kept  in  gaol  till  9th  January,  when 
he  was  convicted  by  a  military  court  on 
the  evidence  of  four  native  servants,  who 
said  the  accused  had  told  them  that  he 
would  lend  a  wagon  and  oxen  to  the 
Free  State  burghers,  though  it  was  not 


the  United  Kinedom  ;  whether  he  is  ;  alleged  that  he  ever  did  lend  them,  and 
aware  that  the  able  seamen  are  paid  at  whether  the  accused  denied  the  charge ; 
the  rate  of  £3  10s.  per  month,  whereas  I  whether  on  this  evidence  Botha  wa? 
the  current  rate  of  wages  for  seamen  '  sentenced  to  two  years  hard  labour,  and  is 
from  British  ports  is  £4  10s. ;  and  |  now  treated  as  an  ordinary  coiudct,  doing 
whether,  in  hiring  transports,  he  will  give  :  hanl  labour  in   the    Hope    Town    Gaol 
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QmeOim^, 


under  the  guard  of  Kaffir  constables;* 
4ind  whether  similar  cases  hare  been  ; 
brought  to  his  notice. 

♦The     under     SECRETARY      of 
8TATE    FOR    WAR   (Mr.     \Vynt)HA3I,  ! 
Driver)  :  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
<;annot  undertake  to  question  the  decisions  . 
of  competent  military  tribunals  in  areas  j 
within  which  martial  law  has  >>een  pro-  • 
<;Iaimed ;   but  if  the  hon.    Member  will  I 
place  a  (|uestion  on  the  Paper,  I  shall  be  \ 
^lad    to  explain    the  constitution    and 
jiroccdure  of  such  tribunals.  j 

I 
INDIA'S  CONTRIBUTION  TO  THE  WAR 
FORCES -ROYAL    COMMISSION    ON 
INDIAN    EXPENDITURE. 

Mb.  HERBERT  ROBERTS  (Denbigh-  \ 
shire,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  whether  he  is  in  a  posi- 
tion to  give  in  detail  the  contributions  of 
India  to  the  war  in  South  Africa  as  re- 
gards men,  horses,  and  military  equip- 
ment ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  value 
of  India  in  the  military  defence  of  the 
Empire  demonstrated  in  this  war,  the 
<TOvernment  will  give  an  opportunity  for 
the  discussion  of  the  claim  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  for  relief  from  some  portion 
of  its  home  military  charges,  before  the 
Indian  Budget  discussion  at  the  end  of 
the  session. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  YOJi 
INDIA  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Pkling)  :  As  far  as  I  am  able  to  furnish 
details,  the  contributions  of  India  to  the 
war  in  South  Africa  up  to  date  are 
approximately  as  follows :  -  Officers  and 
men  (British),  8,215  ;  natives  (non-com- ' 
batiints),  5,717;  horses,  6,700;  mules! 
and  ponies,  1,510  ;  field  guns,  50  ;  Maxim,  ] 
naval,  and  machine  ginis,  15.  There  are  I 
besides,  artillery  waggons,  ambulance 
carts,  and  a  large  supply  of  1>oots,  saddles, 
haversacks,  warm  coats,  tents,  and  other 
equipment.  All  supplies  of  Indian 
material  and  animals  wore  paid  for  on 
terms  not  unfavourable  to  the  factories  or 
4igencies  furnishing  them.  The  subject 
of  the  home  military  charges  was  specially 
loferred  to  the  Royal  Commission  on  the 
Administration  of  the  f^xpenditiu-e  of 
Indiiv,  whoso  Report  has  not  yet  been 
received. 

Sir  HP:NRY  FOWLER  (Wolverhamp- 
ton,  E.) :  When  does  the  noble  Lord  ex- 
pect that  the  long  delayed  Report  will  be 
received  1 


Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  I  have  no 
oontrtd  over  the  Connmitwioa.  I  imder- 
stand  that  we  are  very  shortly  to  receive 
the  Report,  with  the  subsidiary  Bepixt< 
of  the  individoal  member?  ol  the  C«>m- 
missicm. 

Mr-  HERBERT  ROBERTS  .  Is  there 
any  chance  of  the  Report  being  receiveil 
before  Easter? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  I  know 
nothing  about  it.  I  have  no  control  in 
the  matter. 

TELEGRAMS  TO  AND  FROM  SOLDIEKS 
OX  SERVICE. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter 
buiy)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether,  in  order  to 
allay  the  anxiety  of  thousands  of  families 
in  this  country  who  have  relatives  at  the 
war  in  South  Africa,  he  will  open  negotia- 
tions with  the  directors  of  the  Eastern 
Tele^ph  Company  and  its  allies  for 
sending  messages  and  replies  (prepaid)  by 
telegraph  not  exceeding  ten  words  at  a 
total  cost  of  half  a  guinea,  or  even  a 
guinea ;  and  whether  he  vrill  represent  to 
the  cable  companies  that  the  concessions 
they  have  already  made  in  this  direction 
for  the  soldiers  would  be  greatly  enhanced 
if  arrangements  for  these  social  or  family 
messages  were  embodied  in  a  reply  mes- 
sage of  the  kind  indicated  at  a  fixe<l 
charge. 

*Mr.  W^YNDHAM  ;  The  Eastern  Tele- 
graph Company  recently  of  their  own 
accord  reduced  the  charges  for  telegrams 
from  four  to  two  shillings  a  word,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  is  not  pre- 
pared to  call  upon  the  company  for  any 
further  concession.  I  ought  to  add  that 
the  number  of  telegrams  is  alrciidy  so 
great  as  to  lead  to  frequent  blocks  on  the 
Hne. 

CONDUCT  OF   THE   WAR-MKASl  KES 
FOR  THE  RELIEF  OF  MAFEKINt;. 

Sir  j.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if 
he  can  inform  the  House  whether,  since 
Kimberley  and  Ladysmith  were  relie\'ed, 
any  expedition  has  been  sent  or  special 
measures  taken  by  Lonl  Roberts  for  the 
relief  of  the  gallant  defenders  oi  Mafc- 
king. 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  I  am  precluded  on 
military  grounds  from  giving  any  indica- 
tion of  Lord  Roberts'  plans. 
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GOVERNBfENT  CONTRACTS— BOOTS. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Denbigh  Boroughs): 
I  }yez  to  ask  the  Unaer  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether,  of  226  pairs  of  boots 
Hupplied  by  a  well-known  Govoniment 
contractor  for  the  use  in  South  Africa 
of  the  volunteer  contingent  of  the 
Worcestershire  Regiment,  over  forty  pairs 
were  condemned  as  utterly  unfit  for  use 
within  four  days  of  delivery,  whether  100 
more  pairs  were  shortly  aften^vards  con- 
demned for  the  same  reason,  and  whether 
the  remaining  pairs  were  of  an  inferior 
«iuality  usually  sold  for  one-third  the 
price  paid  in  this  case;  and  whether  a 
report  to  this  effect  has  been  received  by 
the  War  Office ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
contractor  who  supplied  such  defective 
gpods  is  still  on  the  War  Office  list,  and 
whether,  if  a  report  to  the  above  effect 
has  not  yet  been  received,  an  inquiry 
Mill  be  made  into  the  circumstances  of 
the  above  contract. 

♦Mr,  WYNDHAM  :  A  report  has  been 
received  of  the  unsatisfactory  character 
of  the  supplies  furnished  by  Messrs. 
Samuels  to  the  Volunteer  contingent  of 
the  Worcestershire  Regiment.  The  order 
was  given  by  the  Volunteer  Corps,  and 
not  through  the  War  Office.  The  Con- 
tract Branch  was  not  consulted.  The 
soods  would  be  paid  for  out  of  the  corps 
ninds.  In  consequence  of  their  conduct 
in  this  matter  the  contractors  have  been 
removed  from  the  War  Office  list.  They 
have  not  had  any  dealings  with  the 
I>epartment  for  some  yeai*s. 

THE   QUEEN'S   VISIT  TO    IRELAND- 
WELSH  GUARD  OF  HONOUR. 

Colonel  PRYCEJONES  (Mont- 
^>mery  Boroughs):  I  )>eg  to  ask  the 
Lender  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Ih-d  Vohmteei- 
Battalion,  Royal  Welsh  Fusiliers,  fur- 
nished guards  of  honour  on  the  occasion 
of  the  ^isit  last  year  of  their  lioyal  High- 
nesses the  Duke  and  Duchess  of  York  to 
Wales,  and  that  this  battalion  has  a  com- 
pany now  at  Holyhead,  and  that  the 
officer  commanding  the  battalion  offered 
a  guard  of  honour  to  consist  of  100  men, 
whether  he  will  explain  why  arrange- 
ments are  l)eing  made  to  convey  men  of 
the  Derbyshire  Militia  to  act  as  guard  of 
honour;  and,  whether  it  is  possible  to 
alter  these  arrangements. 

Mr.  ELLIS  GRIFFITH  (Anglesey) : 
Is  the  hon.  Gentleouin  aware  that  there 


was  not  only  an  offer  from  the  3rd  Welsh 
Battalion,  but  fui  offer  from  the  2nd 
^\'el8h  Battalion,  including  the  services 
of  118  men  now  waiting  orders  for  service 
in  South  Africa?  Why  were  these  two 
offers  set  aside  and  the  I)er})yshire  Militia 
chosen?  Was  the  selection  made  on 
military  or  personal  grounds  ? 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM :  This  matter  i-csts 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  general 
officer  commanding  the  district.  He, 
however,  has  detailed  a  guard  of  honour 
of  the  3rd  Volunteer  Battalion  Welsh 
Fusiliers  as  well  as  of  the  3rd  Battalion 
Derbyshire  Regiment.  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Anglesey,  I  have  to  say 
that  I  have  no  knowledge  as  to  the  offer  of 
the  second  battalion.  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  Her  Majesty  is  travel- 
ling privately  from  this  country  to 
Ireland,  and  tlierefore  there  are  no  guards 
of  honour  at  all  by  command.  The  pre- 
sence of  any  guard  is  a  matter  of  local 
arrangement  ^)etween  the  residents  and 
the  general  officer  commanding  the  dii 
trict.  I  think  this  will  show  the  hon 
Member  that  these  are  matters  which 
should  be  left  to  the  general  officer  com- 
manding the  district  and  that  we  should 
not  endeavour  to  take  them  out  of  his 
hands.  I  may  also  point  out  that 
Derbyshire  is  in  the  north-western  district 
command. 

Coi^NEL  PRYCEJONES:  Can  fifty 
men  form  a  guard  of  honour  for  the 
Queen  ? 

*Mn.  WYNDHAM  :    I  have  explained 

that    there    is  no  regulation    guaixl    of 

I  honour    in    question.     Her    Majesty    is 

I  travelling  privately   through   the  north- 

.  western    district,    and     the    inhabitants 

I  have  represented    to  the  general  officer 

commanding  that  some  of  the  troops  in 

the  district  should  be  present,  and  that 

the  honour   has  l)een  allocated   l>etweeii 

one  district  in  England  and  one  district 

in  Wales. 

KOYAL  ARTILLERY  OFFICERS   AT 
HYDERABAD. 

♦Sill  CHAKLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean) :  I  Ijeg  to  ask  the  " 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether,  in  the  existing  dearth  of  trained 
artillery  officers,  it  is  possible  to  obtain 
the  services  of  lioyal  Artillery  officers  at 
present  employed  with  the  Nizam's 
forces  in  Hyderabad,   and  especially  of 
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-Tfc:     XTyr)!L\M       XW.    :^      The 
^mi»  -Tgniftyivf  -with  xke  tieirt  jralksrf  <>t 

vfe.  .VTAURrCR  HEALY  ^Cflrk;:  I 
v»  ^k  the  Pinaneiai  ^^ememrj  ^>  rbe 
'VOflfe*^  ^licdiCT'  hi#  .vttencion  iia»  b«?n 
fiwm  -f%  the  caw?  #rf  Tlnwchr  Gmnifaaiu 
r*>#Y  -if^r/^  rhirtr  jears  in  die  Thmi 
^.^l^fiff,  .Sooth  Iri^  DivuMiu  RaifoI 
.^i^niery  ( Militia V.  xnd  wan  dien  (in  die 
Z**!^  iS^f  diseharged  an  an  invalid  ax 
ti#)nthf9  before  his  fmgagemenc  cerminacerL 
^^r  having  received  ^ve  gnod  fxadxust 
r^fii\y^^  and  w^'th  hifl  ehaneser  aemSed 
■'•  r*Tf  ^^(OffA '' :  i«  he  aware  dias  he  waa 
.fi\  jtlid^  owing  t»  an  injnrv  co  his  fiooc 
by  ^  <9hell  whikt  in  the  ereeixcioo  of  hia 


^. 


duty ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  faet 
that  thin  man  is  unable  to  follow  hia 
rrride  owing  to  the  injnry  xAasm  reedved, 
^nd  that  he  haH  ginee  been  several  tnnea 
in  ho^tal  from  the  same  eanae,  and  ia 
ovf*r  flxty-three  years  of  age,  a  pj^^wnn 
will  now  be  allowed  to  him  or  some 
^/vmp#m%tion  made  to  him  for  the  injnry. 

Tftk  financial  SFX-KCTABY  to 
THK  WAK  OFFICE  (Mr.  J.  Powell 
WrrrrAMs,  Birmingham,  8.^;  This  case 
WAA  thoroughly  and  repesitedlyconsyered 
Ufth  before  an<1  after  the  man's  discharge 
from  the  Militia.  I  regret  that  it  cannot 
fK^w  >;e  reopcnerl. 

TKIMKAN     FKNSrONS  —  TAHE    OF 
f'ATKrCK  HKNXK8SY. 

Mfj.  FLAVIN:  I  beg  to  ajik  the 
f^ridfi  Secretary  of  Htate  for  War 
wh^h«r  he  i«  aware  that  Patrick 
MeTinesny,  whf>He  regimental  number  is 
I7H0,  (jnlistwi  in  JH4f)  in  the  95th  Foot, 
an<l  H^jrved  through  thf;  Crimean  war, 
II nd  w;is  engage<l  in  all  the  liattles,  and 
wourulcwl  at  the  battle  of  Inkerman  ;  also 
that  ho  served  throughout  the  Indian 
Mutiny,  and  was  specially  noted  for  his 
l/ravcry  in  action  hy  (jrcnend  Sir  H. 
Unsc,  and  in  China  for  four  years,  and 
also  in  Kgypt,  Malta,  and  Africa;  and 
whether,  soeuig  that  Patrick  Hennessy 
is  now  aged  77  years,  and  was  discharged 
in  I8GH  with  a  pension  of  8d.  per  day 
after  twonty-ono    yoai*s  of    active    ancl 


fcM-eigii  service^  tlw  War  Office  audiocities 
win  xww  ooosider  hia  case  with  the  view 
of  inntiing  ^mfaecantially  ha  present 
pRBion  of  ooiv  8d.  per  day. 

*Mr.  J.  POWELL^WILUAife^:  No, 
>iir.  r  have  cold  the  hon.  Monber 
brfDfB^  diat   the  «?aae  cannot;  be  recon- 

soerBQ.. 

Mr.  ELAYTN  :  Did  not  the  hon.  Gen- 
deoMii  request  me  to  again  pot  this 
fpMstion  to  him  .' 

^^B-  J.  POWELL-WILLIA3LS :  I  do 
mrresiiaiiber  ciinng  so.  I  told  him  the 
COM  cooid  not  be  reeonaidered ;  that  we 
had  UmiBed  cansfnfly  into  it,  and  that 
more  cooid  be  dcme. 


Mr.  FLAVIN:  Bat  does  the  ham. 
Miemfaer  not  remembo*  that  laat  October 
he  asked  me  tso  pot  off  the  questuMu  in 
aider  that  it  might  be  reccMiadered  1 

*Mr.  J.  POWELLrWILLIAMS :  I 
hsve  no  reeoQeecion  of  it.  But  I  repeat 
the  case  of  thiaman  haa  been  looked  into 
ov«r  and  over  again,  and  nothing  more 
can.  be  dime. 

Mr.  flavin  :  Who  ia  to  siqqport  this 
oki  aokfiior  1 


[No 
THE 


anaw^r  waa 


givwi.] 


P.VRIS    EXHIBmoN-SUNDAV 
OPENING. 


StR     MARK     STEWART     (Kircud- 
bri^t) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  f«>r  Foreign  Aii^drs  whether 
hia  attention  haa  been  called  to  the  rule 
recently  created  by  the  British  Commis- 
sioiiers  for  the  Paris  Exhibition   which 
has  made  it   imperative  on   all  En^sh 
,  exhibitors  to  nneover  and  display  their 
I  goods  on  every  day  when  the  e^dubition  ia 
I  open,  and  for  all  hoars  of  the  day,  includ- 
i  ing  specifically  the  Lord's  Day  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  in  the  Paris  Exhibitions 
I  of  1867,  1878,  and  1889,  exhibitors  from 
i  Great  Britain   have  as  a  rule  steadfastly 
;  refused  to  exhibit  on  Sundays  ;  whether 
the  President  of  the   Unit^  States   of 
;  America  has  directed  the  United  States 
Commissioner  to  prevent  as  far  as   pos- 
I  si>)le  the  exhibition  of  goods  from  America 
on  the  Lord's  Day.       And  whether  the 
Government  will  use  their  efforts  with  the 


•  See  The  Parliamentary  Debates  [Fourth 

Series),  Vol.  Ixxvii.,  p.    731    (26tli    October, 

1899);    Vol.  Ixxviii.,   p.    712  (6th  Febniary, 
1900). 
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British  Commissioners  to  secure  as  far  as 
possible  the  non-exhibition  of  goods  on 
the  Lord's  Day. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  TOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guildford):  The 
matter  has  been  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  Secretar}^  of  State,  but  it  is  a  ques- 
tion for  consideration  by  the  Royal  Uom- 
mission,  and  does  not  fall  within  the  com- 
petence of  the  Foreign  Office.  The  atten- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission has,  however,  been  drawn  to  the 
subject. 

HONG  KONG-REPORTED  ABDUCTION 
OF  A  CHINESE  REFORMER. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  (Yorkshire, 
W.R.,  Bamsley)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
Kang-Yu-Wei,  the  Chinese  reformer,  is 
living  under  British  protection  at  Hong 
Kong^  and  whether  he  was  alxlucted  on 
Tuesday  last  from  Hong  Kong  and  taken 
to  Canton;  and  whether  he  can  state 
what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  to  take  in  order  to  secure  his 
immediate  release. 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  The  Government 
have  received  no  information,  but  we 
have  telegraphed  to  inquire. 

DISTURBANCES  IN  SHANTUNG 
AND  PECHILI. 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS :  I  ]>eg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  \nll  state 
whether  the  country  round  Tien-tsin  is 
greatly  disturbed ;  and  whether  concerted 
action  by  the  Powers  is  contemplated. 

Mr.  brodrick  :  Disturbances  have 
taken  place  in  the  provinces  of  Shantung 
and  Pechili  stated  to  l)e  due  to  the  action 
of  8eci*et  societies.  Representations  have 
been  made  to  the  Chinese  Government  on 
the  subject  by  the  foreign  representatives, 
including  Her  Majesty's  Minister,  and  the 
Government  of  Shantung  has  been  re- 
called and  a  new  one  appointed.  Two  of  I 
Her  Majesty's  ships  have  been  sent  to 
Taku  for  the  protection  of  British  lives 
and  property. 

CABLE  COMPANIES'  CHAKGES. 

Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON(Hvthe):  I 

beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  "treasury  ; 

whether  the  Eastern  Telegraph  Company  ; 

and  the  Indo-European  Telegraph  Com-  i 


pany,  respectively,  pay  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  accordance  with  tho 
terms  of  the  International  Telegraph  Con- 
vention, the  sum  of  2d.  per  word  as 
terminal  tax  on  all  extra-European  tele- 
grams intended  for  the  United  Kingdom 
and  reaching  this  country  by  the  above- 
named  companies'  cables,  and  what  is  the 
total  amount  due  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  from  these  companies  indi- 
vidually during  the  year  1898-9  for  this 
terminal  tax;  and  whether  he  would 
state  the  nature  and  tenns  of  any  agree- 
ment which,  as  indicated  in  the  evidence 
of  the  Eastern  Telegraph  Company's  i-e- 
presentatives  before  the  Pacific  Cable 
Committee,  may  have  been  come  to  in 
connection  with  this  tenninal  tax  between 
the  Post  Office  authorities  and  this  com- 
pany,  as  well  as  the  number  of  extra  Euro- 
pean messages,  and  the  average  numljer 
of  words  in  each  such  message  having 
reached  this  country  through  the  cables 
of  the  Eastern  Telegraph  Company  and 
the  Indo-European  Telegraph  Company 
respectively,  and  the  amount  actually 
received  from  each  of  them  during 
1898-9. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (St.  Andrews 
Burghs)  (for  Mr.  Hanbury)  :  My  hon. 
friend  has  been  misinformed.  The  Inter- 
national Convention  does  not  require 
the  companies  to  make  the  payment  he 
describes,  and  no  agreement  in  connection 
with  it  has  been  come  to  with  the  Post 
Office.  As  to  the  extra-European  tele- 
grams reaching  this  country  by  the  com- 
panies' lines,  the  Post  dffice  is  not  in 
possession  of  the  particulars  he  indicates. 

Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
the  Eastern  Telegraph  Company  and  the 
Indo-European  Telegraph  Company  pay 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  the  cove- 
nanted transit  rate  of  three  halfpence  per 
word  on  all  extra-European  messages 
reaching  the  United  Kingdom  b}'  the 
alx)ve-mentioned  companies'  cables  and 
destined  to  Transatlantic  addresses ;  the 
total  amount  due  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  during  1898-9  :  the  total 
numlicr  of  such  messages  :  the  average 
number  of  words  per  message  for  this 
period ;  and  in  the  event  of  any  agree- 
ment having  been  come  to  between  the 
Post  Office  authorities  and  these  two  cable 
companies  individually,  whether  he  would 
state  the  nature  and  particulars  of  such 
agreement,  and  the  amount  received  by 
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exc4fpt  that  the  yiry  do  not  appear  •«• 
Jiave  Ixdievixl  that  any  prescription  ir!«< 
/^iven.  I  am  aHKure<i  hy  the  authorities 
o£  fiuy'n  JIoHpitai  that  it  is  entirely 
againnt  the  regulations  for  unqiia]itie<l 
HtudentH  to  treat  ]>atient8  on  their  own 
re«[xinHibility :  and  that  on  the  day  ft»l- 
Io\«ring  the  child's  death  the  case  was 
brought  lief  ore  them  and  the  student 
dealt  with  by  them. 


POKTSKKWKTT  SKVKRN 
SCHOOL. 


TUNNKL 


I  Mu.  GUAY  (West  Mam,  N.) :  I  beg  t<» 
'  aak  the  Vice-President  of  the  Committee 
I  of  Council  on  Kducation  whether  he  i> 
awaro  that  the  Pcntskewett  Severn 
I  Tunnel  School  was  closed  about  three 
!  uionthM  iigo,  owing  to  the  death  of  a  sul>- 
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flcriber  on  whose  contributions  the  school 
had  abnoBt  entirely  depended  for  local 
support;  whether  since  the  school  was 
•closed  more  than  200  children  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  securing  education;  and 
whether  he  can  state  what  steps  the 
Department  propose  to  take  in  onier  to 
proWde  suitable  school  accommodation, 
and  whether,  if  another  small  school 
board  be  formed,  he  can  give  the  popu- 1 
lation  of  the  district  over  which  such  ; 
board  would  have  jurisdiction. 

The  vice-president  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on  EDU- 
CATION (Sir  J.  GoRST,  Cambridge 
University) :  The  answer  to  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  question  is  in 
the  affirmative.  Since  the  closing 
200  children  have  had  no  public 
elementary  school  to  which  they  could 
reasonably  have  access.  There  is  no 
•course  open  to  the  Education  Department 
but  to  establish  a  school  board.  This 
will  be  done  forthwith.  The  population 
of  the  Portskewett  school  district  was 
1,190  at  the  census  of  1891. 

SCHOOL    BOARD    JURISDICTION. 

Mr.  GRAY:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  how  many  school  boaids  are 
now  existing  in  England  and  Wales,  and 
of  them  how  many  have  jurisdiction  over 
districts  containing  a  population  of  less 
than  500  persons ;  and  can  ho  state  how 
many  school  attendance  committees  there 
are,  and  of  them  how  many  have  jurisdic- 
tion in  districts  having  a  population  of  j 
less  than  500  persons. 

SiR  J.  GORST :  In  England  there  are  j 
5,184  and  in  Wales  343  school  Ixwrds—  I 
I     total,  2,527.     Of  these  531   in  England,  ; 
i     and  62  in  Wales  have  jurisdiction  over  i 
[     populations     not     exceeding     500.     In 
flngland  there  are  740  school  attendance  , 
committees  for  lx)roughs,  urban  district  j 
councils,  and  poor  law  unions  ;  in  Wales  ' 
there  are  52  such  committees.     None  of  ■ 
them  has  jurisdiction  over  less  than  1,000 
population,    and    most    of     them     have 
populations  of  from  2,000  to  20,000,  and 
upwards. 

W)STMEN'S  FEDERATION  —REFUSAL 
OF  LEAVE  TO  EXECUTIVE  OF- 
FICERS. 

3IR.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) : 
I  b^  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
^^1    as    representing    the    Postmaster 


Greneral,  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
application  of  the  general  secretary  to  the 
Postmen's  Federation  for  leave  of  absence 
to  enable  him  to  attend  meetings  of  the 
executive  of  the  Federation,  to  be  held  on 
the  29th,  30th,  and  Slst  instant,  was 
refused,  although  lea^e  of  a>)sence  was 
given  to  other  members  of  the  executive 
who  reside  in  London  districts ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
General  Post  Office  authorities  always 
profess  a  readiness  to  give  facilities  to  the 
officers  of  the  various  associations  of  em- 
ployees to  conduct  the  business  of  those 
bodies,  and  in  view  of  the  importance  <»f 
the  secretary  of  the  executive  bein<^ 
present,  he  ^nll  see  that  leave  is  gi^  en 
them  to  attend. 

Mk.  .VNSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
biuy)  :  It  is  the  case  that  the  applicati(>n 
referred  to  was  refused,  under  well  under- 
stood rules,  which  my  right  hon.  friend 
will  be  glad  to  explain  to  the  hnn. 
Member 

hikmix(;ham   tele(;raph  clerks 

(iRIEVANCES. 
Mit.  STEADMAN  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  as  representing  the  Post 
master  General,  will  he  explain  on  what 
grounds  Mr.  I^acon,  a  telegmphist  in  the* 
Birmingham  Post  Office  and  secretary 
to  the  local  branch  of  the  Postal 
Telegraph  Clerks'  Association,  has  been 
stopped  in  the  efficiency  Imrrier ;  and 
whether  iis  it  is  admitted  that  Mr.  Lac(m 
is  a  capable  operator,  the  PostmastiT 
Oeneral  will  investigate  the  ease  with  a 
>'iew  to  discover  the  cause  which  has  l«»d 
to  this  punishment. 

Mi:.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Rw- 
luiiv) :  When  the  question  of  Mr.  Lacon's 
increment  came  up  for  consideration  in 
July  last  the  postmaster  felt  unable  for 
for  the  time  being,  to  furnish  the  neces- 
sary certificate  to  enable  Mr.  Lacon  to 
pa.ss  the  efficiency  bar  on  the  ground  that, 
although  a  capable  officer,  he  had  habi- 
tually exhibited  a  spirit  of  insu]x)rdinati<»n 
and  indisposition  to  submit  to  authority. 
Under  the  recommendation  of  the  Twee«l- 
mouth  Committee,  no  officer  is  allowed  to 
pass  the  efficiency  Imr  without  a  certificatt? 
of  the  excellence  of  his  conduct  as  well  ;vs 
his  ability  to  perform  the  highest  duties 
of  his  cUiss,  and  in  fixing  the  bar  at  tlu^ 
commratively  high  point  (40s.  a  week), 
the  Committee  stated  that  they  held  in 


80:^ 


Questions, 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


804 


special  view  the  purpose  that  it  should  l>e 
rigorously  enforced. 

IJVEKPOOL  POST   OFFICE— FINES  FOli 
LATE  ATTENDANCE. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  representing 
the  Postmaster  General,  if  he  is  aware 
that  the  new  arrangement  for  the  dis- 
posal of  the  tines  inflicted  on  Liverpool 
postmen  for  late  attendances,  whereby  the 
stall'  have  no  longer  a  voice  in  the  decision 
as  to  how  the  money  shall  be  appro- 
priated, has  resulted  in  l^reaking  up  the 
men's  organised  effort  to  help  the  local 


why  two  assistant  postmen  at  Liverpool^ 
hitherto  in  receipt  of  158.  weekly  while 
engaged  on  hoist  duties,  have  been  re- 
moved in  order  to  make  room  for 
pensioned  sailors,  and  are  now  only 
receiving  12s.  6d.  and  lis.  3d,  respec- 
tively per  week,  although  one  is  twenty- 
two  iind  the  other  twenty-three  years  of 
age ;  and  whether  steps  can  be  taken  to. 
allow  the  men  at  least  an  increase  of 
wages. 

Mr.  ANSTKUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
Bl  ry)  :  The  two  assistant  postmen, 
referred  to  were  temporarily  employed  on 


Saturday  Hospital  Fund  ;  and  if  so,  will  i  ^^^^^  ^f  ^^s  only  until  permanent  arrange 
he  consider  the  advisability  of  repealing    ?jents  for   those  duties  could  be  made, 

They  were  then  returned  to  then:  former 
duties,  but  in  a  week's  time  they  were 
employed  as  substitutes  for  postmen  with 
wages  of  18s.  a  Aveek,  and  they  are  still 
so  acting. 


the  new  regidation. 

Mr.  ANSTKUTHFIR  (for  Mr.  Han- 
hury)  :  The  Tweedmouth  Committee 
statecl  in  their  Report — 

'*  We  are  informed  that  it  is  the  custom  to 
distribute  the  ftnes  among  the  employees,  and 
it  often  happens  that  they  are  returned  to  the 
very  men  from  whom  thej'  have  been  exacted. 
For  the  future  it  is  recommended  that  lines 
levied  by  way  of  punishment  be  applied  to 
some  purpose  for  tne  general  benefit  of  post 
office  servants  or  of  their  families,  to  be 
approved  by  the  Postmaster  (ieneral." 

In  ciirrying  out  this  recommendation  the 
Postmaster  General  issued  instructions 
that  the  money  was  to  be  administered 
by  the  local  postmasters  and  to  be 
devoted,  subject  to  his  approval,  to  (1) 
some  charitable  or  benevolent  institution 


SCOTTISH    COMMISSIONER    OF 
LUNACY. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Ciiomarty)r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
if  he  will  state  under  what  circum- 
stances the  Commissioner  in  Lunacy  for 
Scotland,  who  recently  retired,  was. 
granted  superannuation  allowance  on  the 
basis  of  thirty-five  years  service,  although, 
his  actual  service  was  only  twenty-eight 
years. 


Mr.   ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.   Hax:^ 

some  cnariT^aoie  or  oenevoien.  insuuiuon    j^^j^Y) :  Seven  years  were  added  to  this 
for  the  general    benefit  of    Post   Ofhce  •  ^^^^^,^  ^^^^^/^  ^^^^^  j^^^^.^^  4  ^^  ^y^^ 

servants ;    (2)    to    load    nistitutions    of ;  Superannuation     Act    of     1859,    which 
benefit  to  the  staft  ;  (3)  to  the  rehef  of    ^^^j^^  ^  ^^^^^^^^^,  ^^  ^^^^  exceeding 


members  of  the  staff  -whether  on  the 
establishment  or  not — w^ho  through  no 
fault  of  their  own  are  in  necessitous  cir- 
cumstances, or  to  aftbrd  temporary  relief 
in  cases  of  distress  among  widows  and 
orphans  of  deceased  members  of  the 
staff.  At  Liverpool  the  postmen  have 
not  recommended  to  the  postmaster  that 
any  of  the  money  should  be  devoted  to 
the   Hospital   Saturday  Fund,  and   it   is 


twenty,  to  be  added  for  pension  purposes 
to  the  actual  service  in  the  case  of  officers 
requiring  "professional  or  other  peculiar 
qualifications,  not  ordinarily  to  be  acquired 
in  the  public  service." 

SCOTTISH  POLICE-ALLEGED  NEGLl- 
(iENCE  —  CASE  OF  LAWRENCE 
HENDERSON. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  (Glasgow^ 


not  fjuite  clear  whether  such  a  method  of  ;  Bridgeton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advo- 
disposing  of  it  would  be  altogether  con-  ;  cate  whether  Lawrence  Henderson^ 
sistent    with   the  directions    above    laid  I  merchant,  Leith,  against  whom  a  charge 


doAvn.     But    the    postmaster    would 
doubt  give  due  weight  to  any  representa- 
tion from  the  staff  on  the  subject. 

LIVERPOOL  ASSISTANT  POSTMEN. 
Mr.  STEADMAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 


was  made  of  falsifying  the  lxK)k8  and 
embezzling  the  funds  of  Lawrence 
Henderson,  Sons,  and  Co.,  Limited,  of 
which  he  was  the  managing  director,  who 
absconded  from  this  country  in  conse- 
quence of  that  charge,  and  for  whose 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  representing  |  arrest  a  reward  was  offered,  returned  to 
the  Postmaster  General,  will  he  explain  j  this  country  on  25th  February,  and  spent 
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been   issued   for  his 

was    not    to    he    put    in 

force  ;  if  so,  why  was  not  this  done  ;  whj^ 


which  had  already 
apprehension 


offer 
more 


several  days  in  Glasgow  without  any  steps  |  and  developing  spinning,  weaving,  and 
being  taken  for  his  arrest,  and  whether  j  other  home  industries,  the  breeding  of 
the  Procurator  Fiscal  of  Midlothian  i  live  stock,  and  poultiy  rearing,  and  the 
issued     instructions     that    the    warmnt    aiding  and  developing  of  dairy  fanning 

are  amongst  the  duties  of  the  Congested 
Districts  Board,  will  he  state  what  moans 

*vav« ,  «  "^  --V  — '      "i  ■  ^^"^  adopted  to  make  known  amongst  the 

instructions   were   not    given    to    watch  '  people  living  in  the  congested  area  the 

Henderson's  movements  so  as  to  prevent  i  facilities  which  the  Board  are  prepared  to 

his    again    leaving    this    country;     and 

whether     information     of      Henderson's 

being  in  this  country  was  conmiuincated 

to  the  Prociu-ator  Fiscal  cm  28th  February; 

if   so,  why   instructions   were   not  again  I 

issued  to*  put  the  wan-ant  in  force  until  ■ 

•6th    March,   and    whether    the  original  I 

information  against  Henderson  was  lodged  1 

with  the  xwlice  authorities  while  he  was  , 

still  residing   in   Pxiinburgh  ;  if  so,  why  ' 

«teps    were    not    taken    to    prevent   his 

leaving  this  country.  ' 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mu.  A.  ! 
OiiAHAM  MruJtAY,  Buteshire):  By  tele- 
gram of  17th  February,  and  again  by 
letter  dated  Philadelphia,  16th  February,  ^ 
And  received  26th  February,  Henderson, 
for  whose  apprehension  a  warrant  hatl 
been  grantc<l,*  infonned  the  Pn^curator 
Fiscal  of  his  intention  to  surrender, 
stating  that  he  would  sail  from  New  York 
on  24th  Febniary  for  Glasgow,  reaching 

Edinburgh  eleven  days  later.  In  these 
circumstances  it  was  not  thought  neces- 
sary to  put  the  warrant  in  force  in  the 

meantime.     On  Ist  March  the  Procurator 

Fiscal  was  infonned   by  the  police  that 

Henderson  had  reached  Liverpool  on  the 

Soth  February.     This  excited  suspicion, 

and  after  inquiry  instruction  was  given 

for  his  apprehension,  which,  however,  has 

not   been   effected.     Henders<m  had  left 

Edinburgh   l)efore    the  original    warrant 

was  issued,  and  no  information  has  l>een 

obtained  that  he  was  subsequently  seen 

in  Glasgow. 

Sir    CHAKLF:S    CAMEliON :    \yere 

any  steps  taken  to  watch  him  at  Liver- 

pooH 


imd  whether  any  Circulars  «lealing 
especially  with  stock  breeding, 
poultry  re{U*ing,  and  bee-keeping  are- 
issued  by  the  Board  for  distribution 
amon^rst  the  people  ;  and,  if  not,  will  he 
consider  the  expediency  of  issuing  some 
such  Circulars  printed  in  Gaelic  and 
English. 

*Mii.  A.  GRAHAM  MURRAY  :  I  am 
;  informed     by    tht^    Congested    Districts 
I  Boanl   that   they   have  used    their   best 
;  endeavours  to  make  known  their  objects 
by  sending  a  copy  of  their  first  Report  to 
all  county  and  pirish  councils,  by  disti-i- 
I  ])uting  seed   and  bill  j)4)sters  in  various 
parishes,   by  conftTence   with  representa- 
i  tive  men,  and  in  other  ways.     They  re- 
cently  issued   a   pamphlet  upon    potato 
spraying,  and  are  about  to  issue  one  on 
poultry,  as  well  ivs   leaflets  about  stock 
management  and  ordinary  cattle  dist^4lses. 

Mu.  WEIR:  Was  the  pamphh^t  in 
English  or  Gaelic  ? 

♦Mil.  A.  GRAHAM  MURRAY :  As  my 
hon.  friend  knows,  there  are  very  few- 
people  there  who  cainiot  understand 
English. 

MIGRATIONS  OF  SCOTTISH  CKOFTERS 
AND  ('OTTAUS. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lonl 
Advocate  if  he  will  state  how  many 
crofters  and  cottare  have  been  migrated, 

I  with  the  Jissistance  of  the  Gongestetl 
Districts    Board,    from     the     congested 

^  districts  of  the   Highlands  and  Islands  of 

:  Scotland  to  other  districts. 


*Mn.  A.  GRAHAM  MURRAY:  1  am 

informed  that  up  to  the  present  time  m» 

actually    migrated. 


crofters    have    l)een 


♦Mr.   A.  GRAHAM    MURRAY:    As 
«>onas  it  transpired  that  he  had. 1^^^        ^^^^^^^^.^    ^^^,^    ^^^^^    ^^^  migrated, 

a  day  befoi-e  the  «^V,  ^»»;;;"^^'^^;^^^^^^  .  The  whole  difficulties  comiected  wSh  the 

were  made,  and  when  t*^\^'^"^"V^yj  i  subject  will  be  dealt  with  in  the  forth- 
about  to  }ye  put  m  ^^;^'«  ^;;^^;^^^^g*^^^«;  coming  RciK)rt  of  the  Congested  Districts 
AVe    have   no   niformation  that   he   ^\as    -        c       '  ^ 

<5nabled  to  get  hold  of  any  money. 


Boanl. 


SCX)TTLSH  CONGESTED  DISTRICTS 

BOARD. 
Mr.  weir  :  I   l>cg  to  ask   the  Lord 
Advocate,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  aiding 


FISHKKY    HAKUoriiS— (OLLIESTON. 
Mk.  CROMBIK  (Kincardineshire):    I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  his 
attention  has  been  dii*ected  to  the  fact 
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that  most  of  the  fishermen  of  Collieston 
have  deserted  that  village  and  migrated 
to  Torry,  because,  amongst  other  things, 
the  harbour  is  not  adaptable  to  the  larger 
class  of  boats  now  indispensable  to  success- 
ful line  fishing ;  whether  the  Fishery 
Bojird  has  spent  a  sum  of  about  £3,000  on 
the  harbour  now  deserted  ;  whether  it  has 
been  the  policy  of  the  Fishery  Boaixl  to 
refuse  help  to  the  larger  class  of  harlx)urs, 
such  as  Stonehaven,  which  could  with 
some  improvement  be  admirably  adapted 
to  the  modem  class  of  boats,  on  the 
ground  that  these  were  not  purely  fishing 
harbours ;  and  whether  this  policy  would, 
in  the  light  of  such  cases  as  Collieston,  be 
still  continued. 

*Mr.  a.  graham  MURRAY  :  I  am 
informed  l>y  the  Fishery  Board  that  it  is 
not  a  fact,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  his  question,  that 
most  of  the  fishermen  of  Collieston  have 
deserted  that  village.  The  Fishery  Board 
are  assisting  the  fishermen  and  their  pro- 
prietrix,  at  their  most  urgent  request,  to 
erect  a  harbour  at  Collieston,  which  is 
now  approaching  completion,  and  the 
fishermen  appear  satisfied  that  the 
harbour  will  be  quite  sufficient  and  suit- 
able for  their  boats.  The  Secretary  for 
Scotland  sees  no  reason  why  the  Fishery 
Board  should  alter  their  present  policy, 
which  is,  to  a  large  extent,  guided  by 
statute. 


ABKRDKKNSHfKK   FI8HERIES- 
SLAINS. 


-OLD 


Mr.  weir  :    I  beg  to   ask  the   First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  entire  population  of  the  fishing 
>illage  of  Old  Slains,  Aberdeenshire,  re- 
cently migrated  to  Torry,  Aberdeen,  in  ' 
consequence  of  the  difficulty  which  they  : 
have   experienced    in   prosecuting    their  i 
calling  for  the  want  of  suitable  harbour  | 
accommodation  ;  and,  in  new  of  the  fact 
that  the  fishermen  of  Avoch,  Ross-shire,  \ 
recently  sustained  loss  from  a  like  cause,  j 
and   that  demands   for  suitable  harbour  • 
accommodation  are  continually  made  In'  I 
fishermen  on  the  coasts  of  the  north  of  ; 
Scotland,  will  he  consider  the  expediency  , 
(►f  appointing  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  , 
the  question  of  harbour  accommodation  \ 
ill  Scotland. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  my  right  hon.  friend  has  answered  a 
question    on  the  subject   matter  of  this 


i  very  fuUv.*  With  regard  to  the  Com- 

:  mittee  asked  for,  I  am  afraid  I  can  hold 

out  no  hope  whatever  of  its  appointment. 

SCOTTISH  LUNACY  BOARD. 

Mr.  WEIR:  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  in  the  past  there  has  been  no  diffi- 
culty in  securing  gentlemen  in  Scotland 
to  undertake  the  duties  of  Chairman  of 
the  Scottish  Lunacy  Board  without 
salary,  fee,  or  remuneration  beyond 
travelling  expenses,  will  he  state  why  it 
is  proposed  to  pay  the  present  chairman  ; 
does  he  propose  that  all  public  services  in 
Scotland  hitherto  honorary  shall  in  future 
be  remunerated ;  and,  seeing  that  the  lat« 
chairman  of  the  board  gave  his  ser\'ices 
gratuitously,  will  he  say  whether  any 
efforts  were  made  to  secure  the  services 
of  an  honorary  chairman  prior  to  the 
appointment  of  the  present  chairman. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  assump- 
tion contained  in  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  hon.  Member's  question  is  not  accu- 
rate. The  Lunacy  Board  for  Scotland 
remains  as  it  was  constituted  in  1857, 
and  consists  of  one  unpaid  commissioner 
who  acts  as  chairman  of  the  Board,  two 
medical  commissioners  who  are  paid,  and 
two  legal  commissioners  who  are  unpaid. 
The  duties  are  now  far  more  onerous,  and 
there  is  difficulty,  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  appears  to  be  unaware,  in  getting 
unpaid  membei-s.  The  proposal  in  the 
Bill  presently  before  the  House  is  to  en- 
able payment  to  be  made  to  a  limited  ex- 
tent to  the  members  of  the  Commission 
hitherto  unpaid,  and  is  not  confined  to 
the  chairman.  The  reply  to  the  second 
paragi'aph  of  the  hon.  Member's  question 
is  in  the  negative,  and  to  the  third,  in 
the  affirmative. 

RETURN    OF    SCOTTISH     EDUCATION 
EXPENDITURE. 

Mr.  CROMBIE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  there  exists  any  Return 
showing  the  objects  on  which  local  autho- 
rities spend  the  sum  of  XI  00,000,  granted 
under  Section  2  (5)  of  the  Education  and 
Local  Taxation  (Scotland)  Act,  1892  ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  he  will  grant  such  a 
Return. 

♦Mr.  a.  graham    MURRAY:   The 
sum  granted   under   the   sub-section   re- 

•  See  The  Parliamcntftni  Dvbafes  [Fourth 
Series],  Vol.  Ixxx.,  p.  1191  (19th  March,  1900). 
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ferred  to  by  the  hoii.  Member  was  in 
respect  of  the  financial  year  ending 
3l8t  March,  1899,  not  £1*00,000,  but 
£161,912,  as  shown  in  the  summary 
Ketum  presented  to  Parliament  last  year. 
No  detailed  Return  of  all  the  objects  on 
which  local  authorities  expend  it  has 
been  obtained,  but  it  appears  from  Returns 
made  in  this  and  previous  years  to  the 
Education  Department  and  the  Scotch 
Office  that  alwut  £100  is  spent  on  tech- 
nical education,  from  £1,000  to  £2,000 
on  miscellaneous  schemes  of  public  utility, 
and  the  rest  in  rt^lief  of  rates. 

BALINTORK  HAKBOUK  LIGHT. 
Mr.  weir  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Boai-d  of  Trade  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Northern  Lighthouses,  dated 
27th  February,  1899,  shows  that  the 
light  on  Balintore  Harbour  h<is  1>een  so 
placed  that  it  has  l)een  carried  away  by 
the  sea,  necessitating  the  use  of  a  tem- 
porary li^ht  by  the  harbour  authorities  ; 
and  will  he  state  whether  an-angements 
l«4ve  yet  l»een  made  for  the  erection  of  a 
permanent  light. 

The  president  of  thk  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Rit('IIIE,  (Voydon) :  I 
should  explain  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  Report  to  which  he  refers  was  made 
on  21st  December,  1899,  and  not  on 
27th  Februfiry,  1809,  which  latter  dfite 
is  a  printer's  error  in  thc^  Parliamentary 
Paper.  From  the  Report  of  the  engineer 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Northern  Light- 
houses it  would  apiK^ar  that  in  December 
last  the  re-erection  of  the  pt'iTiianent  light 
at  Balintore  Harljour  was  then  under 
consideration  by  the  local  authority.  I 
have  noiater  inf(»rmationon  the  subject. 

CORK  CULNTV  -FOKKSHOKK  RIGHTS. 
Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  Board  of  Trade  ha^e  re- 
cently hande<l  over  to  Lord  Midleton  A 
portion  of  the  foreshore  of  the  Midleton 
River  at  Ballinacurra,  County  Cork,  and 
whether  any  communication  was  made  to 
the  Cork  Harl)Our  Boaitl  before  this  was 
done ;  whether  it  is  the  practice  of  the 
Ik)anl  of  Trade  before  alienating  fore- 
shore to  firet  ofter  it  to  the  har]x>ur 
authority  or  to  communicate  with  that 
authority,  and  why  this  practice  was  de- 
pirtod  from  in  the  present  case  ;  whether, 
am  regards  the  portiim  of  foreshore  now 
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riven  up  to  Lord  ^Midleton,  the  Cork 
Harl>our  Board  had,  in  or  al)out  the  year 
1884,  come  to  an  arrangement  with  Lord 
Midleton  (who  then  clamied  it)  to  take  a 
lease  of  it  from  him,  but  were  pre^'ente(l 
from  doing  so  by  the  Board  of  Trade  re- 
'  fusing  its  consent  to  the  lease  :  whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  are  aware  that  this 
foreshore  has  ])een  commonly  used  by  thc^ 
.  pubHc  for  many  years,  and  that  any  value 
*  which  it  now  has  arises  from  the  fact  that 
it  has  been  reclaimed  by  the  Harbour 
Board  by  depositing  rubbish  on  it;  and 
why,  in  these  circumstances,  they  handed 
over  the  foreshore  to  Lord  Midleton. 

Mil.  RITCHIE:  The  Board  of  Trmh^ 
have  recently  sold  to  Lonl  Midleton  the 
Crown  right  in  a  piece  of  land  which  was 

;  formerly  foreshore  of  the  Midleton  River 
at  Ballinacurra.  Xo  comnmnication  was 
addressed  to  or  received  from  the  Cork 
Harbour  Commissioners  in  this  matter 
prior  to  an  offer  to  sell  having  In^en  macU' 
to  Lord  Midleton.  It  is  the  usual  prac- 
tice of  the  Board  to  consult  harbour 
authorities  before  dealing  with  land  l)elow 

;  high  water  mark  within  their  jurisdiction, 

I  but  in  the  present  case  the  land  Wiisabovi^ 
the  limit  of  tidal  influence.  In  1884  the- 
Board  declined  to  consent  to  the  Harbour 
Commissioners  taking  a  lease  of  certain 

'■■  foreshore  in  thci  vicinity  from  Lord 
Midleton,  as  it  was  prima  forie  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Crown.  The  Board  are 
aware  that  the  land  recently  sold  to  L<»r([ 
Midleton  was  formerly  open  to  th(^ 
public,  but  they  have  no  information  as 
to  its  having  beeii  reclaimed  by  the  Har- 
bour Commissioners,  and  the  Board  gave 
no  pel-mission  to  the  Commissioners  to 
deposit  rubbisli  thereon.  As  Lord  Midle- 
ton claimed  the  ownership  of  the  land  in 
question,  and  wished  to  utilise  it  for  de- 
veloping local  tnule,  th(^  lloai'd  of  Tradt^ 
decided  to  convey  to  him  the  rights  of 
the  Crown,  thereby  avoiding  the  risk  of 
expensive  litigation. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  Did  not  thc^ 
interference  of  th<'  Hoanl  of  Trade  in  tliLs 
matter  deprive  the  authoriti«.;s  of  land 
which  they  would  otherwise  have  ac- 
([uired  'i 

Mr.  RITCHIK :  I  can  only  siiy  we  took 
what  we  believed  to  bo  the  most  beneficial 
course. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  Why  did 
not    the   Boiinl    of    Trade  C(immumcat«» 
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with  the  local  authorities  in   the   usual 
manner  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  The  pi-actice  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  is  invariably  to  communi- 
cate with  the  local  authorities  when  it  is 
a  question  of  land  below  high  water 
mane.  But  this  was  above  high  water 
mark. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  So  is  all 
land  that  is  any  good. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.) :  Is  it 
not  the  fact  that  the  Cork  Harbour  Com- 
missioners pi-otested  against  the  sale  more 
than  twelve  months  ago  ?  Did  they  not 
say  that  attempts  to  improve  the  land 
would  be  in  >  ain  while  it  was  in  private 
•ownership  ? 

Mr.  FLYXN  (Cork,  N.) :  Why  was 
this  preference  given  to  Lord  Midleton  ? 
Docs  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  know  1 

Mr.  SWIFT  MacNEILL  (Donegal,  S.): 
Aye,  does  he  know  ? 


!  Coimty  Mayo ;  and  will  the  Grovernment 

;  take  steps  to  prevent  the  deportation  of 

paupers    (who   have    spent    the  greater 

C)rtion  of  their  lives  in  England)  to  Ire- 
nd,   and   thus   burdening   the  rates  of 
Poor  Law  unions. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAI. 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Tyrone,  S.) :  The  Local  Goveni- 

;  ment  Board  have  no  information  with 
regard  to  the  case  referred  to  in  the  ques- 
tion  ;  but,  as  I  have  stated  on  a  previous 
occasion,  a  Bill  is  in  preparation  on  the 
subject  of  the  deportation  of  paui)ers  from 

i  England  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clare, 
K) :  Pending  the  introduction  and  passing 
of  the  Bill,  could  not  cases  like  this  stand 
over  1 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  That  is  entirely 
a  matter  for  the  local  boards  of  guardians. 
The  Government  has  nothing  whatever  to 
I  do  with  it. 


Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Yes,  I  do  know.  Lord  Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  :  Is  it  not 
Midleton  claimed  that  this  land  was  his  j  *he  case  this  man  was  bom  on  the 
and  not  the  Crown's;  and  after  taking  i  same  day  as  the  Queen  1  Is  that  the 
legal  advice  we  came  to  the  conclusion  " 

that,  in  order  to  prevent  long,  expensive, 
and  probably  fruitless  litigation,  we  would 
give  way. 


Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.)  :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
land  IS  claimed  by  the  Cork  Harlwur 
iBoard ' 

*Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order »  It  is 
impossible  to  follow  this  matter  further 
in  question  and  answer. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  This  is  a  flagrant  job; 
and  we  srhall  call  attention  to  the  matter 
on  the  Estimates. 

Captain  DONELAN:  Is  it  intended 
to  take  any  steps  to  protect  the  public 
interest  ? 

*Mr.  SPE.\KER  :  Order,  order  ! 

DEPORTATION  OF  HUSH  PAUPERS. 
Mr.  FLYNN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
taiy  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
proceedings  at  Blackburn  on  the  27th 
inst.,  at  which  a  workhouse  inmate  named 
Edward  Murray,  who  said  he  had  spent 
<53  years  in  England,  was  ordered  by  the 
magistrates  to  be  removed  to   Kilmana, 


reason  for  deporting  him  on  the  occasion 
of  Her  Majesty's  \isit  to  Ireland  'I 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

CASTLEHLANEY  UNION   DISl'ENSAHV 
DOCTOR. 

Mr.  DALY  (Monaghan,  S.)  :  I  beg  t<» 
ask   Mr.   Attorney   General   for   Ir^nd 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Castleblaney 
Board  of  Guardians,  at  their  meeting  on 
the  7th  instant,  refused  to  pay  the  sub 
stitute  of  a  doctor  of  one  of  the  dispen- 
sary districts  of  that  union  when  absent 
at  the  assizes  ;  and  that  this  is  considered 
a  grievance  by  the  Guardians  of  Castle- 
blaney Union  in  having  to  p&y  the  sub- 
stitute of  a  doctor   who   is  getting   his 
salary  when  absent  and  at  the  same  time 
I  earning  a  fee  of  £2  2s.  per  day  as  well  as 
I  travelling  expenses  ;  and  whether  he  will 
direct  the  Local  Government   Board  to 
I  order,  when  dispensary  doctors   are  suni- 
I  moned  by  the  Crown  as  witnesses,  that 
these  doctoi-8  will  pay  their  substitutes  in 
I  the  future. 

!  The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  Londonderry, 

t  N.) :  The  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  first 
paragraph.        The     Local     Gorernment 

:  Board  have  been  ad\-ised  that  a  doctor 
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who  is  compelled  under  subpoena  to 
attend  a  Court  of  Justice  is  temporarily 
incapacitated  from  performing  his  duties 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Relief  Acts, 
and  that  the  Boara  of  Guardians  were 
bound,  therefore,  to  make  provision  for 
the  care  of  the  sick  poor  during  his  i 
absence  by  employing  and  paying  a 
temporary  substitute.  The  doctor,  if 
obliged  to  pay  his  substitute  out  of  the 
expenses  he  receives  as  witness  would, 
in  many  cases,  be  out  of  pocket  by  reason 
of  his  obedience  to  the  subpoena.  The 
reply  to  the  last  paragraph  is  in  the 
negative. 

IRISH  POOR  LAW  DIETARY  SCALES- 
CARRICKM ACROSS    WORKHOL'SE. 

Mr.  DALY :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  average  cost  per  inmate  per  week 
in  Carrickmacross  Workhouse  for  the  past 
year  was  3s.  9^.,  while  in  Monaghan  the 
average  cost  per  inmate  was  only  2s.  8d. 
per  week ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
same  Local  Government  Board  inspector 
inspects  both  workhouses,  and  if  he  can 
state  why  such  a  disparity  was  allowed 
by  this  inspector  in  the  dietary  of  these 
workhouses  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that,  if 
the  treatment  to  the  paupers  of  ^lonaghau 
Workhouse  be  correct,  the  ratepayers  of 
Carrickmacross  Union  are  losing  £250 
per  annum  owing  to  the  hi^h  average  cost 
in  that  workhouse ;  and  whether  he  can 
«tate  what  course  he  intends  to  take  to 
relieve  the  ratepayers  of  Carrickmacross 
Union  of  this  high  average  cost  when  com- 
pared with  Monaghan. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  The  figures  are 
correctly  stated  in  the  first  paragraph. 
The  same  inspector  is  in  charge  of  the 
Unions  of  Carrickmacross  and  Monaghan. 
Differences  in  the  average  cost  of  main- 
tenance in  one  workhouse  as  compared 
with  another  may  obviously  be  due  to 
several  causes ;  for  example,  the  relative 
consumption  of  stimulants,  the  terms  upon 
which  contracts  for  workhouse  supplies 
have  been  accepted,  the  proportion  of  sick  ' 
patients.  These  are  not  matters  in  which 
an  inspector  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  exercises  any  responsibility,  nor 
has  he  power  to  enforce  the  adoption  of 
«  particular  scale  of  dietary,  though  he 
may  make  recommendations  in  this  last- 
mentioned  respect  for  the  consideration  . 
of  the  guardians.  The  fact  that  the  cost 
of  maintenance  in  Monaghan  is  relatively 
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low  does  not  necessarily  prove  that  thei-e 
is  a  waste  of  £250  a  year  in  Carrickma- 
cross Workhouse,  as  the  question  assumes. 
In  reply  to  the  concluding  panigiaph,  the 
Local  Government  Board  do  not  propose 
to  interfere  with  the  guardians  in  the 
matter. 

CARRICKMACROSS  URBAN  AND 
RURAL  BOUNDARIES. 

Mr.  DALY  :  I  bee  to  ask-  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Canickmacross  Board 
of  Guaixiians  unanimously  passed  a  reso- 
lution that  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  reconsider  the  adjustment  made  by 
Colonel  O'Hara  between  Cai-rickmacross 
Urban  and  Carrickmacross  Ilural  Dis- 
tricts ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Carrick- 
macross Urban  District,  with  a  valuation 
of  £3,010,  has  only  to  pay  X40  4s.  5d., 
while  Carrickmacross  Rural  District  with 
a  valuation  of  £5,500,  has  to  bear  £102  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  according  to 
the  statement  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Union 
of  Carrickmacross,  Colonel  O'Hara  only 
remained  there  half  an  hour  to  adjust 
the  affairs  of  sixteen  electoral  divisions ; 
and  whether  he  will  direct  a  further 
inquiry  into  the  matters  complained  of. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  The  resolution  re- 
ferred to  in  the  first  paragraph  has  been 
received.  The  figures  are  as  stated  in 
the  second  paragraph.  It  is  to  be  ob- 
served, however,  that  there  are  many 
items  chargeable  wholly  upon  mral  divi- 
sions, and  othei^s  upon  the  urban  division, 
which  would  affect  an  apportionment  of 
the  total  debits  based  on  valuation  alone. 
I  am  unable  to  say  how  long  Colonel 
O'Hara  lemained  at  Carrickmacross.  A 
lengthened  stay  was  apparently  not  re- 
quired, inasmuch  as  the  adjustment  is 
made  upon  figures  which  were  certified 
by  the  auditor  at  his  audit  for  the  half- 
year  ended  March,  1899,  and  all  these 
figures  were  obtainable  in  the  office  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  As  no  error 
in  the  figures  has  been  shown,  it  is  not 
intended  to  hold  a  further  iiK^uiry  as 
suggested. 

MULLINGAK  COUNTY  COURT  HOUSE. 

Mr.  T.  B.  CURRAN  (Dtnegal,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  the  sulvsheriff  of  West- 
meath  has  an  office  in  the  county  court 
house  at  Mullingar  with  a  notice  on  the 
door  marked  "  Private  " ;  and,  if  so,  is  the 
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sheriffs  office  a  private  one  or  a  public 
one ;  whether  the  Distributor  of  Stamps 
for  the  King's  County  District  has  lus 
office  in  the  county  court  house  at 
MuJlingar,  with  the  sign  "  District  Stamp 
Office  "  over  the  door  ;  and,  if  so,  does  he 
pay  a  rent  for  such  office  ;  and,  if  not,  by 
what  right  does  he  use  the  public  building 
for  his  private  business ;  and  whether  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  and  Peace  for  the 
County  Westmeath  conducts  part  of  his 
business  as  such  clerk  through  the  sub- 
sheriff ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  public  that  the  subnsheriff 
should  have  access  to  and  control  of  the 
Peace  Office. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  I  am  not  aware 
whether  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  this 
question.  The  allocation  of  the  apart- 
ments in  the  court-house  is  entirely  a 
matter  for  arrangement  between  the 
Hifi;h  Sheriff*  and  the  local  authorities, 
ana  the  Executive  Government  have  no 
power  to  interfere. 

Mr.  T.  B.  CURRAN  :  Then  may  he 
let  lodgings  if  he  chooses  1 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

CORK  DISTRICT  ASYLUM—  CRIMINAL 
LUNATICS. 

Mr.  CREAN  (Queen's  Co.,  Ossory) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
since  January  1897,  criminal  lunatics  to 
the  number  of  twenty-six  have  been 
transferred  to  the  Cork  District  Lunatic 
Asylum  ;  and  whether  it  is  legal  to 
transfer  criminal  lunatics  to  district 
lunatic  asylums  ;  and,  if  so,  should  they 
be  chargeable  on  the  rates. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour)  :  Since  January,  1897,  twenty- 
eight  criminal  lunatics  have  been  trans- 
ferred to  the  Cork  District  Lunatic 
Asylum.  They  were  nearly  all  cases 
of  short  sentence,  and  ceased  to  be 
criminal  lunatics  properly  speaking 
within  a  verv  short  time — usually  not 
more  than  a  few  weeks — of  their  transfer. 
It  is  legal  to  transfer  such  lunatics  to  dis- 
trict asylums  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Acts  1  Vic.  tap.  27,  and  38  and  39  Vic. 
cap.  67,  s.  13.  When  so  transferred, 
one-half  the  cost  of  their  maintenance, 
approximately,  is  paid  by  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  ;  the  balance  only  falls  on  the 
local  rates. 


Mb.  CECEAN  :  Will  that  be  done  in 
connection  with  the  cases  to  which  I  have 
referred  1 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  Certainly. 

CORK   COUNTY  LAND    HOLDINGS— 
SUBLETTING. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in  the  case 
of  a  holding  purchased  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Acts  situate  in  the  County  Cork, 
the  Land  Commission  have  recently  per- 
mitted the  tenant  purchaser  to  per- 
manently sublet  the  whole  holding  at  a 
substantial  rent  as  an  ordinary  agricultural 
holding,  thereby  recreating  the  relation  of 
landlord  and  tenancy  in  the  holding ; 
whether  the  Land  Commie'^ion  intend  as 
a  general  practice  to  waive  the  prohibition 
of  sub-letting  in  the  case  of  holdings  pur- 
chased under  the  Land  Purchase  Acts, 
and  to  permit  the  purchasers  at  their 
pleasure  to  become  landlord ;  what  the 
reasons  for  allowing  sub-letting  in  this 
particular  case  were ;  and  whether  the 
person  to  whom  this  holding  was  eub-let 
will  himself  be  entitled  to  purchase  the 
holding  under  the  Land  Purchase  Acts. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  G.  W.  Bal- 

i  four)  :   This  question  does  not  contain 

I  sufficient  information  to  enable  the  Land 

'  Commissioners  to  identify  the  particular 

I  case  to  which  reference  is  made.     If  the 

hon.  Member  will  furnish  me  with  the 

name   of  the  tenant  purchaser   and  the 

townland  in  which  the  holding  is  situate 

I  will  call  for  a  further  Report  in  the 

i  matter. 

FLAX  GROWING  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  DALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture for  Ireland  whether  he  has  taken 
any  steps  to  instruct  the  people  of 
Ireland  in  the  growth  of  flax,  or  if  he 
will  see  to  this  matter  during  the  present 
season  for  sowing  flax. 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the 
i  DEPARTMENT  of        AGRICUL- 

•TURE  for  IRELAND  (Mr.  Plun- 
\  KETT,  Dublin  County,  S.)  :  No  steps 
have  yet  been  taken  in  the  direction 
indicated  in  the  question,  though  in- 
quiries have  been  made  which  will 
enable  the  Department,  when  fully  con- 
stituted, to  give  early  attention  to  this, 
important  matter. 
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BALLYHEIGUE    BAY— SUGGESTED 
BOATSLIP. 

Mr.  flavin  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture for  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 


!  Mr.  PLUNKETT  :  A  desire  has  been 
'  expressed  by  some  memlMjrs  of  the 
I  veterinary  profession  to  have  a  larger 
I  representation  on  the  governing  body  of 
,^    .         ...  the  Royal  Veterinary  College  of  Ireland, 

the  late  C.  H.  Smith,  divisional  officer  at  |  but  I  am  not  aware  that  any  dissatisfac- 


Ballyheigue,  County  Kerry,  reported  that 
large  shoals  of  mackerel,  herrings,  and 
other  fish  appear  in  Ballyheigue  Bay; 
and  whether,  with  the  view  of  developing 
the  fishing  industry  in  that  poor  district, 
a  suitable  pier  or  boatslip  will  be  con- 
structed, as  suggested  by  the  late  Mr. 
Smith,  so  as  to  accommodate  and  give 
employment  to  the  large  number  of 
fishermen  in  the  district. 

Mr.  PLUNKETT:  I  am  informed 
that  in  November,  1897,  Mr.  Smith,  the 
divisional  officer  of  coastguard,  reported 
that  small,  not  large,  shoals  of  mackerel 
and  herrings  had  }>een  observed  off 
Ballyheigue  at  different  periods  of  the 
autumn  season.  The  question  of  the  | 
construction  of  a  pier  or  boatslip  has  on  j 
more    than    one   occasion   engaged    the 


tion  exists  as  to  the  religious  complexion 
of  the  existing  representation.  At 
present  twelve  governors  are  Koman 
Catholics.  Considerations  of  religion  have 
not  entered  into  the  appointments 
referred  to  in  the  question,  and  it  is  to  be 
hoped  that  they  will  not  do  so  in  any 
future  appointments. 

*Mr.  FLAVIN:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  why,  with  four  veterinary 
surgeons  on  the  Board,  there  is  no  Catholic 
amongst  them  1 


Mr.  PLUNKETT : 
other  qualifications. 


I  suppose  through 


CLOSURE  MOTIONS  IN  COxMMITTEE. 
Sir  HENRY  HOWARTH  (Salford,  S.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
attention    of     the    CongestecT  l)istrict8  |  sury  if  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
Board,  who,  however,  have  not  seen  their 
way  to  take  any  further 
matter. 


IS  a 

Will 
undertake 


Mr.    flavin 
Grentleman    aware   that   this 
suitable  place   for  the  pier  ? 
not  recommend  the  Board  to 
this  small  outlay  1 

Mr.  PLUNKETT  :  I  am  afraid  not. 
The  matter  has  been  fully  considered, 
and  the  Board  came  to  its  decision  after 
a  full  examination  of  the  proposal. 


the  occasional  paralysis  of  proceedings 
action  in  the  |  when  the  House  is  in  Committee,  caused 
by  the  fact  that  in  the  absence  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  it  is  not  possible 
to  invoke  the  closure ;    and  whether  he 


Is    the    right    hon. 


rao^t  I  Q^^  gg(3  i^jg  y^^y  ^Q  caucclling  the  clause  in 
the  Standing  Order  which  restricts  the 
use  of  the  closure  to  the  Speaker  and  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  instead  of  ex- 
tending its  use  to  any  occupant  of  the 
Chair  for  the  time  being. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  recognise,  as 
the  House  must  recognise,  that  this  is  an 
important  matter  which  may  very  well 
ROYAL  VETERINARY   COLLEGE   FOR  j  engage  the  attention  of  the  House.     I  do 
IRELAND.  I  jjQ^  think  that  my  hon.  friend  can  ask  me 

♦Mr.  FLAVIN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice-  \  to  propose  an  alteration  of  the  Standing 
President  of  the  Department  of  Agricul-    Order  in    the   present    session.     At  aU 
ture  for  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that    events,  as  at  present  advised,  I  should  be 
dissatisfaction  exists  in  connection  with  |  disinclined  to  follow  any  such  course. 
the  Royal  Veterinary  College  for  Ireland,  I 

owing  to  the  fact  that  out  of   twenty-    THE      POSTMASTER    GENERALSHIP— 
eight  governors  in  that  institution  only  '     SUCCESSOR  TO  THE  DUKE  OF  NOR- 
four  are  veterinary  surgeons,  and  also  to  j     FOLK, 
the  fact  that  of  the  four  veterinary  sur- ,      Mr.    SWIFT   MacNEILL  :   I  beg  to 

S[)ns  on  the  Board  none  are  Roman  j  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
tholics ;  and  whether,  owing  to  the  !  whether  he  is  aware  that  between  the 
very  large  number  of  Roman  Catholic  ;  passing  of  the  Reform  Act  of  1867  and 
students  and  veterinary  surgeons  in  Ire- '  1895  no  fewer  than  eleven  gentlemen  have 
land,  steps  will  be  taken  to  give  represen-  held  the  office  of  Postmaster  General, 
tation  on  the  Board  by  the  appointment  and  of  these  ten  had  seats  in  the  House 
or  otherwise  of  a  reasonable  number  of  '■-  of  Commons,  and  only  one.  Lord  Wolver- 
Roman  Catholic  veterinary  surgeons.        { ton,    who   was  Postmaster  General    to^ 
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(PreYentkm  of  Accidents)  Bill  wfll  pass 
before  the  Easter  heydays,  whenever  that 
maj  be. 

Sir  henry  FOWLER:  Is  it  the 
intention  of  the  Government,  following 
the  usual  practice,  to  state  the  specific 
measures  which  must  be  got  through 
before  the  House  adjourns  for  Easter  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  anticipate 
that  on  Monday  the  Leader  of  the  Oj^k)- 
sition,  who  I  hope  will  then  be  able  to  be 
in  his  place,  will  put  a  question  to  me  on 
that  subject,  when  I  will  endeavour  to 
the  best  of  my  ability  to  indicate  the 
business  to  be  got  through  before  the 
recess. 

Mr.  DH^LON  (Mayo,  E.) :  \Vhen  is  it 
proposed  to  take  the  Charitable  Loans 
(Ireland)  Bill  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :   Who  has       Mr.  DILLON :    Will   it  be  taken  on 
been  appointed  1  ;  Tuesday  ? 

Mr.    a.    J.    BALFOUR:    I    am    not        Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  If  hon.  Members 


six  months  in  1886,  was  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Lords;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  duties  appertaining 
t()  the  office  of  Postmaster  General  and 
the  constant  supervision  of  the  House  of 
Commons  over  the  Postal  Department, 
the  Government,  in  advising  Her  Majesty 
on  the  appfiintment  of  a  successor  to 
the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  will  recommend  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  l>elieve  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  statistics  in  the  first 
paragraph  are  accurate,  but  it  does  not 
rest  with  me  to  recommend  to  the  Crown 
the  person  to  fill  the  office,  nor  should 
the  question  be  a^ldressed  to  me. 

Mr.  H\flFT  MacNEILL  :  The  gentle- 
man to  whom  the  question  ought  to  be 
addressed  is  not  in  this  House.  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  use  his  potent  in- 
fluence with  that  gentleman  1 


aware. 


I  desire,  I  will  not  press  it  on  that  day. 


Mr.  SWIFT  MacNEILL  :  No  official : 
information  ! 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Sir    HENRY    FOWLER:     Can    the! 
right  hon.'  Gentleman  now  state  when  the  ! 
debate   on   the  Education    Code  will  be  i 

taken  1  ' 

I 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid  j 
that  I  can  give  no  information  with , 
regard  to  public  business  beyond  Tuesday 
next.  The  amount  of  business  we  got 
through  yesterday  was  much  less  than 
I  expected,  and  I  shall  have  to  recon- 
sider the  general  amount  of  work  to  be 
got  through  before  the  holidays  and  the 
allocation  of  time  most  convenient  to  the 
House. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffo) :  In  view  of  the  lamentable 
loss  of  life  and  injuries  through  accidents 
to  railway  servants,  and  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Royal  Commission  thereon, 
cannot  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  place  the 
Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill 
in  such  a  position  as  will  enable  it  to  be 
eflfectively  proceeded  with — say,  first  on 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  every 
hope  and  expectation  that  the  Railways 


ALIEN    SEAMEN    IN    BRITISH    SHIPS. 

[Motion  for  Adjournment.] 

Mr.  Haveix)CK  Wilson  (Middles- 
brough) rose  in  his  place,  and  asked 
leave  to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  a 
definite  matter  of  urgent  public  impor- 
tance— namely,  "  the  imminent  despatch 
by  the  Government  of  the  steamship 
*  Caspian '  and  the  steamship  *  Sapphire,' 
with  Government  stores  for  Her  Majesty's 
troops  in  South  Africa,  though  manned 
in  large  part  by  alien  seamen  " ;  but  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  not  having  been 
signified,  Mr.  Speaker  called  on  those 
Members  who  supported  the  Motion  to 
rise  in  their  places,  and  not  less  than 
forty  Members  having  accordingly  risen — 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON :  I  ven- 
ture to  say,  Sir,  that  this  is  a  most 
important  question.  I  have  several  times 
during  the  last  three  months  called  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty to  the  fact  that  a  large  number  of 
the  vessels  employed  in  the  carrying  of 
Government  stores  to  the  troops  in  South 
Africa  have  been  manned  almost  entirel}* 
by  alien  sailors  and  firemen.  Now,  I 
want     to     be     very     clear     upon     this 
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point.  I  am  making  no  complaint 
whatever  with  regard  to  the  vessels 
that  are  earning  the  troi>p$,  because  the 
liners  that  have  conveyed  the  bulk  of  the 
troops  are  the  Union,  the  Castle,  the 
Canard,  and  the  WTiite  Star  line,  which 
are  always  in  ordinary  times  manneil  by 
British  subjects.  As  a  matter  «if  fact  on 
all  the  liners  conveying  troops  there  have 
lieen  very  few  foreigners  indeed.  But 
the  vessels  I  am  complaining  of  are  the 
steamers  that  have  l»een  employed  in 
carrying  guns,  ammunition  and  stores  for 
the  troops,  and  if  it  is  so  important  that 
the  vessels  carrying  the  trrx>j>s  should  In? 
manned  by  British  subjects,  then  I 
venture  to  say  it  is  also  important  that 
the  vessels  carrying  ammunition  and  gims 
for  those  troops  should  also  l>e  manned 
by  British  seamen.  Xor  yet  am  I  making 
any  complaint  of  the  employment  of 
foreign  seamen  who  have  been  long  resi- 
dent in  this  country,  and  who  have  earned 
their  living  in  C»reat  Britain  for  many 
years.  That  is  not  the  kind  of  foreigner 
I  am  complaining  of.  The  class  of  men  I 
am  complaining  of  are  the  crews  that 
have  been  engaged  at  continental  ports, 
because  the  wiiges  at  the  continental 
ports  are  £1  or  30s.  a  month  less  than 
those  paid  at  the  ports  in  Great  Britain. 
I  was  somewhat  surprised  at  the  answer 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Seci-etary 
to  the  Admiralty  gave  to  the  <|Ucstion 
with  reganl  to  the  steamer  ''Caspian.'' 
If  I  understood  him  aright  he  said  that 
this  vessel  was  not  chartered  by  the 
Government,  but  had  been  chartered 
through  the  Castle  line. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Macartney,  Antrim,  S.): 
She  was  not  chartered  by  the  Govern- 
ment at  all.  She  was  chartered  by  the 
owners  to  the  Union  Steamship  Company, 
and  was  taken  up  hy  the  (ioveniment 
from  them. 


Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  I  do  not 
see  any  difference  between  a  vessel  l)eing 
engaged  in  that  way  and  one  engaged 
direct  by  the  Government.  The  Goveni- 
ment  will  have  to  pay  for  it,  and  should, 
therefore,  have  control  over  it.  Conse- 
quently the  responsibility  for  maimine  it 
rests  entirely  with  the  Admiralty,  and  if 
the  Admiralty  had  cared  to  give  definite  in- 
structions to  those  who  chartered  the  vessel  J  .    .u    ».  i      1    n\ :«" 

that  she  should  be  manned  by  British  :  regard  to  the  "  Anglo-Gcnnamc 

subjects^    I    venture    to    say    that    the  '  *  See  page  680  of  this  volume. 


chart erei"s?  wouKl  have  seen  that  that  was 
done.  Now,  how  was  this  vessel  manntHl  * 
I  find  that  she  engaginl  her  crew  at 
Antwerp  on  the  iUh  .March.  There  were 
t\venty-si.\  men  signeil  on.  and  of  thes<» 
twenty -five  were  foreignei-s  i^^nipivetl  of 
nine  difierent  nationalities.  There  is  a 
German  carpenter,  a  Belgian  siewanl.  a 
Greek  mess-room  stewanl,  a  (.Treek  eiK>k, 
and  a  (Tcnium  iKmt swain.  Among  the 
able-lHiditHl  seamen  are  an  Italian,  a  irreek. 
an  Amerieai).  an  Austrian,  and  a  BiH'r 
Dutohnian.  Anuuig  the  oniinary  seamen 
1  find  a  Belgian,  an<l  men  of  four  or  ^W"^ 
other  nationalities,  the  list  ending  up  with 
a  Spanish  e«H>k.  I  siiy  that  the  iilea  of  a 
vesst»l  t-arrving  Government  stores  InMug 
manniHl  by  natives  of  cimntries  which 
have  shi»\vii  marked  hostility  to  this 
country  iluring  the  war  in  South  Africa, 
is  a  l»ad  one.  Apart  fn"»m  that  I  think  it 
is  a  most  dangennis  pnietice.  and  one 
which  the  Admiralty  «mght  to  stop  at 
once.  How  do  we  know  that  Dr.  Leyds 
may  not  have  one  of  his  emissiiries  on 
l)oard  the  ship  ?  During  the  pntgress  of 
the  voyage  out  it  would  l>e  quite 
possiltle  fi»r  such  a  man  when  steering 
the  vessel  inti»  one  of  the  jx>rts,  to  make 
a  mistake  an<l  n\i\  her  on  to  the  rocks, 
with  the  o«>nse«iuent  loss  of  valuable 
stoi-es,  which  it  would  not  l>e  very  easy 
to  replace  l>y  the  time  they  were  rtH]uired. 
With  ivganl  to  the  "  Siipphire,"  I  believe 
she  was  chart eivd  direct  to  carry  stores. 
I  put  a  «|uestion  with  respi^ct  to  her 
yesterday,*  an<l  postpttned  it  by  reipiest, 
but  by  mistake  it  appeai-s  to  have  dis- 
appeared fnmi  the  Onlers  of  the  Day  alto- 
gether. With  regjinl  to  this  vessel,  she 
was  lying  in  the  Tyne.  There  are  a  large 
number  of  seamen  out  of  emplo^'^nient 
there  at  the  present  time — close  upon  one 
thousaml  British  seamen.  Yet  the  owners 
of  this  vessel  in  onler  to  get  cheaper 
labour  took  her  round  to  Caiiliff  and  got 
Spaniards  and  other  foreigners  to  tak»* 
the  place  of  British  seamen.  These  are 
not  the  only  vessels  1  have  complained 
of.  I  have  sent  sevenil  ccmimunications 
to  the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  macartney  :  Two  others. 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON :  I  think 
more  than  two,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  on  several  occasions  promised  me  that 
the  matter  should  be  in<iuired  into.  With 
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♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  must  confine  himself  to  the 
cases  of  the  two  vessels  named  in  his 
motion. 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON:  I  think 
I   have   explained   sufficiently   how    the 
"Caspian"  and  the    "Sapphire"  were 
manned,  and  now,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  I  would  just  like  to  say  that 
this  is  a   practice   which    ought   to    be 
stopped  at  once.     I  do  not  know  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  may  say  in  reply  to 
ne.       Perhaps  he  may     tell  me    that 
foreigners  have    been  engaged  because 
they  are  more  sober  and  steady,  and  that 
consequently  discipline  can     be    better 
maintained  among  them.     If  he  does  say 
that,  I  am  in  a  position  to  answer  him.    I 
have  had  a  look  at  the  log-book  for  the 
'ast  voyage  of  the  "  Caspian."    For  that 
royage  she  was  chartered  by  the  Govern- 
aient  to  carry  mules  to  the  Cape.     I  find 
that  the  crew  then  engaged  also  consisted 
of  foreigners,  as  now.     During  the  pro- 
gress of  that  voyage  six  of  the  foreigners 
seemed  to  have   been  put  in  prisgn  for 
being  drunk  and  disorderly.     There  are 
numerous  entries  in   the  official  log   of 
members  of  the  crew  being  drunk  and 
refusing  to  do  duty,  and  I  observe  one 
entry  on  the  14th  of  the  first  month  of  a 
foreigner  being  drunk  and  disorderly,  of 
his  using  disgusting    language    to     his 
officers,   and   of  his   having  to  be  given 
over    to    the    police.       It    is    perfectly 
true  that  the  crew  of  which  I  am  com- 
plaining is  not  the   crew   on  board  the 
ship  at  the    present    time,     but    I    am 
only  using  the  composition  of  that  crew 
and  their  conduct  to  illustrate  that  they 
do  not  give  better  service  than  British 
seamen.     I  say  that  the  log  of  this  vessel, 
while  she  has  been  in  the  service  of  the 
Government,   goes    to  prove    that  they 
cannot  get  better  service  from  foreigners 
than  from  British  seamen,  and  it  is  only 
in  that  sense  that  I   am  using  it.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  look  on  this 
as  a  very  light  matter.     I  hope  he  ^vill 
not ;  for  I  can  see  very  clearly  that  if  we 
were  in  conflict  with  a  great  European 
Power,  and  if  the  vessels  conveying  our 
war  stores  to  distant  parts  of  the  world 
were  manned  in  this  way,  it  would  be 
a    very     serious      matter     indeed.      It 
would    be   quite     possible     for    any    of 
those     Powers     with    which    we    were 
at      war      to      put     their      emissaries 
on  board  the  ships  we  have  chartered 


and  do  considerable  damage  to    them. 
One  case  has  already  occurred  where  one 
of  the  friends  of  the  Boers  was  engaged 
as  a  deck  hand,  and   the  circumstances 
connected  with  that  are  very  suspicious. 
A   vessel  chartered  by  the  Grovernment 
was  leaving  one  of  our  ports,  and  one  of 
the  sailors  who  was  born  a  German  said 
he  was  a  citizen  of  the  Transvaal.     Two 
or  three  days  before  he  was  engaged  he 
was  boasting  amongst  a  large  number  of 
seamen  how  he   would  like  to  see  the 
British    defeated    in    the    present    war. 
Well,  the  vessel  was  sent  to  sea,  and  as 
she  was  passing  out  of  port   this  very 
man  was  called  to  the  wheel.     He  bad 
not  been  one  minute  at  the  wheel  when 
the  vessel  ran  ashore  and  became  a  total 
wreck.     I  do  not  say  that  the  man  did  it 
deliberately,  because   I  cannot  prove  it. 
But  there  is  a  good  deal  of  suspicion 
attached  to  the  whole  affair,  considering 
that  he  should   have  been   speaking  so 
strongly    against    the    British     in     the 
present     conflict,    and   that     he    should 
have     been     the     man      to     run    the 
vessel     on     shore.       The     unfortunate 
pilot's  certificate  was  suspended  in  conse- 
quence, and   I  venture   to  say  that  the 
pilot  was  not  responsible  for  the  loss  of 
that  vessel     If  Dr.  Leyds  had  been  hsM 
as  smart  as  he  is  considered  to  be  he 
would   have  had  a  number  of  his  emis- 
saries on   board  all  our  ships   carrying 
funs  and  stores  to  South   Africa;   and 
ad  anything  happened  there  would  have 
been   consternation  at  once  at  the  Ad- 
miralty,   and    there    would    have   been 
general  orders  issued  at  once  that  these 
aliens   were  not   to  be  engaged  on  our 
transports.     We  have  a  special  claim  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  stop 
this  practice  of  employing  foreign  seamen 
on  board  our  ships  carrying  stores  and 
war  material.     One  of  the  items  on  their 
programme  at  the  General  Election  was 
to   prevent  alien   immigration  into  this 
country ;  and  that  is  one  of  the  planks  of 
their  platform  still.     Surely,  then,  they 
ought,  of  all  Governments,  to  put  their 
foot  down  and  say    that  every  vessel 
carrying  Government  property  shall  be 
manned     by     British     subjects     or    by 
foreigners  who  have  been  long  resident 
in  this  country.     Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman     will     say     that     there     is 
some    difficulty    in    getting    the    men, 
but       if      he      puts      that       forward 
as  a  defence,  I  want  to  tell  him  that  we 
inserted  an  advertisement  in  th^  Gardifl^ 
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Newcastle,  and  several  other  papers,  and  |  Mr.  MACAKTNEY  :  Now,  what  is 
inside  twelve  hours  we  had  no  fewer  than  |  the  duty  which  the  Admiralty  have  to 
2,000  British  seamen  register^  for  em-  i  ^^^  ^^  ^^^       3^^^  ^^^^^^  ^    I^  i^ 

ptoyment  m  transport  ships.  They  were  Lu^  i»^^ji.  t 
^y  and  willing  to  take  employment,  I  *^«  ^^^^f^^ly  imjxjrtant  duty  of  convey- 
but  could  not  get  it,  because  the  owners  :  ^^^^  "^^^^  ^^^  utmost  precision  and 
thought  they  could  get  foreigners  on  the  |  despatch,  stores  of  all  sorts  to  the  troops, 
cheap.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Grovemment ;  and  to  the  transports  conveying  these 
to  enforce  the  fair  wage  resolution  of  this  troops  to  South  Africa,  and  to  Her 
House ;  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  right  to  |  Majesty's  ships  in  these  distant  waters.  I 
aUow  owners  who  charter  ships  for  British  1  ^^^^  that  the  House  will  agree  that  the 
service  to  engage  men  on  the  Continent      ^  ,  1    .      ,      «        ,  , .  , 

on  the  cheap.  I  do  not  think  I  need  ■  ^^°^^^  despatch  is  the  first  duty  which 
labour  the  question  more  fully.  I  trust ,  lies  on  the  Admiralty,  and  that  they 
we  shall  have  a  straightforward  answer  ^  should  not  from  any  other  motive  which 
from  the  Admiralty ;  but  I  want  more.  '  may  operate  on  their  minds  be  diverted 
I  want  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  from  that  necessary  and  primary  duty. 
to  inquire  into  the  whole  subject,  and  as  j  Take  the  case  of  the  "  Caspian."  She  was 
to  whether  it  is  possible,  in  the  event  of  taken  up  hy  the  Admiralty  on  the  26th 
a  conflict  with  a  great  European  Power,  |  February,  but  she  was  not  chartered  by 
that  we  should  have  all  our  ships  manned  the  Admiralty,  and,  therefore,  the  Ad- 
with  British  seamen.  miralty  have  no  direct  relations  to  the 

;  owners.     Her  owners  chartered  her  on  a 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,    time    charter  to  the   Union   Steamship 

"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." —  ;  Company,   and  under  that  charter    the 

{Mr,  Havdock  fVihon,)  1  owners    are    responsible    to    the  Union 

Steamship  Company  for  the  crew,  and  for 
Mr.  macartney  :  The  hon.  Gentle-  j  the  manning  of  the  vessel.  Our  relations 
man  must  not  assume  that  the  Admiralty  I  did  not  bring  us  into  contact  with  the 
look  upon  the  manning  of  the  ships  of  the  '  owners,  and,  therefore,  we  had  no  know- 
mercantile  marine  in  a  light  or  casual  ledge  of  what  her  crew  was  composed.  It 
manner.  It  is  a  matter,  from  every  point  was  a  matter  of  imperative  urgency  with 
of  view,  which  has  given  the  Admiralty  j  us  to  get  the  tonnage  required  at  that 
considerable  anxiety.  No  Department  in  :  moment.  The  "  Caspian,"  as  I  have  said, 
the  State  could  feel  more  the  importance  '  was  taken  up  on  agreement  on  26th 
of  the  manning  of  the  mercantile  marine  ;  Febniary.  She  arrived  at  Antwerp  on 
to  a  large  extent  by  foreigners  than  the  |  the  1st  or  2nd  of  March.  She  received 
Department  on  behalf  of  which  I  am  now  I  orders  to  proceed  to  London  for  the  Cape, 
replying.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  I  am  and  I  understand,  having  received  these 
sure,  did  not  intend  to  lead  the  House  to  orders,  she  engaged  a  fresh  crew,  the 
suppose  that  in  the  communications  which  former  crew  having  been  discharged  at 
passed  between  him  and  myself  anything  |  Antwerp  according  to  the  articles  of  the 
I  have  said  suggested  that  I  personally  ,  ship.  Under  these  circumstances,  every- 
faave  looked  upon  this  as  a  matter  which  !  thing  being  legal,  and  there  being 
ought  not  to  be  remedied.  Now,  the  •  no  reason  to  suppose  on  the  part 
gravamen  of  the  hon.  Grentleman's  com- 1  of  the  Admiralty  that  the  Union  Steam- 
plaint  is  the  employment  of  foreigners  ship  Company,  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
on  our  ships.  That  is  a  matter  which  has  |  says  is  a  company  of  the  highest  repute, 
been  felt,  at  least  so  far  as  the  mercantile  i  would  have  otfert^i  to  us  a  ship  for  Govem- 
marine  is  concerned,  for  many  years.  !  ment  service  which  was  not  perfectly 
Parliament  has  not  laid  it  down  that  capable  of  carrying  out  the  services  re- 
quired, I  submit  to  the  House  that  in  disk- 
ing the  Admiralty  at  this  moment  to  put 
into  operation  a  system  of  administration 
in  regard  to  the  manning  of  ships  of  the 
mercantile  marine  which  Parliament  has 
not  yet  attempted  to  enforce  in  ordinary 
times,  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  asking  a 
Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  I  might  j  thing  which  is  utterly  impracticable  and 
have  raised  that  question.  I  impossible. 


owners  of  ships  in  the  mercantile  marine 
should  not,  if  they  chose,  employ 
foreigners,  and  the  Admiralty  have  there- 
fore dealt  with  the  question  as  it  exists. 
There  is  no  question  raised  here  of  un- 
seaworthiness or  undermanning. 
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Mr.   HAVELOCK   WILSON :  Might  ]  recommendations  from  the  War  Office. 
I  ask  if  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  Admi-  \  In  these  circumstances,  however  desirable 


ralty  are  putting  that  principle  in  opera- 
tion in  regard  to  ships  which  are  carrying  | 
troops  ?  j 

Mr.  MACARTNEY:  No,  sir.  Wo! 
have  made  certain  stipulations  with  regard  j 
to  the  transports  taken  up  for  the  con- ! 
veyance  of  troops.       These  vessels  are 


it  might  be  to  introduce  restrictions  of 
the  character  advocated  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, I  am  bound  to  tell  the  House 
that  it  would  be  absolutely  impossible  to 
carry  on  with  any  efficiency  the  great 
national  work  the  Admiralty  now  has  on 
hand,  if  it  were  insisted  on.  I  hope  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  be  content  with  the 
taken  up  on  time  charter,  and  there  is  all !  assurance    I    have  given   him    that  the 


Admiralty  does  not  look  on  this  matter 
I  in  a  light  or  negligent  spirit.  If  they 
saw  the  opportunity  they  would  be  only 
too  glad  to  encourage  by  their  own  action 
the  larger  employment  of  British  sailors 


the  difference  in  the  world  between  the 
conditions   of  a   time   charter    and    the 
agreement    which   was  made  in   regard  , 
to  the  "  Caspian  "  and  other  ships  on  ton- 1 
nage  or  freight.     During  the  period  that ' 

is  run  on  a  time  charter  the  persons  em- 1  by  the  mercantile  marine, 
ployed  on  the  chartered  ships  are  fully  ' 
-protected  by  the  Government,  and  during  ♦Sir  U.  KAY  -  SHUTTLEWORTH 
that  time  the  remuneration  is  that  which  \  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  said  it  was  not  for 
comes  from  Government  employment.  \  the  purpose  of  unduly  prolonging  the 
But  if  we  take  up  a  freight  or  tonnage  j  debate  that  he  rose,  but  for  the  purpose 


charter  we  may  only  take  up  two,  fifty, 
a  hundred,  or  a  thousand  tons — only  a 
small  part  of  the  tonnage  of  the  ship. 


Mr.    HAVELOCK    WILSON: 
vessel  was  fully  loaded. 


of  asking  for  a  little  further  information 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  in- 
formed the  House  that  if  the  Admiralty 
were  chartering  a  ship  for  the  conveyance 
This '  of  troops  certain  conditions  would  be 
imposed,  including  some  as  to  the  consti- 
I  tution  of  the  crews.  But  in  this  case, 
Mr.  macartney  :  Quite  true ;  but  j  though  the  whole  ship  was  needed  for 
she  was  not  taken  up  on  time  conditions.  !  Government  stores,  no  conditions  of  this 
The  "  adventure  "  was  not  "  terminated  "  >  kind  were  imposed.  And  the  crew  of  the 
at  a  port  in  South  Africa,  but  the  vessel  ;  "Caspian,"  as  explained  by  the  hon. 
might  go  on  to  any  other  part  of  the  j  Member  for  Middlesbrough,  was  com- 
world.  The  hon.  Gentleman  asks  whether  j  posed  of  men  of  the  most  diverse 
this  is  a  question  to  which  our  attention  i  nationalities,  so  that  they  would  be 
has  been  directed.  It  is  ;  and  we  have  I  unable  to  speak  to  each  other, 
been  most  anxious  to  make  conditions 
which  would  carry  into  effect  the  views  j 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  views  with  which 
every  Member  of  the  House  sympathises. ! 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  knows  that ! 
probably  there  never  was  a  time  when  it  j 
was  more  difficult  to  get  freight  ships,  j  do  not. 
not  only  for  Admiralty  purposes,  but  for  j 

the  contractors  also.  Contractors  have  |  ♦Snt  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  said 
found  the  greatest  difficulty  in  getting  i  that  unless  the  men  did  understand 
freights  to  carry  materials  to  carry  i  English  they  would  be  unable  to  commu- 
on      their      work,      and      I      am      in- 1  nicate  with  each  other  and  with  those  in 


Mr.  macartney  :  The  crews  under- 
stand English. 

Mr.    HAVELOCK  WILSON:   I  beg 
to  differ  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  ;  they 


formed  by  those  who  are  acting  for 
the  Admiralty  in  taking  up  freight 
ships  for  stores  and  coals  that  it  would 
be  absolutely  impossible  to  obtain  them 
as  speedily  as  is  necessary  if  strict  regu- 
lations were  put  in  the  agreements.  We 
have  to  buy  coal  in  reply  to  telegraphic 
instructions  from  the  Cape,  St.  Vincent, 
and  elsewhere,  and  we  have  to  get  freight 
for  it  at  the  earliest  moment,  and  in  rela- 
tion to  stores  we  have  received  urgent 


authority.  There  might  also  be  among 
them  some  who  were  hostile  to  this 
country,  who  might  take  a  favourable 
opportunity  to  do  an  ill  turn,  by  which 
the  stores  and  ship  might  be  lost.  He 
did  not  think  sufficient  information  had 
been  given  to  the  House  as  to  the  pre- 
cautions that  were  taken,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  in  the  particuhr  case 
to  which  the  motion  referred  the  cargo 
consisted  wholly  of  stores  of  Her  Majesty's 
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(Government.     In    a  case  of   this  kind  j 
where  it  was   of   vital   importance  that  j 
the    troops     should     receive    whatever  i 
was    sent    out    in    perfect    safety,     he  [ 
thought  the  House   would   desire    that  j 
some  special  precautions  should  be  taken  ' 
by  the  Transport  Department.     In  saying 
this  he  wished  to  guard  himself  from  the 
suspicion  of  casting  any  reflection  on  that 
department.     He  had  already  spoken  this 
session  of  the  remarkable  regularity  and  > 
despatch  with  which  the  Admiralty  had  . 
performed  transport  work  on  an  unpre- 
cedented scale;  but,  as  this  matter  had 
been  brought   forward,   he  thought  the 
House  should  be  placed  in  possession  of 
fuller  information  upon  it. 

The  FIKST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  may  frankly  admit 
that  I  was  startled  when  I  saw  the  com- 
position of  the  crews  of  these  two  ships, 
and  I  regret  their  composition  as  much  as 
anybody  can.  My  right  hon.  friend 
asked  what  precautions  were  taken.  In 
these  particular  cases  the  Admiralty  re- 
lied upon  the  high  character  of  the  per- 
sons with  whom  they  were  contracting, 
the  Union  Steamship  Company,  and  did 
not  ask  what  was  the  composition  of  the 
crews.  In  the  case  of  transports,  the 
ships  are  under  the  control  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, but  it  is  impossible,  in  the  case  of 
the  despatch  of  stores  in  response  to  tele- 
graphed requisitions,  to  inquire  into  the 
composition  of  the  crews  of  the  vessels  in 
which  they  are  sent.  We  are  bound  to 
wei^h  the  rapidity  of  our  transactions 
against  any  possible  risks.  We  have 
been  conducting  this  business  now  for 
nearly  six  months,  and  hundreds  of  ships 
have  been  chartered  without  any  accident 
having  occurred.  The  owners  are  re- 
sponsible, and  I  hope  there  are  no  ship- 
owners in  this  country  conducting 
business  of  this  kind  who  are  not  careful 
to  see  that  their  ships  are  properly  found. 
In  this  case  all  the  officers  were  British, 
and  we  were  given  to  understand  that  the 
majority  of  the  crew  were. 

Mr.  HAVELCCK  WILSON:  I  can 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
officers  were  disgusted  with  the  crew. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  Admiralty  can- 
not in  a  moment  of  emergency  enter  into 
the  composition  of  the  crew  of  a  vessel.  I 
can  only  express  my  regret  at  the  state  of 


things  that  has  been  pointed  out,  and  I  hope 
that  all  owners  with  whom  the  Admiralty 
have  to  deal  in  the  future  will  avoid  the 
necessity  of  a  case  like  this  being  brought 
before  the  House.  I  cannot  go  beyond 
that,  but  I  hope  I  have  convinced  the 
House  that  the  Admiralty  by  no  means 
minimises  the  importance  of  the  matter. 

Commander  BETHELL  (Yorkshire, 
E.R.,  Holderness)  expressed  the  hope  that 
the  Government  would  take  into  considera- 
tion generally  the  practice  of  employing 
foreign  seamen  on  British  ships. 

Question  put  and  negatived. 


SELE(;TI0N  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 
Mr.  HAii^EY  reported  from  the  CDm- 
mittee  of  Selection,  That  they  had  dis- 
charged the  following  Members  from  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Trade  (including 
Agriculture  and  Fishing),  Shipping,  and 
Manufactures  : — Mr.  Power,  Sir  Reginakl 
Hanson,  and  Sir  Elliott  Lees;  and  had 
appointed  in  substitution  :  Mr.  Macaleese, 
Colonel  Kenyon-Slaney,  and  Mr.  Giles. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


NEir  BILLS, 


SHOP  HOURS  ACT  (1892)  AMENDMENT. 
Bill  to  amend  The  Shop  Hours  Act, 
1892,  ordered  to  be  ])rought  in  by  Mr. 
Steadman,  Mr.  John  Burns,  Sir  Charles 
Dilke,  and  Mr.  Woods. 

SHOP  HOURS  ACT  (1892)  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

"To  amend  The  Shop  Hours  Act, 
1892,"  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  ; 
to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Wednes- 
day, 2nd  May,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
161.] 

COURT  OF  CRIMINAL  APPEAL. 
Bill  to  establish  a  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Pickersgill,  Mr.  John  Burns,  Mr.  Bryn- 
mor  Jones,  Mr.  Richards,  Sir  Albert 
RoUit,  and  Mr.  Woods. 

COURT  OF  CRIMINAL  APPEAL  BILL. 

"To  establish  a  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal,"  presented,  and  read  the   first 
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time;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
Wednesday,  2nd  May,  and  to  be  printed. 
[BiU  162.] 

VACCINATION. 
Bill  to  declare  the  Law  that  no  prosecu- 
tion shall  be  commenced  without  the 
authority  of  the  Guardians,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  Broad- 
hurst,  Mr.  Uhanning,  Sir  Charles  Dilke, 
and  Mr.  Steadman. 

VACCINATION  BILL. 
"  To  declare  the  Law  that  no  prosecu- 
tion shall  be  commenced  without  the 
authority  of  the  Guardians,"  presented, 
and  read  the  first  time;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Wednesday,  2nd  May, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  163.] 
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SUPPLY, 

Civil  Service  Estimates. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [23rd  March], 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Question  again  proposed. 

PHYSICAL   AND   MILITARY  INSTRUC- 
TION IN  STATE-AIDED  SCHOOLS. 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.K),  who  had  on  the  Paper  the  following 
notice — 

"To  call  attention  to  the  importance  of 
instituting  physical  and  military  drill  for  boys 
in  all  State-aided  or  rate-aided  schools ;  and  to 
move,  That  it  is  highly  expedient  for  the 
physical  and  moral  development  of  the  youth 
of  the  country,  and  that  it  would  conduce  to 
national  defence,  that  boys  of  school  age 
should  be  regularly  instructed  in  physical  and 
military  drill ;  that  this  House  is  of  opinion 
that  such  instruction  should  be  an  obligatory 
part  of  the  curriculum  in  all  schools  aided  by 
public  grants,  except  in  cases  of  physical  dis- 
ability ;  and  that  suitable  provisions  should 
be  inserted  in  the  Code  for  carrying  out  this 
object " — 

said  that  attention  had  been  directed  in 
an  increasing  degree  to  this  matter  in 
recent  years.  All  through  the  coimtry 
there  were  organisations  for  strengthening 
the  physique  of  the  young  by  drill  more 
or  less  advanced  according  to  their  age, 
and  in  many  cases  with  very  happy 
results.  There  were  exercises  for  boys 
which  had  a  distinctly  military  character, 
and  it  might  be  that  these  organisations 


conduced  towards  a  greater  indination 
for  the  military  profession.     He  knew 
that    many    who    had    passed     through 
church  brigades  and  boys'  brigades  had 
proved  very  useful  soldiers  and  sailors, 
but  he  did  not  propose  to  enter  into  that 
branch  of  the  subject  that  night.     His 
object  was  to  obtain  a  more  regular  and 
general  system  of  physical  instruction  in 
the  primary  schools.      Great    attention 
had     been    called    to    this     matter    by 
the    Earl    of  Meath,    a    nobleman  who 
was   well   known    for   his   philanthropic 
work,    and    it    was    chiefly    owing    to 
him    in    1895     that    there    was     intro- 
duced    into     the     Education     Code    of 
that    year    a    direct    reference    to    the 
giving    of    instruction    in    physical   and 
military    drill    in    schools,    and   it   had 
continued  in  the  Code  up  to  the  present 
time.     In    the  course  of  last  autumn  a 
correspondence    was    published  between 
the  War  Office  and  the  Education  Depart- 
ment in  regard  to  the  giving  of  improved 
instruction  in  military  drill  m  schools.  In 
answer  to  a  letter  from   the  Education 
Department,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  indicated  that  he  was  ready  to  pro- 
vide instructors  and  appliances  for  drill 
in  schools  if  the  Education  Council  was 
prepared  to  meet  the  expense  of  so  doins. 
The  Education   Department  gave  a  cold 
answer  to  the  communication  of  the  War 
Office,  and  indicated  that  already  there 
was  a  considerable  amount   of  physical 
instruction  given  in  the  schools,  and  that 
they  could  not  give  additional  funds  for 
that  purpose.   There  was  published  at  the 
same  time  in  the  newspapers  a  paragraph 
in  regard  to  the  revised  instructions  given 
to  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  applicable  to 
the   Code.     He   called  attention   to  this 
because  it  indicated  a  retrograde  policy 
of  the  Department,  which  justified  him  in 
bringing  it  before  the  House.     In  para- 
graph   29    of  the    Revised    Instructions 
issued  to  Her   Majesty's  Inspectors  and 
applicable  to  the  Code  of  1899  he  found 
I  these  words — 

*•  Instruction  in  Swedwh  or  other  drill,  or  in 
suitable  physical  exercises  is  a  condition  of  the 
higher  grant  for  discipline  and  organisation. 
Military  drill  for  boyH  has  been  found  very 
attractive  in  some  districts,  and  deserves  en- 
couragement. A  healthv  game,  which  is  one 
of  the  best  forms  of  pnysical  exercise,  will 
satisfy  the  conditions  of  the  Code.  In  coantry 
schools  such  games  are  almost  always  possible, 
and  if  played  during  an  attendance  should  he 
supervised  by  some  member  of  the  staff  who 
ahoold  teach  the  most  skilful  method  of  play, 
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nod  shmild  encourage  orderly  behaviour  and 
stop  qnarrelliiig." 

Of  course  that  was  all  very  well,  but  it 
was  a  curious  thing  that  in  the  new 
Education  Code  for  1900  a  provision  was 
omitted  which  was  contained  in  Article 
100  ^b)  of  the  Code  last  year,  and  in  the 
previous  Codes  since  1895.  The  pro-  • 
vision  was  as  follows — 

*'  The  higher  ii^rant  for  discipline  and  organi-  , 
satioQ  will  not  be  paid  to  any  school  in  which  ' 
imvision  has  not  been  made  in  the  approved 
time-table  for  instniction  in  SwediHh  or  other 
drill,  or  in  saitable  physical    exercises,   but  ; 
children  employed  in  labour  and   attending  ' 
school  half-time,  and  children  for  whom  such 
instniction  is  ansuitable,  may  lie  exempted." 

The  only  reference  that  could  be  at  all 
oonnected  with  the  subject  of  drill  was  i 
expressed  in  these  words — 

"  Grants  are  ahto  made  for  the  further  in-  i 
stmction  of  certificated  teachers  and  assistant  I 
teachers  (Arc.  79)  in  drawing,  experimental  I 
acien*^  modem  languages,  cookery,  woodwork,  j 
school  gvmnastics,  or  military  drill,  or  such  ; 
other  suDJeots  approved  by  the  Department ' 
as  may  form  part  of  the  curriculum  of  a  public  ! 
flehooiin  receipt  of  Parliamentary  grants  or  of  . 
a  higher  grade  school."  I 

The  provision  expressly  indicated,  he  be- 
lieved, that  military  drill  as  a  course  of 
instruction  had  been  omitted  from  the 
present  Code.  The  Scotch  Education  De- 
partment had  taken  an  altogether 
different  direction  by  encouraging  the 
Introduction  of  military  drill  in  schools. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Department  recently  issued  a  circular  to 
school  boards  which  contaiiie<l  the  fol- 
lowing—  , 

"  I  am  directed  ])y  Lonl  l^lfour  of  Burleigh 
to  bring  under  the  attention  of  school  boards 
and  managers  of  Hchools  a  subject  which  is  one 
of  great  public  importance,  and  which,  in  his 
LordMhip  s  opinion,  concerns  not  less  the  in- 
terests of  the  pupils  of  State-aided  Hchools  tlian 
the  welfare  and  security  of  the  Empire.     It  is  j 
that  of  physical  exercise,  and  particularly  of  | 
those  forms  of  military  drill  which  most  etfec-  ; 
tivelv  develop  the  physical  capacities  of  the  '. 
pupils,  and  train  tnem  in  the  habit  of  the  j 
combined     and     dexterous    employment    of 
these  capacities.    Lord  Balfour  is  convinced  | 
that  suck   exercises,    apart   from  any  other 
consideration,  would  be  a  most  important  aid  ! 
in  attainini^  some  substantial  objects  at  which 
all  education  must  aim.     Not  only  do  they 
tend  to   improve   manual  dexterity  and    to  | 
render  more  alert  the  faculties  of  oUtervation,  ' 
bat  they  are   also   pre-eminently  useful    in 
developiiiff  those  habits   of   comradeship,  of  ; 
responsibuity,   and    of    individual    resource, 
which  are  of  supreme  importance,  not  only  to 
the  nation  as  a  whole,  but  to  the  individual 
papiL     Indirectlv  they  bring  the  individual 
into  contact  witn  the  principles  which  lie  at 
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the  foundation  of  national  defence,  and  they 
brin^  home  to  him  his  duties  and  responsi- 
bilities as  a  citizen  of  the  Empire,  whde  at 
the  same  time  giving  him  an  opportunity  of 
strengthening  and  developing  his  physical 
powers  and  rendering  him  more  Ht  for  his 
ordinary  employment.  Whatever  form  the 
military  service  of  our  country  may  hereafter 
assume,  it  is  evident  that  the  strengtli  and 
security  of  the  Empire  as  a  whole,  as  well  as 
that  ot  every  individual  citizen,  must  depend 
upon  the  extent  to  which  the  moral  eleiiient«i 
ot  res{>onsibility,  duty,  and  readiness  of 
judgment,  along  with  the  physical  caiMci- 
ties,  may  be  developed.  Success  in  this 
can  only  be  achieved  by  careful  considera- 
tion of  the  best  methods,  and  by  e  iiploying 
these  strenuously  and  zealously  daring  school 
life.  Attention  to  physical  training  become^ 
all  the  more  uigent  owing  to  the  tendency  of 
population  to  gather  to  the  larger  towns,  where 
the  opportunities  for  physical  exercises  are 
necessarily  restricted.  .  .  .  The  grant  (the 
amouut  of  which  in  proportion  to  the  local 
etlbrt  must  l>e  liased  on  general  considerations) 
is  paid  on  the  general  efficiency  of  the  school, 
and  that  efficiency  is  tested  by  the  adet^uaoy  of 
the  training  it  supplies.  Lord  Balfour  is  of 
opinion  that  the  thoroughness  of  the  physical 
training  must  form  a  very  important  element 
in  that  test.  He  will  direct  the  particular 
attention  of  the  inspectors  of  schools  to  this 
subject ;  and  it  wul  proltably  be  felt  that 
fitness  to  judge  of  it  ouzht  to  form  an  im- 
portant c[ualihcation  in  tliose  who  aspire  in 
future  to  fill  such  posts,  and  will  not  be  found 
to  be  incompatible  with  the  highest  efficiency 
in  other  respects." 

With  regard  to  the  question  whether 
military  drill  hiid  been  given  up  in  favoiu- 
of  physical  exercises,  he  had  been  in 
communication  with  the  superintendent 
of  physical  training  under  the  London 
School  Board,  who  had  written  as 
follows — 

"  Prior  to  my  appointment  under  the  London 
School  Board  in  1889,  military  tlrill  and  the 
old  extension  motions  were  taught  in  all  Iwys* 
departments,  but  on  taking  up  my  duties  I 
introduced  a  system  of  military  exercises  and 
as  nmch  ndlitary  drill  as  was  laid  down  in  the 
Red-book  from  Section  1  to  Section  26,  exclu- 
sive of  Section  8  (extension  motions).  This 
system  is  now  taught  in  all  schools  under  the 
^hool  l^oard.  The  system  of  physical 
exercises  is  that  sanctioned  and  adopted  by 
the  inspector  of  gymnasia  at  Aldershot,  unil 
taught  in  all  Army  schools." 

This  gentleman  also  distinctly  denied 
that  there  had  been  any  retrogression 
with  regard  to  military  drill.  jNol>ody 
desired  to  have  the  l)oys  treated  as 
soldiers,  or  to  sec  militarism  introduced 
into  the  schools,  but  it  was  desirable  that 
there  should  bo  such  physical  training  af 
was  best  secured  by  simple  military 
methods  of  drill.  By  this  means  the 
scholars  would  be  physically  developed 
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and  their  intelligence  awakened.  This  i 
system  had  been  carried  out  in  the  dis-  i 
trict  of  East  Hants  and  West  Sussex,  ! 
where  the  inspector,  Mr.  Burrows,  was 
an  enthusiast.  If  those  who  were  opposed  j 
to  this  system  could  only  see  the  smart-  j 
ness  and  general  appearance  of  the  ^ 
scholars  in  the  schools  in  that  district ; 
they  would  be  converted.  Mr.  Burrows 
had  written  as  follows  : —  i 

"  The  Portsmouth  district  under  my  charge  ' 
embraces    East     Hants    and    West    Sussex,  ; 
extends  along  the  coast    from    Gosport    and  \ 
Portsmouth  to  Bognor,  includes  Jersey,  and  is  \ 
bounded  on  the  north  by  the  Southdowns  from  . 
the  outskirts  of  Arundel  to  a  line  about  ten 
ndles  west  of  Petersfield.     Within  these  dis- 
tricts strong  contrasts    exist,    such    as    that  ' 
between  schools  in  the  midst  of  Poitsmouth  ■ 
and  those  in  the  remote  villages  of  the  downs  I 
and  of  the  forest  country  round  Wolmer.     In  ; 
spite  of  these  varied  conditions  I  am  able  to  | 
say  that  in  all  boys'  schools  or  departments  , 
throughout  my  district  some  approved  form  of  I 
military  or  physical  drill,  with    or    without  ' 
arms,  accompanied  by  music,  is  regularly  prac-  i 
tised,  and  that  in  all  girls'  and  infants'  schools  j 
or  departments  and  in  all  mixed  schools  some  | 
kind  of  physical  or  Swedish  drill  with  music 
is  the  rule.     This  has  been  the  case  for  some  { 
years,  long  before  public  interest  was  aroused  ' 
m  the  matter.     In  a  considerable  number  of  i 
boys'    schools    the    drill    is    purely  military', 
including    extension    motions    and    company 
drill.     In  other  schools  physical  drill,  based 
more  or  less  on   military  methods,  is  adopted.  I 
I  have  never  proposed  a  uniform  scheme,  as  it  j 
seems  best  that  each  school  should  take  its  I 
own  line  within  due  limits,  so  long  as  the  j 
result  arrived    at    is    genuine    physical    and  | 
moral    training.       There    is    no    subject    so 
popular    with    children    as   drill    which    is  • 
taught    during    the    ordinary-  school    hours.  \ 
The    teachers     are     unanimous    in    stating  ! 
that  this  training  not  only  produces  steadiness,  ! 
obedience,  smartness,  and  concentration,  but  ] 
certainly  strengthens  and  brightens  the  intel-  . 
lectual  power  of  the  scholars.     Throughout  I 
the  whole    of   my  district  it  is   now  clearly  1 
understood  that  drill  forms  one  of  the  most  | 
important  parts  of  elemental*}^  education.    For 
much  of  the  merely  mental  instruction'  is  for-  I 
gotten  when  the  short  school  days  end,  but  I 
physical  and   moral    training,  inseparable  if 
taught  aright,  will  abide,  and  will  form  the  I 
sturdy  stutt*  sorely  nee«ied  by  England  and  the  ! 
Empire.     A  display  of  drill  always  forms  a  i 
prominent  feature  of  my  annual  inspection  of 
all  schools,  whether  large  or  small,  wnether  in  I 
town  or  country.    To  this  custom  and  to  the  ' 
unfailin|^  readiness  and  enthusiasm  with  which  | 
the  subject  has  been  taken  up  by  managers 
and  teachers  I  attribute  the  remarkable  pro-  i 
^ess  made  since  their  attention  was  drawn  to 
it  four  years  ago.      Portsmouth   set   such   a  | 
zealous  and  successful  example,  as  was  to  be  | 
expected  from  the  schools  of  the  first  naval 
port  of  the  kingdom.     Much  of  this  progress 
IS  also  due  to  t^e  anergetic  formaition  of  sdiocri 
bands  to  lead  the  exercises  and  marching.     All 
large   schools    and  many  smaller   ones   now 
possess  bands  of  six  to  thirty  performers,  using 

StrJ.  Fergnsson. 


drums  and  fifes  in  the  boys'  and  violins  in  the 
girls'  schools.  These  bands  are  composed  of 
teachers  of  all  grades  and  of  elder  scholars. 
The  use  of  these  instruments  does  away  with 
the  necessity  of  costly  pianos,  and  enables  the 
band  to  be  maintainecl  at  a  trifling  expense, 
and  to  be  moved  into  the  playground  to  lead 
open-air  drill  in  fine  weather." 

A  very  important  point  was  that  in  this 
district,  in  which  the  system  was  such  a 
great  success,  the  teachers  themselves 
were  enthusiastic  in  the  matter.  Many 
of  the  teachers  had  learned  their  drill  in 
the  local  Volunteer  corps  attached  to  the 
training  colleges.  Instead,  therefore,  of 
employing  military  instnictors  these 
teachers  taught  the  children  the  drill. 
It  was  always  an  advantage  that  both 
the  physical  and  the  educational  teaching 
should  be  in  the  same  hands ;  at  any  rate 
it  had  been  extremely  successful  in  the 
East  Hants  and  West  Sussex  district. 
Moreover,  the  drill  formed  a  part  of  the 
regular  curriculum.  In  some  cases  there 
was  a  certain  time  devoted  to  the  subject 
every  day,  while  in  others  the  instruction 
was  given  on  alternate  days.  It  was  a 
noticeable  fact  that  the  attendance  on  the 
days  on  which  the  drill  instruction  was 
given  was  larger  than  on  the  others,  and 
nothing  was  a  greater  punishment  for  the 
children  than  that  they  should  be  deprived 
of  their  drill.  On  this  subject  of  school 
drill,  Mr.  Clancy,  head  master  of  the 
Koman  Catholic  school  at  Portsmouth, 
and  President  of  the  National  Union  of 
Teachers,  had  reported  as  follows — 

"  During  the  past  four  years  I  have  included 
military  drill  m  my  school  time-table.  I 
state  unhesitatingly  that  the  results  have 
been  highly  satisfactory  in  every  respect. 
One  of  the  greatest  obstacles  to  true  educa- 
tional progress  has  been  the  early  age  at 
which  pupils  leave  school.  I  have  found  that 
school  drill  is  a  great  inducement  to  the  boys 
to  remain  longer  under  my  charge  and  so  to 
extend  their  school  career.  Our  ordinary 
lessons  are  apt  to  tire  the  lads  and  cause  them 
to  long  for  the  day  when  school  lile  should 
cease.  No  sooner  did  we  start  our  school  drill 
than  it  was  evident  we  had  infused  a  new 
educational  spirit  into  the  pupils,  so  that 
their  regularity  and  punctuality  showed  a 
marked  improvement.  As  an  aid  to  discipline 
I  can  speak  with  no  uncertain  voice  ot  its 
inar\'ellous  results.  The  lads  are  taught 
obedience,  and  that,  in  my  opinion,  is  absolately 
essential  if  the  teacher  is  to  succeed  at  all. 
Boys  love  order  and  will  respect  those  who 
insist  upon  it.  Therefore  every  lesson  benefits 
by  the  teaching  of  drill.  W'hat  is  more  ofien- 
sive  than  an  ill-mannered,  uncouth  yoath? 
Drill  teaches  us  to  be  orderly,  polite  and 
prompt,  hence  its  great  value  as  an  esdratial 
part  of  the  Code.  The  general  bearing  of  the 
pupils  is  greatly  benefited  by  a  course  of 
physical  exercises,  and  their  ordinary  appear- 
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anoe  is  vantly  improved  at  a  most  important 
period  of  their  careers.    The  spirit  of   true 
patriotism  is  developed  and  a  love  of  all  tliat 
tends  to  make  a  great  nation  is  inculcated  at  ; 
the  proper  moment.    The  good  reaultH  of  a  ; 
Tegular  coarse  of  military  drill  are  ho  patent  j 
that  one  hesitates  to  specify  them.     I  knovir  of  ' 
nothing  more  likely  to  reach  the  ideal  of  a 
'sound  mind  in  a  sound  body '  than  the  carry- 
ing out  of  a  judiciously  arranged  programme  i 
of  physical  exercUes.  If  carried  out  in  modera-  | 
tioQ  during  school    hours  by  a  willing  and  , 
enthuniastic     body   of    teachers    the   future 
citizens    of  this  empire  will  largely    benetit  ' 
thereby.     I  wish  the  movement  every  succcmw, 
and  trust  that  we  may  be  able  to  carry  out  the  | 
experiment  in  every  school  in  the  country." 

Similar  testimonies  as  to  the  success  of 
the  system  and  the  benefit  derived  there- 
from came  from  Manchester,  the  West  of 
£ngland,  and  many  other  parts  of  the 
<X)untry.  He  had  said  it  was  desirable 
that  some  consideration  should  be  given 
to  encourage  the  teachers  to  adopt  this 
subject,  and  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  Article  83  (d)  in  the  Code  for  1900, 
which  said — 

"Grants  are  also  made  for  the  further  in- 
struction of  certificated  teachers  and  assintant 
teachers  (Article  79)  in  drawing,  experimental 
science,  modern  languages,  cookery,  woodwork, 
Hchool  gymn»*KticH,  or  military  drill,  or  such 
other  subject  approved  ))y  the  Department  as 
may  form  part  oi  tlie  curriculum  of  the  public 
flchool  in  receipt  of  Parliamentary  grants  or  of 
a  higher  grade  school." 

Also  to  Article  91  (d),  which  was  in  the 
following  terms — 

"Where  courses  are  established  by  the 
county  council  or  other  local  authorities,  either 
witliin  their  own  area  or  at  an  approved 
technical  college  or  other  central  institution, 
for  the  further  instraction  of  teachers  as  in 
Article  83  (d),  according  to  a  scheme  approved 
by  the  Department,  and  under  instructors 
whose  competency  for  this  special  work  is 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Department, 
there  shall  be  paid  a  grant  amounting  to  not 
more  than  three-fourths  of  the  actual  expendi- 
ture upon  the  class,  after  deduction  of  tne  in- 
come from  the  fees,  provided  that  such  expen- 
diture is  duly  set  forth  in  nroperly  audited 
accounts  and  is  approved  by  the  Department." 

It  might  bo  asked  what  was  to  be  done 
with  a  small  country  school  taught  by  an 
old  woman,  but  a  system  was  not  to  be 
<x>ndemned  because  it  could  only  be 
carried  out  in  a  limited  way.  On  Friday 
last  week  detachments  from  various 
schools  gave  a  display  before  a  large 
audience  at  Portsmouth,  and  it  was 
delightful  to  see  the  smartness  and  intel- 
ligence shown  by  the  children.  The 
ordinary  teachers  conducted,  and  nothing 
could  be  prettier  than  the  fixed  attention 
and    smartness  with  which  little    girls 


followed  the  orders  of  their  teachers.     It 
was   better  that  the   drilling  should  be 
carried    out    by  the   ordinary    teachers 
because  the  habits  of  steadiness,  concen- 
tration, and  ready  obedience  were  effective 
through    all    branches    of    study.     The 
results  were  highly  satisfactory  wherever 
the  system  had  been  adopted.  When  the 
national    defence    of    the    country  was 
being  considered  it  was  important  there 
should  be  a  scheme  by  which  the  courage, 
the    bravery,    and    aptitude    for    home 
defence  which  existed   among  so  many 
branches   of    the   population   should   be 
utilised  more.     Advanced  drill  would  ]>e 
much  more  easily  learnt   if   elementary 
drill    was   mastered   in   early    life.      In 
Switzerland  military  drill  was  compulsory 
in   every   school,   yet  it   was   as  free  a 
country  as  existed,-  and  was  conspicuous 
for  the   industry    and    frugality   of   its 
people.     Orderly  habits  and  ideas  of  dis- 
cipline and  obedience,  which  were  gained 
by    military    drill,    were    an     unmixed 
benefit.     The    whole    manhood    of   the 
country  would    be  improved  by  such  a 
scheme,    and     he     thought     it     would 
be     a    valuable    addition    to    the    edu- 
cation of   the  country.      In   this  regard 
Scotland  was  far  in  advance  of  England, 
and   he  thought,  looking  at   the  impor- 
tance  of  the   question,    the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  need    not  disdain  to  take  a 
lead  from  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
I  ment.     Under  the  circumstances,  he  did 
I  not  regret  that  he   could  not  move  the 
!  Amendment   he   had   intended,   and    he 
I  could  only  say  that  he  did  not  desire  to 
I  divide  the  House  upon  the  question. 

I    ♦Mr.     YOXALL     (Nottingham,      W.) 
I  said  the  matter  which  had  been  brought 
!  to  the  attention  of  the   House  by  the 
=  right  hon.    Baronet    was  one   of    great 
importance.     Upon  the  general  question 
of  the  advantage  of  some  kind  of  drill 
to  the  boys  and  girls    at    any    public 
elementary  school  there  could  not  be  two 
opinions.     But  at  all  the  public  elemen- 
tary    schools    the     children,    from     the 
youngest  age  up  to  the  age  of   ten  or 
twelve,  two  or  three  times  a  week,  went 
through  a  course  of  drill   in  their  own 
schoolrooms,  as   part  of  the  curriculum. 
In  the  case  of  boys  it  was  more  military 
in  its  nature,  they,  in  many  cases,  being 
instructed  by  men  who  had  been  in  the 
1  Army ;  but  where  it  did  not  take  place 
I  so  systematically  the  drill  was  given  under 
the  instruction  of  the  teachers  them&^Vx^^^ 
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who,  in  many  cases,  held  certificates  from 
drill  instructors  at  the  training  colleges 
of  their  capacity  to  undertake  such  in- 
struction. At  the  present  time  there 
were  in  all  or  most  of  the  elementary 
schools  playground  drill,  class-room  drill, 
fire  drill,  and  discipline  drill,  and  the 
only  question  was  how  far  the  drilling 
of  the  children  should  proceed.  It  ought 
to  proceed  just  as  far  as  the  health  of  the 
children  and  the  economy  of  noise  in  the 
class  rooms  warranted.  There  was  some 
danger  in  going  beyond  that.  Volunteer 
brigades  existed  in  connection  with  some 
of  the  teachers'  training  colleges,  and  there 
were  boys'  brigades  in  connection  with 
many  of  the  schools.  Some  of  those 
brigades  had  ceased  to  exist  because  the 
military  spirit  had  been  thought  to  have 
been  carried  too  far.  Then,  again,  en- 
thusiasts who  had  been  to  Scandinavia 
pressed  on  the  Department  the  idea  that 
Swedish  drill  was  far  superior  to  military 
drill,  and  after  sufficient  pressure  the 
Department  yielded,  and  Swedish  drill 
became  an  alternative  to  military  drill. 
Then  another  body  of  enthusiasts  pointed 
out  that  drill  was  not  the  best  form  of 
physical  exercise,  and  that  gymnastics 
ought  to  be  carried  out  systematically  on 
every  playground  by  means  of  a  trapeze 
and  parallel  bars,  and  as  a  result  the  Code 
admitted  that  as  suitable  physical  exer- 
cise. The  present  Code  stated  that  as  a 
condition  of  a  school  being  efficient  it 
must  provide  physical  exercise  for  the 
children.  A  good  deal  of  physical  exer 
cise  was  provided  and  would  go  on  irre- 
spective of  the  result  of  that  debate,  but 
he  hoped  there  would  be  no  attempt  to 
press  upon  the  schools  and  the  children 
too  much  the  idea  of  spending  time  in 
military  drill.  He  was  not  quite  sure  that 
the  older  forms  of  military  drill  would  be 
useful — he  spoke  under  correction — in 
actual  warfare.  The  great  thing  in  future 
would  be  not  company  drill  and  squad  drill, 
close  order,  forming  fours,  and  march- 
ing by  rank  and  file,  but  skirmishing 
and  sharpshooting,  and  he  did  not  see  how 
in  public  elementary  playgrounds  skir- 
mishing or  sharpshooting  could  be  prac- 
tised. He  thought  the  great  want  still 
was  a  higher  degree  of  intelligent  edu- 
cation for  the  children.  It  was  not  only 
necessary  for  a  soldier  nowadays  to  hear 
and  obey  the  word  of  command;  he 
must  have  an  intelligent  understanding  of 
the  word  of  command  and  its  adaptation  to 
circumstances ;  and  there  was  some  risk 
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if  the  precious  time — ^the  far  too  short 
time — children  spNBnt  at  school  were  spent 
in  medianioal  drill  that  it  would  draw 
their  minds  from  any  chance  of  gaining 
more  and  more  intelligence.  He  did  not 
intend  to  meet  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  in  any  antagonistic  manner. 
We  quite  agree  that  in  garrison  towns 
the  school  teachers  ought  to  be  free,  as 
they  were  free  now,  to  carry  military 
drill  in  schools  to  a  high  degree  of  per- 
fection, but  not  in  rural  schools  where 
perhaps  thirty  boys  were  taught  by  a 
mistress.  In  seaport  towns  the  instruc- 
tion ought  to  be  of  a  maritime  and  not 
of  a  muitary  character,  and  there  ought 
to  be  elasticity  allowed  to  the  local 
managers  and  teachers.  Any  proposal  to 
make  military  drill  compulsory  could  not 
be  in  harmony  with  existing  conditions 
in  thousands  of  schools,  ne  gathered 
that  the  chief  object  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  the  Department  to  the  subject, 
and  not  to  press  for  any  general  com- 
pulsory provision.  He  believed  that  the 
Department  was  thoroughlv  in  sympathy 
with  the  idea.  He  would  suggest  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  could  not  8er\'e 
his  case  better  than  by  leaving  it 
where  it  was  after  having  ventilated  it. 
The  proper  course,  if  the  ri^t  hon. 
Baronet  wished  to  do  more,  would  be  to 
approach  individual  bodies  of  managers 
and  school  boards  on  the  subject.  They 
would  be  much  more  likely  to  act  enthu- 
siastically if  approached  individually 
than  if  there  was  an  article  in  the  Code 
compelling  military  drill.  He  was  quite 
sure  if  military  drill  were  made  compulsory 
for  securing  the  higher  grant,  there 
would  be  an  outcry  against  it  on  be- 
half of  the  schools,  and  th«t  the  best 
interests  of  the  cause  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  at  heart  would  be 
served  by  his  not  pressing  the  case 
further.  So  far  as  it  had  gone  he  felt 
himself  very  much  in  sjrmpathy  with  the 
proposal. 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the  COM- 
MITTEE OF  COUNCIL  ON  EDUCA- 
TION (Sir  J.  GORST,  Canabridge  Uni- 
versity) :  I  think  the  House  is  very 
much  indebted  to  my  right  hon.  friend 
for  having  brought  this  important  ques- 
tion under  its  consideration  at  this  parti- 
cular time.  I  was  entirely  in  Sjnnpathy 
with  nearly  everything  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  said  in  his  speech,,  and  I  only 
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differed  from  him  where  he  rather  I  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  read,  and  to 
suggested  that  the  Education  Department  which  I  will  also  venture  to  call 
was  less  zealous  in  this  particular  matter  attention,  is  very  precise  on  this  subject. 
than  it  ought  to  be.  There  are  two  ques- 1  These  instructions  state  that  instruction 
ticms  to  be  considered  by  the  House,  and  '  in  Swedish  drill  or  any  suitable  physical 
they  seem  to  have  been  rather  confused,  j  exercise  is  a  condition  for  obtaining  the 


One  is  the  question  of  physical  training, 
and  the  other  is  how  far  that  physical 
training  should  have  a  military  character. 
With  reference  to  the  question  of  physical 
training,  the  Education  Department  has 
practically  made  it  compulsory  in  all 
schools,  because  it  is  a  condition  without 
which  the  higher  grant  cannot  be  ob- 
tained, and  suitable  physical  exercise  is 
to  be  taught  in  every  school.  Although 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  criticises  the 
language  of  the  Code,  there  is,  as  I  shall  and  girls  by  some 
show  presently,  nothing  whatever  in  the  |  gymnastics.  It  is  also 
new  Ckxle  to  alter  the  practice  which  has 
prevailed  for  many  years  past.  Of 
course  the  very  best  kind  of 
physical  exercise  and  the  best  way 
to      develop      the      physical      powers 


higher  grant ;  that  military  drill  for  Doys 

has  been  found  very  attractive  in  some 

districts  and  deserves  encouragement,  and 

that  a  healthy  game,  which  was  one  of  the 

best   forms   of  physical   exercise,   would 

satisfy  the  conditions  of  the  Code.     The 

instructions    also     state    that    in    town 

schools  such  games  are  impossible  or  only 

possible  in  a  few  schools,  but  that  it  i» 

incumbent  on  teachers  to  provide  for  the 

physical  development    of  grovring  boys 

form     of   drill    or 

laid  down  that  half 

time   children    should    not   be  made   to 

!  drill,  and  that  children  who  have  walked 

I  long  distances  should  also  *  be   excused. 

!  These     instructions     practicallv    compel 

'  every  school  to  have  such  drill  or  other 


of  children  is  by  games,  and  in  country  j  physical  exercise  as  is  suitable  to  the  con- 


districts  and  in  schools  where  the  play- 
grounds permit  of  games,  no  drill  in  the 
world  can  develop  the  muscles  and  limbs 
of  children  like  a  good  healthy  game.  But 
where  the  conditions  are  not  favourable  for 
games  the  Education  Code  provides  that 


ditions  of  the  school  and  practicable  under 
the  circumstances.  Now,  I  come  to  a 
further  question.  Should  we  or  can  we 
give  that  drill  a  military  character  %  In 
that  matter  the  Education  Department 
has  left,  and  intend  to  leave,  the  local 
m  the  school  itself,   under   a  roof  and  !  managers  to  their  own  discretion.     In  the 


within  doors,  the  children  shall  be  given 
Swedish  drill,  gymnastics,  military  drill,  ! 
or  something  by  which    their    physical 
powers  may  oe  developed. 

♦Sir  j.  FERGUSSON  :  May  I  ask  my 
rieht  hon.  friend  whv  the  only  Article  in 
which  physical  and  military  drill  was 
mentioned  has  been  dropped  out  of  the 
Code? 

Sir  j.  GORST  :  The  Code  of  the 
present  year,  more  than  the  Codes  of 
previous  years,  has  left  everything  to  the 


first  place,  military  drill  is  absolutely 
impossible  in  a  great  number  of  schools. 
How  is  it  possible  in  a  village  school 
where  there  are  thirty  or  forty  children 
under  one  woman  teacher,  with  a  girl 
monitress,  to  have  military  drill,  unless 
the  lady  were  an  Amazon  ?  I  took  up  at 
random  the  other  day  in  the  Education 
Department  a  list  of  ninety -one  schools, 
in  fifteen  of  which  military  drill  was 
taught.  Of  the  seventy-six  in  which  mili- 
tary drill  was  not  taught  there  were  only 
twenty-four  which  had  more  than  one 
hundred  boys  or  girls  in  the  school,  and  a 


local  managers  of  schools.  The  principle  ■  very  small  proportion  of  these  boys  were 
of  the  Department  is  to  allow  the  local  over  ten  years  of  age.  How  could  it  be 
managers,  or  the  teachers  of  the  schools,  ,  possible  in  those  schools,  where  there  are 
to  decide  what  is  the  best  course  of  in-  less  than  one  hundred  children,  and 
struction  for  the  pupils  to  l)e  taught,  and  |  where  very  few  of  the  boys  are  above  ten 
it  is  not  only  military  and  physical  drill  years  of  age,  to  have  any  kind  of  military 
that  has  disappeared,  but  everything  else  ;  drill  ?  In  Portsmouth,  in  London,  and  in 
has  disappear^  from  the  Code  which  is  ;  the  great  towns  military  drill  is  very 
calculated  to  dictate  to  the  local  managers 
the  particular  course  of  instruction  which 
they  are  to  observe.  But  the  curriculum 
practised  in    the  schools  must  be 


common,  where  the  local  managers  think 
it  suitable,  but  it  is  quite  clear 
that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
the  Educatioii  Department  to  make 
which  the  inspectors  approve  of,  and  the  |  the  system  compulsory.  It  would  pro- 
language  of  the  instructions  to  inspectors  j  bably  defeat  its  own.  end,,  because  when 


one 
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they  (77  t»  eompei  '4Badign>  o>  oike  a 
t^nnrae,  ^hieh  che7  ami  hteu  ^ttsm- 
tMneri  t*)  -tfinpc  oa  didr  own  dis^ 
crecion,  cher  ntcher  neaeni:  re  and  an^  le« 
>netinefi  :«)  have  milicuy  'txriL  AH  I  can 
^tuv  in  »iiiw4>r  *:•)  my  righc  iino.  friend  is 
chas  thiii  iii  «  «ibjecc  wiuA.  has  ^iccnpied. 
and  wiUaiway^occnpr.  zhe*^saetaL  acrenrion 
^f  the  Education  Departsnenc  :  boc  as  a 
matter  of  faet  there  i:»  wxcAoie  phyaeal 
drilL  hetxer  or  irorie.  in  everv  iicfaool  in 
Fuif^^smd  and  Wale*.  A  verv  la^ie  propor- 
don  of  thofle  .vhoois  have  t>f  their  own 
aeeord  made  that  phj^ficai  exerdse  mili^ 
tary,  and.  having  the  power  d>  exerdae 
their  own  discretion,  have  prodneed  the 
rf!»aitA  which  my  ri^it  hon.  friend  has 
referred  to  a^  obtaining  at  P*>rtanoadu 
and  with  which  he  ia  so  pleased.  I  do  not 
think  there  »  anything  more  that  can  be 
/lone  to  !ihow  the  strong  feelmg  which  the 
Edneational  L>epartment  has  in  favour  «>f 
physical  exercise  as  an  abeaohit^y  essen- 
tial part  of  the  training  of  the  child, 
^piite  as  beneficial  to  them  as  reading, 
writing,  and  arithmetic,  and  quite  a« 
neees^ary  for  them.  Bat  I  think  the  sys- 
tem as  established  is  satisfactory.  I 
>*elieve  that  every  school  and  every  set  of 
.^hool  managers  are  quite  ahve  to  the  im- 
portanee  of  this  matter,  bat.  as  far  as  the 
military  character  of  the  drill  is  concerned, 
that  must  >)e  left,  and  can  only  be  left. 
Uf  the  fliscretion  of  the  local  managers. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea):  The 
Vice-President  and  the  Government  are 
to  lie  congratulated  on  the  practical  and 
reasonable  reply  which  has  been  given  to 
the   right   hon.  Gentleman  who  opened ; 
this  debate.     I  am  indeed  pleased^  as  one  1 
-who  is  known  to  take  an  active  part  in  j 
athletic  exercises,  and  to  encourage  gym- 1 
nasiums  in  my  own  district,  that  the  Vice- 1 
President  has  <lecided  to  leave  the  ques-  j 
tion  of  military  drill,  or  physical  exercises 
to  the  local  authorities  who  educate  our 
<;hildren.      It  is  wise  that  the  duty   of 
(educating  our  children  in  physical  exer- 
cises  should  be  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  school  boards,  and  to  the  free  choice 
of  the  school  managers  and  their  masters 
and    mistresses,  who  can  best  adapt  the 
form  of  physical  exercise  to  the  physique 
of  the  chihlren  and  to  local  circumstances. 
I  was  also  glad  to  hear  the  Vice-President 
saying  that  it  would  be  defeating  the  end 
the  right   hon.  (Gentleman   has  in  view 
in    making   what   is   now   optional  com- 
fmlsory.     I  agree  with  him.     If  thcNiight 


hon.  Grentleman  wants  to  see  the  differ- 
»ice  between  voluntary  physical  exercise 
and  compulsory  drill,  let  him  go  to  a 
French  school,  where  military  drill  is  com- 
pulsory, and  contrast  the  effect  on,  say  100 
boys,  with  a  similar  niunber  of  boys  of  the 
same  age  in  one  of  our  schools  where 
physical  exorcises  and  old  English  games 
are  taught.  The  French  boys  do  not 
know  how  to  box,  or  play  football,  or 
cricket,  and  they  do  not  compare  even  in 
physical  smartness  with  our  boys  who 
are  taught  gymnastic  exercises. 

*Sm  J.  FEEGUSSON :  May  I  say  that 
the  phy»cal  drill  is  military  drilL 

♦Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  No,  no.  I  have 
known  good  soldiers  made  better  warriors 
by  the  physical  exercises  adapted  from 
civilian  Me  and  now  {uractised  at 
Aldershot.  The  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  wants  to  institute  these  mechanical, 
aatomatic  movements,  which  the  South 
African  War  shows  are  of  little 
use.  instead  of  the  physical  exercises 
whkh  we  are  giving  in  the  elementary 
schools  throoghout  the  country.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  confined  him- 
sdlf  to  the  first  portion  of  his  speech,  I 
should  not  have  complained ;  but,  like  a 
lady's  letter,  the  sting  of  the  speech  was 
in  the  postscript.  He  said  that  this 
question  of  physical  drill  or  military 
exercises  is  a  serious  matter  when 
national  defence  is  before  the  country.  I 
want  the  House  to  follow  this  argument 
to  its  logical  conclusion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  declares  that  the  military 
drill  which  he  advocates  in  the  schools 
would  be  an  easy  transition  to  cadet 
corps ;  from  these  to  the  Volunteers ; 
and  then  into  the  Army.  His  real 
objective  is  not  gymnastics,  but  mili- 
tarism. His  desire  is  recruiting,  and 
not  the  expansion  of  the  chest  measure- 
ment or  the  improvement  of  the  physique 
of  the  children  for  its  own  sake.  What  I 
want  to  point  out  is  that  we  should  not  dis- 
cuss thisquestion  when  we  have  a  war  going 
on  and  a  demand  for  the  remission  of  the 
death  duties  in  the  case  of  officers,  when 
we  have  an  atmosphere  in  this  House  of 
military  feeling,  and  when  feather-headed 
patriots  are  clamouring  to  go  to  war  with 
everybody,  provided  they  do  not  do  the 
fighting.  I  prefer  that  we  should  discuss 
it  in  times  of  peace  and  on  rational  lines. 
I  have  another  objection  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech.     He  says  he  wants 
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our  elementary  schools  as  a  source  from 
which  Tommy  Atkins  is  to  be  recruited  ; 
but  why  not  all  schools — intermediate, 
secondary,  and  higher  schools  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

♦Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  says  "  Hear,  hear  !  " 
Does  he  know  to  what  extent  gymnastic 
exercises  and  physical  drill  prevail  in 
London,  our  largest  recruiting  centre  ?  I 
should  be  delighted  to  take  him  round  my 
own  district,  where  he  would  see  the  chil- 
dren instructed  in  formation  in  line, 
marching,  forming  fours,  and  in  all  the 
elements  of  physical  drill  so  far  as 
they  are  not  automatic  and  purely 
military.  But  if  you  extend  that 
'part  of  the  instruction  you  will  cause 
many  fathers  and  mothers  to  with- 
draw their  children  from  that  form  of 
military  exercise.  I  maintain  that  every- 
thing we  want  in  the  way  of  physical 
exercise  and  gymnastics,  short  of  military 
drill,  we  have  in  the  elementary  board 
schools  at  the  present  time.  There  is  not  the 
same  reason  for  this  demand  that  there  was 
ten  or  fifteen  years  ago.  Take  my  own 
parish.  We  have  twenty-five  board 
schools,  and  ten  years  ago  every  one  of 
these  board  school  playgrounds  was 
locked  up  before  the  schools  were  open, 
And  after  school  teaching  was  fij^ished. 
Now  I  am  glad  to  say  the  playgrounds 
Ate  open  from  early  morning  to  dark,  and 
•^ihe  children  may  go  there  in  all  kinds  of 
weather  to  practise  all  kinds  of  games. 
That  in  itself  is  good,  but  many  of  the 
board  schools  have  elementary  gymnastic 
Appliances,  in  the  practice  of  which  the 
children  may  indulge  when  they  are  not 
in  school.  Let  us  remember  what  Lord 
Meath  has  done  in  the  direction  of  pro- 
viding open  spaces  in  London.  There  is 
hardly  a  district  in  London  where  there 
are  not  good  recreation  grounds,  giant 
«tride8,  and  all  the  appliances  of  a  good 
gymnasium,  while  ten  years  ago  these 
many  advantages  were  denied  to  the 
children.  Then  we  have  the  enormous 
popularity  of  cricket,  which  is  better  than 
any  barrack-yard  drill,  tennis,  football, 
and  all  the  other  sports  that  have  really 
worked  a  revolution  in  the  physique  of 
our  town  lads,  and  especially  the  girls  of 
ithe  middle  classes.  Nothing  is  more 
pleasing  to  see  than  the  way  in  which 
this  growth  of  athleticism,  without 
jooilitary  drill,  has  improved  the  physique 

VOL.  LXXXI.    [Fourth  Series.] 


of  the  girls  of  the  middle  classes ;  and  I 
am  positively  convinced  that  a  great  deal 
of  good  will  result  if  allowed  to  develop 
on  rational  but  non-military  lines.  I  want 
to  put  this  point  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
as  a  soldier.  He  made  the  curious  admission 
that  nothing  was  more  repugnant  to  the 
soldier  than  extra  drill  punishment.  And 
why  ]  Because  you  are  making  him  an 
automaton;  yet  he  wants  to  carry 
that  system  into  school  life.  What  we 
want  is  that  a  man  should  have 
less  of  barrack-yard  drill ;  that  their 
heads  should  ])e  educated  rather  than 
their  feet;  that  they  should  have 
individual  resource  and  adaptability. 
Our  soldiers,  in  fact,  should  have  the 
Boer  adaptability  with  the  quality  of 
fighting  at  close  quarters  which  they 
now  possess  rather  more  from  games 
than  by  drill.  What  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  really  amounts 
I  to  is  that  the  option  of  school  boards 
I  to  give  either  military  or  physical 
;  drill  to  the  scholars  should  be  abolished, 
I  and  the  instruction  confined  to  military 
I  drill.  He  says  that  a  military  training 
I  begets  obedience.  I  do  not  think  so. 
!  It  does  not  always  beget  obedience  or  dis- 
i  cipline  in  the  sense  I  understand  discipline. 
I  can  remember  when  I  went  through 
the  streets  of  London  at  the  head  of  forty 
thousand  or  fifty  thousand  unemployed, 
and  the  men  most  disobedient,  most 
riotous,  and  most  ready  to  enter  into 
conflict  with  the  police,  were  the  Army 
Reservists  whom  your  methods  of  mili- 
tary drill  had  not  made  obedient,  loyal,  or 
patient.  That  is  an  interesting  fact  and 
worth  pounds  of  theory.  Ask  the  Com- 
missioner of  Police  what  is  the  eff'ect  of 
barrack-yard  training  on  the  recruits  who 
go  through  the  Army  into  the  police.  If  a 
dispute  occurs,  say,  between  a  cabman  and 
a  'busman,  the  civilian  policeman,  who 
has  not  been  automatised  by  barrack-yard 
drill,  takes  out  his  book  quietly,  becomes 
a  peripatetic  magistrate  in  a  blue  uniform, 
and,  adapting  himself  to  the  situation, 
carefully  puts  down  all  the  particulars. 
But  the  ex-Army  man  looks  helplessly 
around  for  some  one  to  instruct  him  what 
to  do,  while  the  cabby  accuses  the  'busman 
and  the  'busman  the  cabby,  and  probably 
both  meanwhile  escape.  Barrack-yard  drill 
does  not  beget  real  obedience  or  real  disci- 
pline, is  opposed  to  initiative,  resource, 
and  promptitude,  and  has  not  the  bracing 
influence  of  physical  exercise.  I  come 
to  my  last  point.     The  effect  of  all  tkk 
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military  drill  means  that  you  want  to 
make  the  working  class  a  recruiting 
ground  for  soldiers  more  than  it  is.  1 
believe  this  is  one  of  the  best  i  countries 
in  the  world.  I  know  of  no  country  for 
which  men  ought  to  sacrifice  more  of  their 
health  and  their  wealth  than  for  this,  our 
country.  But  if  you  want  to  stimulate 
patriotism  you  are  not  going  to  make 
generals  by  giving  men  gaudv  uniforms,  or 
make  patriots  by  teaching  children  barrack- 
yard  drill.  If  the  Army  wants  recruits 
you  have  got  two  great  recruiting  ser- 
geants— one  is  poverty,  which  procures 
you  95  per  cent.,  and  the  other  is 
patriotism,  which  gets  you  5  per  cent. 
What  is  now  being  proposed,  it  seems  to 
me,  is  to  increase  by  fictitious  and  adven 
titious  aids,  by  military  drill  in  the  play- 
ground, that  95  per  cent.  The  working 
classes  do  not  want  these,  and,  what  is 
more,  they  won't  have  it.  If  you  force 
upon  them  the  drill  sergeant,  as  against 
the  schoolmaster,  in  the  board  schools, 
the  working  people  will  withdraw  their 
children,  and  send  them  to  schools 
where  only  physical  exercises  are 
taught.  It  has  been  declared  that 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  said — I  do 
not  think  he  said  it,  but  I  accept  it  as  if 
he  said  it — that  the  battle  of  Waterloo 
was  won  on  the  playing  fields  of  Eton. 
That  is  a  testimony  that  a  good  athlete 
makes  a  good  soldier  ;  and  I  believe  that 
is  the  case.  We  have  seen  in  this  war 
good  cricketers  distinguish  themselves  at 
the  front,  and  we  aU  deplore  the  loss 
of  that  excellent  golfer.  Lieutenant  Tait, 
who  met  his  death  in  discharging  a 
soldier's  duty.  We  all  regret  it,  and 
none  more  than  I,  who  had  the  happiness 
of  his  personal  acquaintance.  But  if 
we  are  going  to  fill  our  Army  with 
athletic  men,  do  not  let  us  dis- 
courage them  in  early  life  with 
pipe-clay  military  drill.  I  have  a  chest 
measurement  of  43  inches,  and  33  inches 
round  the  waist,  without  all  this  nonsense 
of  military  drill;  and  it  is  because  the 
average  Labour  Member  has  not  had  this 
automatic  military  drill,  that  he  can  give 
nearly  all  the  soldiers  in  this  House  five 
inches  of  chest  measurement,  and  then 
beat  him  by  one  or  two.  It  is  because 
we  have  had  our  industrial  training  and 
boxing  in  our  gymnasiums  that  we  have 
the  physique  we  now  have.  I  am 
extremely  anxious  that  the  working 
classes  shall  retain  these  advantages 
without  military  drill,  and  it  is  because 

Mo\  John  Burns 


I  thQ  Vice-President  says  we  want  dis- 
I  crimination,  and  adaptability  to  circum- 
,  stances,  and  therefore  rejects  the  proposal 
I  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  I  have 
I  stood  up  to  take  the  side  of  the  Govem- 
I  ment  as  against  their  two  military 
supporters. 

I  Sir  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
I  brightshire)  said  he  rose  to  dispute  the 
•  accuracy  of  what  the  hon.  Member  who 
last  spoke  had  stated  against  the  military 
I  profession.  His  experience  was  that 
parents  liked  their  children  to  be  properly 
!  and  well  drilled,  and  that  they  would  far 
I  rather  see  them  drilled  by  a  drill  sergeant 
than  by  the  teachers.  From  his. 
I  personal  observation  he  found  the 
great  advantage  which  followed 
this  military  driB  at  school.  Not  only 
were  the  children  far  better  set  up,  but 
it  taught  them  habits  of  obedience,  the 
use  of  their  limbs,  the  habitude  to  obey 
words  of  command,  to  be  more  quick  in 
perception,  and  better  adapted  to  go  into 
life  after  they  left  school.  It  did  not 
follow  that  the  school  was,  because  of  this 
drill,  to  be  a  recruiting  ground  for  the 
Army  and  Reserve  forces.  He  was  glad 
to  think  that  in  this  respect  Scotland  was 
so  much  in  advance  of  England.  He 
would  not  urge  that  the  word  "  military  " 
should  be  inserted  in  the  Code,  but  that 
a  better  grant  should  be  given  to  those 
schools  x^ich  had  good  drill  and  military 
training  established  in  them.  It  stood  to 
reason  that  if  children  were  taught  those 
exercises  it  would  fit  them  to  be  better 
soldiers  if  called  upon  in  a  sudden  emer- 
gency to  serve  in  the  Army,  Militia,  or 
Volunteers.  They  would  not  go  as  mere 
novices  into  the  defensive  force,  but  would 
be  in  great  measure  qualified  to  prove 
themselves  good  and  loyal  soldiers.  No 
one  could  over-estimate  the  good  cadet 
corps  were  doing  in  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land. It  took  away  young  lads,  up  to 
eighteen  years  of  age,  from  the  public- 
houses,  and  fostered  good  comradeship 
and  good  feeling.  He  was  satisfied  that 
if  good  drill  were  encouraged  the  boys 
would  take  a  far  greater  interest  and 
pride  in  their  school,  and  that  schools  would 
vie  with  one  another,  not  only  in  good 
teaching,  but  in  military  drill. 


BRITISH    COMMERCIAL   AND    POLITI- 
CAL INTERESTS  IN  CHINA. 

♦Mr.  JOSEPH   WALTON  (Yorkshire, 
W.R.,  Barnsley) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire 
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to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
failure  of  Her  Majesty^s  Government  to 
uphold  British  commercial  and  political 
interests  in  China.  Though  I  have 
recently  made  extensive  journeys  in  that 
country,  I  do  not  claim  to  pose  as  an 
authority  on  Chinese  affairs,  but  I  rather 
propose  to  make  a  statement  as  to  the 
present  situation,  based  on  information 
obtained  from  the  best-informed  men  upon 
the  spot.  I  make  no  apology  for  recalling 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  necessity 
for  the  initiation  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment of  a  more  definite  and  vigorous 
policy  in  the  Far  East,  if  our  commercial 
and  political  interests  are  to  be  main- 
tained. I  am  aware  how  entirely 
absorbed  the  public  mind  is  by  what  has 
been  transpiring  in  South  Africa  for  some 
time  past,  out  I  venture  to  submit  that 
we  would  be  unworthy  of  the  great 
Imperial  responsibilities  which  rest  upon 
our  shoulders  were  we  to  allow  the 
affairs,  however  important,  of  any  one 
part  of  our   Empire  to  monopolise  our 


attention  to  the  serious  neglect  of  vital  T^lussia  has  already  made  Port    Arthur 


interests  in  other  parts  of  the  world, 
Nor  is  ^it  unsuitable,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
review  the  situation  in  China,  because 
of  the  agreeable  way  in  which  public 
attention  has  again  been  directed  to  the 
affairs  of  that  Empire  by  the  signal 
success  of  American  diplomacy,  which 
has  resulted  in  the  assent  of  England, 
Grermany,  France,  Russia,  Japan,  and 
Italy  to  the  principle  of  equality  of 
customs  tariff  and  of  harbour  dues  and 
equality  of  railway  rates  being  maintained 
in  China.  The  advantages  conferred  by 
this  undertaking  are  to  be  common  to 
all  States  and  all  peoples,  and  our  kins- 
men across  the  Atlantic  are  to  be  warmly 
congratulated  on  the  success  which  has 
attended  their  efforts.  The  commercial 
community  in  this  country  arc  deeply 
indebted  to  the  United  States  Government 
for  having  thus  ensured  equality  of  oppor- 
tunity for  British  trade  as  well  as  their 
own.  How  far  Her  Majesty*s  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be  con^atulated  on  the 
part  they  have  played  in  this  matter  has 
not  yet  been  fully  disclosed,  but  I  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  will  be  able 
to  tell  us  to-night  that  not  only  was  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  first  to  give 
assent  to  the  proposals,  but  they,  so  far 
as  it  was  judicious,  gave  their  active  co- 
operation in  the  endeavour  to  secure  the 
carrying  through  of  the  arrangement.    I 


am  aware  that,  in  view  of  the  jealousy 
recently  exhibited  towards  us  by  foreign 
Powers,  the  United  States  Government 
were  probably  able  to  succeed  where  we 
would  have  failed;  and,  indeed,  any 
interference  on  our  part  might  have 
defeated  our  object.  It  is  with  great 
satisfaction  I  notice  that  not  only  is 
there  to  be  equality  in  the  matter 
of  customs  tariff  and  harbour  dues, 
but  equality  also  of  railway  rates. 
The  assurance  in  regard  to  the  latter  is  of 
the  utmost  value,  and  it  was  one  which 
the  British  Government  failed  to  secure 
in  the  Anglo-Russian  Agreement.  I 
will  now  turn  to  what  I  found  to 
be  the  position  of  affairs  in  North 
China.  The  seizure  of  Port  Arthur  by 
Russia  is  somewhat  ancient  history,  and  I 
will  not  refer  further  to  that  subject  than 
to  say  that  the  people  in  the  East  most 
likely  to  know  unanimously  state  that 
no  one  was  so  much  surprised  as 
were  the  Russians  themselves  at  their 
being     allowed    to    take    Port    Arthur. 


impregnable  by  new  forts  practically 
encircling  it,  and  in  August  last  she  had 
no  fewer  than  40,000  troops  at  PorD 
Arthur  and  Talienwan.  There  were  also 
Russian  soldiers  at  the  railway  stations 
on  her  Manchurian  lines.  She  is  in 
military  occupation  of  that  huge  country 
of  Manchuria,  rich  agiiculturally,  in 
minerals,  and  fisheries,  with  emphatically 
a  white  man*s  climate.  Even  at  Niu- 
chwang,  the  only  treaty  port  through  which 
we  can  now  trade,  Russian  cossacks  had 
been  policing  the  town  on  the  invitation, 
forsooth,  of  the  British  Consul.  On  the 
north  bank  of  the  river  at  Niuchwang 
there  is  a  Russian  concession  of  several 
square  miles,  on  which  one  terminus  of 
her  railway  is  ])eing  built,  and  over  which 
she  enjoys  sovereign  rights.  Not  content 
with  this  acquisition,  Russia  is  negotiating 
for  a  further  concession  on  the  south  side 
of  the  river,  opposite  Niuchwang  and  adja- 
cent to  the  terminus  of  the  Niuchwang 
Extension  Line  from  Shanghaikwan, 
obviously  with  the  intention  of  bridging 
the  river  and  linking  up  her  Manchurian 
railways,  including  that  from  Port 
Arthur,  where  her  troops  are  concen- 
trated, with  the  line  leading  via  Tien-tsin 
to  Pekin,  which  no  doubt  she  will  ulti- 
mately acquire  by  advancing  to  the 
Chinese  Government  the  money  to  pay 
off  the  British  bondholders,  unless  much 
greater  determination  be   shown  by  the 
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courage,  and  foresight  which  characterised 
our  forefathers,  and  by  virtue  of  which 
our  world-wide  British  Empire  has  been 
built  up.     Not  only  have  they  refused,  as 
a  matter  of  high  imperial  policy,  to  give 
any   encouragement   or   guarantee    to  a 
railway  from  British  Burma  to  the  Upper 
Yang-tsze  a<«  a  counterpoise  to  the  Kussian  ! 
railways,  but  they  have  actually  stopped.! 
the  construction  of  the  railway  to  Kunlonj| 
Ferry,  in  British  Burma;  and  this  at  al 
time  when  France  is  vigorously  pushinglj 
on  with  the  construction  of  her  railway  ! 
from  Tonkin  throueh  Hunan  to  Szechuan,  I 
by  which  she  will  draw  the  trade  of  south- 1 
west  China  through    French   territories  | 
with  the  aid  of  protective  tariffs,  instead 
of  our  being  able  to  carry  on  a  free  and 
unrestricted  trade  through  British  Burma. 
British  capitalists  at  Tien-tsin  were  per- 
fectly prepared  to   construct   a    railway 
from  Tientsin  to  Kalgan,   which  is  the 
trade  route  into  Mongolia,  but  were  in- 
formed by  the  Foreign  Office  that  they 
could  not  support  such  an  application,  as 
Kalgan  was  in   the   sphere  conceded  to 
Russia  under  the  Anglo-Russian  Agree- 
ment,   though  it  is   far  away  from  Man- 
churia.    This   line   of  railway,  being  an 
extension  of  the  Pekin-Tien-tsin  line  to 
Kalgan,  would  have  been  the  most  power- 
ful   barrier    against    Russian     advance 
southwards.      An    important    factor    in 
considering  the  course  of  events  in  north 
China,   and  an  important  and  powerful 
influence  in  the  direction  of  keeping  it 
open  to  trade  is  the  fact  that  the  interests 
of  Japan  are  identical  with  our  own,  and 
that  Japan  is  prepared  to  resolutely  up- 
hold her  rights  when  assailed  by  Russia. 
Japan  having  a  population  increasing  at 
the  rate  of  half  a  million  a  year,  and 
her  cultivable   area   being  comparatively 
small,  it  is  absolutely  essential  that  she 
should  have  room  for  expansion.      The 
natural  expansion  of  Japan,  whether  as 
regards  climate,  fertility  of  soil,  fisheries 
or  mineral  wealth,  is  into  Corea.     From 
my  interviews  with  Japanese  statesmen, 
I  gathered  that,  even  at  the  risk  of  war, 
they  would  prevent  any  Russian  inter- 
ference with   what  they   consider  their 
priority   of  right  in  Corea.      Moreover, 
the  active  co-operation  of  Japan  could  be 
counted  on  in  any  effort  to  uphold  through- 
out China  the  treaty  rights  of  all  nations. 
With  regard  to  Kiau-chau,  the  Germans 
know  their  own  minds,  and   I   saw  not 
fewer  than  ten  thousand  Chinamen  at 
work  constructing  the  harbour  works  and 


building  the  railway  into  the  interior  of 
Shantung,  whilst  palatial  buildings  were 
springing  up  on  all  sides.     The  contrast 
between  the  activity  of  the  Russians  at 
Port  Arthur  and  of  the  Germans  at  Kiau- 
chau  and   our  do-nothing  policy  at  Wei- 
hai-wei,    after     our     having     somewhat 
ostentatiously   announced    to   the  world 
that  we  had  taken  that  place  as  a  counter- 
poise to  Port  Arthur,  is  most  humiliating. 
At  Wei-hai-wei  not  a  single  fort  has  been 
constructed,    not     one     gun     mounted ; 
practically  no  buildings  have  been  erected, 
and  even  the  pier,  with  30  feet  of  water 
at  the  end,  which  had   been  damaged  by 
the    blowing-up    of    a  Chinese    man-of- 
war,     has      not     yet      been     repaired, 
though    the     uprights     were     ready    to 
receive    the   superstructure.      Beyond   a 
little  dredging,  the  construction  of  water- 
condensing  apparatus  and  the  drilling  of 
a  few  Chinese  soldiers,  nothing  seems   to 
have  been  done.     When  I  went  to  the  top 
of   the    island  at   Wei-hai-wei,  I  wished 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  been 
there  with  me,  for  when  I  condemned  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  action  in  having, 
unasked  by  Germany,  precluded  us  from 
connecting  Wei-hai-wei  with  the  interior 
of   Shangtung  by  railway,  he  interposed 
the   remark   that   it  was  physically   im- 
possible.    I  could  look  across  the  country 
towards   Chefoo  without  being  able   to 
see   a  hill  a  hundred   feet   high.      And 
when  again,  from  the  top  of  the  pinnacle 
at  Chefoo,  I  looked  across  towards  Wei- 
hai-wei,   the   experience    was  the  same. 
The   fact    is  that  few   railways  in   the 
world  would  be  so  easy  of  construction 
as  one  from  Wei-hai-wei  to   Chefoo,  and 
in      at     least     two     other     directions 
leading  from  the  territory  appertaining  to 
Wei-hai-wei  through  rich  valleys  into  the 
interior  of  Shangtung,  the  same  is  true. 
Wei-hai-wei   might    have    been   made   a 
great  success  as  a  commercial  port,  had 
we  not  thus  tied  our  hands.     The  road- 
stead at  Chefoo  is  most  exposed,  and  for 
days  together   in   the   winter   ships   can 
neither  land  nor  discharge.     With  proper 
facilities  a  large  portion  of    the    trade 
done   through  Chefoo   would  have  been 
transferred  to  Wei-hai-wei.     As,  however, 
the  situation    is    to-day,    Russia  having 
succeeded  in  converting  the  question  in 
North  China  from  a  sea  to  a  land  ques- 
tion, it  is  very  doubtful  whether  money 
ought  to  be  spent  on  Wei-hai-wei.     In  all 
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she,  in  return,  would  support  our 
taking  another  naval  base  at  or  near 
the  mouth  of  the  Yang-tsze  River. 
The  Government  announced  in  this 
House  that  concessions  had  been  got  for 
British  subjects  for  2,800  miles  of  rail- 
ways in  China.  But  terms  and  condi- 
tions enabling  the  carrying  out  of  the 
projects  have  not  yet  been  arranged  in 
connection  with  a  single  concession.  The 
Shanghai  to  Nankin,  and  several  other 
concessions,  were  given  as  reparation  for 
the  breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of  the 
Chinese  Government  in  giving  the 
Pekin-Hankow  concession  to  foreign 
Powers  over  our  heads.  Therefore,  in 
regard  to  these  our  Government  should 
stand  no  nonsense  as  to  the  terms  and  con- 
ditions upon  which  they  should  be  built. 
Under  the  Treaty  of  Tien-tsin  we  are 
entitled  to  equally  favourable  terms  and 
conditions  to  those  granted  by  the  Chinese 
Government  to  Russia,  France,  and  Ger- 
many; but  we  find  that  the  Chinese 
Government  are  insisting  upon  a  mixed 
Chinese  and  European  control,  which  has 
proved,  in  the  case  of  the  Niuchwang  Ex- 
tension Railway,  to  be  surrounded  by 
difficulties.  Our  Government  should  in- 
sist on  the  British  concessionnaires  having 
complete  control  of  the  security,  that  is, 
to  pay  interest  and  repay  principal,  with  a 
guarantee  of  non-interference  and  the 
maintenance  of  our  rights,  giving  only  the 
Chinese  Government  an  option  of  taking 
over  the  railways  on  certain  terms  and 
conditions.  The  Russians,  Germans,  and 
French  will  enjoy  this  control ;  why  not 
the  British  ?  The  confidence  of  the 
British  investor  was  disturbed  by  the  way 
in  which  the  Government  allowed  Russia 
to  dictate  the  terms  and  conditions  upon 
which  the  Niuchwang  Extension  Loan 
should  be  concluded,  and  by  the  unsatis- 
factory way  in  which  the  mixed  control 
has  since  operated;  for  though  they 
offered  £12,000,000  sterling  against 
£2,300,000  required  when  that  loan  was 
floated,  it  is  questionable  whether  the 
money  would  now  be  forthcoming  for 
even  the  cream  of  the  railway  con- 
cessions, unless  obtained  on  the 
terms  and  conditions  I  have  mentioned. 
With  regard  to  the  terms  and  conditions 
upon  which  the  concessions  for  these— 
what  we  may  term — reparation  railways, 
I  find  that  on  the  4th  of  September, 
1898,  Sir  Claude  MacDonald  stated  in  a 
dispatch  that  the  terms  accorded  for  the 
construction  of  these  lines  will  not  be  in- 
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f erior  to  the  terms  granted  for  the  con- 
struction of  any  railways  in  China 
proper,  and  that  they  had  agreed  to  send 
I  him  a  confidential  note  to  that  effect 
This  would  have  secured  terms  and  con- 
I  ditions  equal  to  those  granted  to  Germany 
for  the  railways  she  is  constructing  in 
Shantung ;  but,  within  a  few  days,  under 
instructions  from  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Sir  Claude  MacDonald  accepted 
these  concessions  on  not  less  favourable 
conditions  than  these  granted  to  the  con- 
cessionnaires for  the  rekin  and  Hankow 
Railway.  Those  terms  and  conditions  are 
workable  when  in  the  hands  of  concession- 
naires having  at  their  back  the  Govern- 
ments of  Russia  and  France,  but  are  use- 
less to  British  concessionnaires  so  long 
as  they  do  not  receive  the  proper 
support  from  the  British  Gk)vemment. 
An  American  syndicate  entered  into  a 
preliminary  contract  with  the  Chinese 
Government  for  the  building  of  a  railway 
from  Hankow  to  Canton,  and  also  made  a 
provisional  agreement  with  an  English 
syndicate,  with  the  object  of  having  this 
I  railway  constructed  jointly  by  an  Anglo- 
!  American  company.  The  Chinese  Govem- 
I  ment,  however,  have  thrown  every 
I  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  ratification  of 
i  this  concession  on  terms  and  conditions 
I  not  less  favourable  to  those  granted  to 
other  Powers,  whilst  the  French  Govern- 
ment have  actively  intervened  to  prevent 
the  carrying  through  of  the  concession, 
and  claimed  that  unless  the  American 
syndicate  is  prepared  to  construct  the 
line  on  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
Pekin  and  Hankow  Concession,  the 
right  to  construct  the  railway  falls  into 
their  hands.  The  question  of  by  whom 
this  important  railway  is  to  be  con- 
structed is  one  vitally  affecting  the 
future  of  the  Chinese  Empire;  for,  if 
the  concessionnaires  of  the  Pekin  and 
Hankow  Railway  are  allowed  to  secure 
this  concession,  it  will  give  to  Russia  and 
France  a  railway  system  through  the 
heart  of  the  Chinese  Empire  from  the 
extreme  north  to  the  extreme  south,  and 
will  place  them  practically  in  military 
occupation  of  it.  I  hope,  therefore,  to 
hear  from  the  Under  Secretary  that  Her 
Majesty's  Gk)vernment  are  vigorously 
supporting  the  United  States  Government 
in  insisting  that  this  railway,  penetrating 
as  it  does  from  the  south  right .  into 
the  heart  of  our  supposed  sphere 
of  interest,  the  Yang-tsze  basin, 
shall   not  be   given   to  foreign  Powers. 
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To  show  how  absolutely  Her  Majesty's 
Govemment  appears  to  fail  to  sustain 
British  rights  in  China,  I  may  instance 
the  Pekin  Syndicate.  This  corporation 
was  promis^  a  concession  for  a  railway 
to  connect  its  mineral  properties  in  Shan- 
si  with  the  navigable  limits  of  the  Yang- 
tsze  river.  But,  whilst  the  application 
for  such  communication  has  been  flatly 
refused  to  the  British  company,  there  has 
been  secured  by  the  concessionnairesof  the 
Pekin-Hankow  Railway  the  right  to  con- 
struct a  railway  from  Kai-feng-fu  to 
Honan-fu,  with  the  option  of  extending  it 
to  Singan-fu ;  thus  barring  the  road  for 
the  construction  of  the  railway  promised 
to  the  Pekin  sjmdicate.  Another  great 
achievement  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  the  Yang-tsze  Valley  Agree- 
ment, which,  even  now,  many  people 
in  this  country  imagine  secures  to  us 
the  Yang-tsze  basin  as  a  special  sphere 
of  influence,  in  which  we  have  priority  of 
rights.  This,  however,  is  an  absolute 
myth.  Russia,  France,  Germany,  and 
Japan  are  all  to-day  more  actively  en- 
gaged in  advancing  their  commercial 
and  political  interests  in  the  rich 
Yang-tsze  basin  than  we  are  ours. 
They  have  sovereign  rights  over 
various  areas  at  Shanghai,  Han- 
kow and  elsewhere,  whilst  we  have  none. 
A  further  surrender  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Grovernment  is  in  regard  to  the 
extension  of  the  French  settlement  at 
Shanghai.  A  firm  stand  was  originally 
taken  against  this  demand  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  and 
backed  up  as  it  was  at  the  time  by  the 
United  States  of  America,  it  was  under- 
stood that  the  demand  would  not  be 
granted.  How  little  needed  such  a  con- 
cession was  will  be  made  very  clear  when  I 
tftate  that  in  the  French  concession 
already  in  existence  there  are  only  seven- 
teen Frenchmen  resident  ;  and  yet, 
notwithstanding  this,  our  diplomatists 
have  a^n  given  way.  France  has  got  the 
extension  of  her  concession,  and  British 
prestige  has  once  more  been  lowered  in 
the  eyes  of  the  Chinese  Government. 
In  one  debate  in  this  House  wo  heard 
with  great  satisfaction  that  Her  Majesty's 
<3k>vemment  had  at  length  determined  to 
do  something  to  uphold  British  commer- 
cial interests  by  the  placing  of  gunboats 
on  the  inland  waterways  of  China  for 
the  protection  of  British  trade.  Two 
gunboats  were  sent  out  to  patrol  the 
Upper    Yang-tsze    more    than    twelve 


months  ago;  but,  though  their  crews 
have  been  paid  by  the  British  taxpayer 
and  they  have  been  on  the  spot  all  this 
time,  they  have  yet  to  make  the  first 
ascent  of  that  portion  of  the  river  which 
they  were  intended  to  patrol;  and  the 
Under  Secretary  informed  us  the  other 
day  that  they  were  going  to  attempt 
this  next  month.  The  fact  is  that  these 
two  boats,  the  "Woodcock"  and  the 
"  Woodlark,"  are  unsuitable  for  the  pur- 
pose, both  as  regards  construction  and 
steaming  power.  As  they  have  to  go  up 
rapids  sometimes  running  thirteen  and 
fourteen  knots  an  hour  and  steam  only 
twelve  knots,  it  is  obvious  they 
can  only  mount  the  rapids  with 
assistance  from  shore,  and  they 
would  be  useless,  therefore,  if  a  hostile 
attitude  were  assumed  by  the  inhabitants 
of  the  district.  The  whirlpools  and  cross- 
currents of  the  river  are  in  places  so 
strong  that  the  gunboats  ought  to  have 
paddle-wheels  instead  of  screws,  and  it  is 
ridiculous  to  send  out  boats  constructed 
of  plates  under  one-eighth  of  an  inch  thick 
instead  of  being  at  least  three-sixteenths 
for  a  river  of  the  character  of  the  Upper 
Yang-tsze.  Apparently  without  any 
inquiry  whatever,  when  gunboats  were 
needed  for  the  Upper  Yang-tsze,  the 
Admiralty  decided  to  send  out  two  Nile 
gunboats.  This  is  a  serious  matter,  so  far 
as  the  commercial  interests  of  this  country 
are  concerned,  because  a  British  cargo- 
steamer  is  expected  to  be  plying  on  tne 
Upper  Yang-tsze  within  the  next  month 
or  two ;  and  in  all  probability  the  half 
million  Chinamen  now  carrying  on  the 
trade  on  the  river  will  regard  this 
innovation  as  a  menace  to  their 
livelihood,  trouble  will  arise.  It  is 
imperative  that  gunboats,  capable  of 
going  wherever  they  may  be  required, 
without  shore  assistance  and  without 
regard  to  the  state  of  the  river,  should  be 
placed  on  the  Upper  Yang-tsze  imme- 
diately. The  "  Woodcock  "  and  "  Wood- 
lark  "  now  there  should  be  transferred  to 
the  West  River,  as  on  that  river  the  old 
"Tweed"  can  steam  only  two  knots 
against  the  current  and  the  "  Sandpiper  " 
four  knots,  which,  all  will  agree,  renders 
them  quite  unable  to  cope  effectually  with 
the  pirates  who  infest  that  district.  The 
pirates  on  the  West  River  have  more  than 
once  seized  British-owned  steamers,  ran- 
sacked them,  and  then  used  them  for 
capturing  richly-laden  native  junks.  But 
up  to  the  present  time  no  punishment 
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whatever  has  been  inflicted  on  the  perpe- 
trators of  these  outrages.     It  is  true  we 
are  told  that  the  Admiral  is   now  con- 
sidering   the   question   of   how   best   to 
repress  the  piracy.     But  why  now  ]  Why 
not  twelve  months  ago  1    Why  were  the 
gunboats  in  the  district  prevented  for  so 
long    a    time    from    taking    any    eff'ec- 
tive    measures    for    the    repression    of 
the    piracy    which    has    been    so   rife  ? 
Then  with  regard  to  the  opening  up  of 
all  the  inland  waterways  of   China,  the 
agreement  with  the  Chinese  Government 
was    announced    in   this   House  as   one 
which   would  make   it  possible   to   take 
British  merchandise  in  British  ships,  not 
merely  to  the  ports  recognised  by  treaty, 
but  to  every  riverside  town  and  station 
in  the   whole  interior  of  China.     On  the 
strength  of  this  agreement  leading  British 
shipping  firms  in  China  expended  £60,000 
in  building  steamers  to  trade  from  Hong 
Kong  and   Canton  up  the  West  River. 
So  far,   however,    from    these   steamers 
being  allowed  to  take  British  goods  to 
every  riverside  town  and   station,  they 
have  not  been  permitted  to  load  or  dis- 
charge cargo  at  intervening  places  between 
the  treaty  ports.  They  have  consequently 
been  working  at  a  considerable  loss,  and 
several  have  been  taken   off"  altogether. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman    the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  answer 
to  a  question  I  put  to  him  the  other  day* 
on    this    subject,    said    this     was     not 
within   the   knowledge    of   the    Foreign 
Office.     In  view,  however,  of  the  lengthy 
correspondence     between    the     shipping 
firms  in  China  and  the  British  Legation  in 
Pekin  on  this  question,  it  seems  extra- 
ordinary that  the  Foreign  Office  should 
not  have  received  this  important  informa- 
tion.    In  reply  to  a  further  question,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  agreement 
with  the  Chinese  Government  permitted 
foreigners    to    trade   in   steamers  where 
native  boats  had  been  permitted,  but  this 
did  not  include  every  riverside  town  and 
station.     I  must,  however,  refer  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  express  declaration 
made  in  this  House  by  his  predecessor,  Mr. 
Curzon,  to  which  I  have  already  alluded.  I 
am  informed  by  those  engaged  in  trading  on 
the  Chinese  inland  waterways  that  native 
boats  are  permitted  to  trade   with  every 
riverside    town    and    station     and     also 
escape  with  lower  duties.     This  being  so, 

*  See  The  Parliamentary  Debates  [Fourth  i 
Series],  Vol.  Ixxx.,  page  1180. 
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it    is  obviously  impossible    for    British 
steamers  to  compete,  when  they  are  re- 
quired   to    have  one  steamer  to    trade 
between  treaty  ports  and   a  second  with 
the   other  riverside  towns  and   stations, 
both  boats  running  probably  half  empty  ; 
whereas,  if,  according  to  the  agreement, 
they  were  allowed  to  load   and  discharge 
cargo  at  every  riverside  town  and  station, 
whether  treaty  ports  or  otherwise,  one 
steamer  would  do  where  two  are  now  em- 
ployed, and  a  profitable  trade  would  be 
carried  on.     I   have   repeatedly   pressed 
the  Government  to  insist  upon  the  carry- 
ing out  in  its  entirety  of  this  agreement 
with   the  Chinese   Government,    and    I 
should  be  glad  to  learn  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to-night  that  the  Government 
are     determined      to      insist     on     this. 
With  regard  to  South  China  and  Western 
China,   m  the  course  of  my  journey  I 
penetrated  through  the  Yang-tsze  gorges 
1,600  miles  up   the   Yang-tsze  river.     I 
travelled  some  distance  into  the  rich  pro- 
vince of  Szechuan,  with  its  50,000,000  of 
industrious  and  prosperous   inhabitants. 
I  found  this  province  covered  by  French 
Jesuit  priests,  who,  in   addition  to   the 
work  of  a  religious  propaganda,  gather 
and  transmit  to  the  French  Government 
information  as  to  the  mineral  wealth  and 
the  commercial  possibilities  of  the  country. 
They  have  practically  completed  a  geo- 
logical survey  of  the  great  province,  and 
now  the  French  are  pressing  for  exclusive 
rights  to  work  minerals  in  six  districts 
which  they  believe  to  be  rich  in  mineral 
wealth.     They  have  also  prepared  a  chart 
of  the  Yang-tsze  river,  which  was  to  me 
of    invaluable     service.      As    in    South 
Africa  it  has  been  found  that  we  actually 
had  no  knowledge  of  the  country  around 
Lady  smith,  though  it  had  been  our  mili- 
tary headquarters  for  years,  so  in  China 
our  charts  are  out  of  date,  and  therefore 
useless.      An    Admiralty   chart    of    the 
Yang-tsze   was   prepared   in    1861,    and 
some   slight  corrections  have  been  made 
since,  but  it  is  at  the  present   time  no 
guide  to    the   navigation   of   a   river  of 
the  changing  character  of  the  Yang-tsze. 
I  have  again  and  again  drawn  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  the  agreement 
of  January,   1896,  between  the  British 
Government  and  the  French  Government, 
under  which  each  nation  bound  itself  to 
the  other  to  use  its  best  offices  with  the 
Chinese  Government   to  secure  each  for 
the  other  similar  and  increased  oppor- 
tunities and   facilities  for  trading  with 
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Vuniian  and  Szechuan.  This  agreement 
has  been  entirely  disregarded  by  the 
French  Government  without  calling  forth 
any  remonstrance  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Nanning-fu,  the  treaty 
port  on  the  West  River,  which  was  de- 
clared to  be  open  more  than  a  year  ago 
(as  was  admitted  the  other  night  by  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman)  still  remains  un- 
opened. And  remembering  the  violent 
opposition  on  the  part  of  the  French  to 
the  opening  of  Nanning-fu,  one  caimot 
but  feel  that  in  all  probability  the  delay  in 
the  opening  is  due  to  French  influence.  I 
hope  to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  not 
jdlow  further  delay,  as  we  have  a  right 
to  expect  that  the  state  of  affairs  under 
which  British  goods  have  to  be  tran- 
shipped from  Hong  Kong,  sent  through 
Tonkin  up  to  South- West  China,  and  are 
subjected  to  a  differential  duty  of  10  per 
cent,  when  passing  through  French  terri- 
tory, shall  be  ended  without  delay.  The 
French  are  busily  engaged  in  construct- 
ing a  railway  from  Tonkin  towards 
Yunnan,  with  the  intention  of  ultimately 
carrying  it  forward  into  Szechuan,  and  of 
drawing  the  trade  of  South- West  China 
down  to  the  sea  through  French  Indo- 
China,  and  with  the  declared  expectation 
that  sooner  or  later  Franco  will  be  able 
to  annex  Szechuan,  Yunnan,  Kwang-si, 
and  Kwang-tung — the  four  great  Chinese 
pro\'inces  to  the  north  of  her  Indo-China 
possessions.  When  we  have  regard  to  the 
fact  that  seven-eighths  of  the  imports 
into  French  Indo-Chinain  1885  went  from 
England,  Germany,  and  Switzerland,  and 
that  to-day,  owin^  to  differential  duties  in 
favour  of  French  goods,  amounting  in 
some  cases  to  50  per  cent.,  that  three- 
fourths  of  the  imports  go  from  France, 
and  only  one-fourth  from  the  rest  of 
the  world,  we  have  an  object  lesson  of  the 
vital  importance  of  resolutely  upholding 
our  just  commercial  rights  in  South  and 
South-west  China,  if  in  the  future  we  are 
not  to  see  British  trade  strangled  by  dif- 
ferential tariffs  in  those  regions  also. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  took  great 
credit  for  the  Kau-lung  extension  opposite 
Hong  Kong.  But  I  find  that  the  value 
of  the  extension  was  very  much  reduced 
by  the  obstinacy  with  which  the  home 
authorities,  contrary  to  the  strongly  ex- 
pressed opinion  of  both  civil  and  military 
authorities  out  there,  in  accepting  the 
present  boundary,  which  forms  no  natural 
defence,    as  the  river  is  easily  fordable 


in  many  places,  and  which  is  con- 
siderably south  of  the  head  of  Mirs 
Bay,  inchided  in  the  concession,  and 
besides  contains  no  healthy  camping 
ground,  whereas  they  ought  to  have  in- 
sisted that  the  boundary  should  be  a 
natural  lino  of  mountains  running  slightly 
north  of  the  head  of  Mirs  Bay,  and  which 
would  have  given  a  healthy  camping 
ground  and  a  strong  natural  frontier. 
It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that,  owing  to  the  opposition  to  the 
British  when  taking  possession,  we  occu- 
pied Sam  Chun,  outside  the  boundary, 
where  we  hafl  a  most  healthy  camp. 
However,  while  I  was  at  Hong  Kong,  in- 
structions came  from  home  that,  under 
arrangements  made  with  the  Chinese 
Government,  Sam  Chun  was  to  be 
evacuated.  This,  it  was  believed,  had 
been  done  because  the  French  had  pointed 
out  to  the  Chinese  Government  that  we 
had  l)een  allowed  to  occupy  a  territory 
beyond  the  concession  agreed  upon,  and 
that  they  were  in  consequence  claiming 
further  concessions  around  their  newly- 
acquired  treaty  port  in  the  South.  If 
this  is  so,  the  result  at  any  rate  was  not 
creditable  to  British  diplomacy,  for  within 
a  week  of  our  evacuation  of  Sam  Chun 
the  French  demands  were  conceded 
in  full  by  the  Chinese  Government, 
Again  and  again  in  this  House  declara- 
tions of  policy  have  been  made  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  which,  if  carried 
out,  would  have  given  the  greatest  satis- 
faction to  everybody  interested  in  the  up- 
holding and  the  extending  of  our  com- 
mercial interests  in  the  Far  East.  But, 
unfortunately,  whether  in  regard  to 
Agreements  such  as  the  Anglo-Russian 
Agreement  in  the  matter  of  railway  con- 
cessions, the  opening  of  the  inland 
waterways,  the  patrollino;  by  gunboats  of 
the  Yang-tsze  and  the  West  River,  or  the 
terms  and  conditions  upon  which  the 
acquisition  of  Wei-hai-Wei  and  Kau-lung 
have  been  secured,  all  alike  have  proved 
delusive  and  unsatisfactory.  And  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  in  China  our 
prestige  and  influence,  which  were  pre- 
dominant five  years  ago,  are  non-existent 
to-day.  The  Blue-book  issued  yesterday 
is  unfortunately  largely  a  further  record 
of  failure,  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  to  deal  successfully  with  the 
Tsung-li-Yamen.  This  voluminous  paper 
hardly  contains  one  instance  where  a  dis- 
tinct diplomatic  success  has  been  achieved. 
What,  then,  ought  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
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ment    to    do,    in  view  of'  accomplished 
facts  in  the  Far  East,  in  order  to  retrieve 
as  far  as  possible  the  disastrous  results  of 
their  neglect  to  pursue  a  firm  and  definite 
policy  1      The  understanding  arrived  at 
between  the  United  States  Government 
and  the  other  nations  interested  in  the 
trade  of   China,    securing,    if  faithfully 
observed,  the   maintenance  of  the  open 
door,  appears   to  afford   another  golden 
opportunity    for     seeking     the     further 
friendly  co-operation  of  the  great  Powers 
in  the  promotion  of  administrative  reforms, 
so  greatly  needed  for  the  strengthening 
of    the    Imperial    Gk)vernment    and   for 
maintaining    the     integrity     of     China, 
the    necessity    for    which    the     United 
States    Government   so    fully   recognise. 
All   authorities   in   China    agree    that  a 
serious  mistake  was  made  in  allowing  the 
deposition  of  the  Emperor  last  year,  and 
the  assumption  of  the  control  of  China  by 
the  reactionary  Dowager  Empress,  who 
is  a  usurper  and  has  no  title  whatever  to 
occupy  her  present  position.     In  view  of 
the  somewhat  alarming  news  as  to  the 
disturbed  condition  and  anti-foreign  feel- 
ing in  various  parts  of  China,  joint  action 
ought,  in  my  opinion,  to  be  taken  by  the 
Powers  to  replace  the   Emperor  on  the 
throne  ;  for  it  is  undoubted  that  his  sym- 
pathies are  genuinely  in  favour  of  reform 
and  the  opening  up  of  his  country  to  trade. 
But,  in  addition  to  this,  I  would  draw  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  the  fact  that  the  Chinese  Government 
would  be  powerless  to  resist  the  aggres- 
sion, territorially  and  otherwise,  of  other 
Powers,  unless  she  is  enabled  to  have  her 
naval   and   military   forces   re-organised. 
This  she  cannot  do,  unless  her  revenues 
are    considerably    increased.      I    would, 
therefore,  strongly  urge   that  the   time 
has  come  for  a  revision  of  the  customs 
tariff  in  China,  and  that  at  present  the 
maritime  customs  import  duty  of  5  per 
cent.,  which  is  a  maximum  of  5  per  cent., 
and   in   many    cases    really   much    less, 
should  be  substantially  increased,  on  the 
condition  that  not  only  every  riverside 
town  and  station,  but  also  the  interior  of 
China  is  freely  thrown  open  to  foreign 
trade,    and    that    some    satisfactory    re- 
arrangement   to    secure     the    equitable 
levying  of    likin  would  be   included  in 
the  agreement.     The  proportion  should 
be  fixed  that  is  to  be  paid  into  the  pro- 
vincial and    imperial    treasuries    respec- 
tively.    Some  system  of  paving  officials, 
so   as   to   render   it  possible    for   them 
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to  live  without  corruptly  applying  any 
portion    of    the    revenues     which     pass 
through   their  hands,    is   essential      It 
would  appear  desirable  that  the  increased 
revenues  thus  obtained  by  China  should 
be    allocated    to    specific   purposes  and 
should  be  given  only  on  condition  that 
an  agreed  amount  be  expended   on  the 
reorganisation  of  the  military  and  naval 
forces  of  China,  under  oflScers  to  be  jointly 
provided  by  those  Powers  who  do  not 
desire  the  partition  of  the  country ;  that 
a  further  sum  be  applied  to  river  conser- 
vancy with  a  view  of  improving  the  nari- 
gation  of  such  great  commercial  arteries 
of  the  Chinese  Empire  as  the  Yang-tsze 
and  West  Rivers,  under  the  control  of 
international    conservancy   boards;    and 
that  there  be  a  previous  ratification,  on 
satisfactory  terms  and  conditions,  of  rail- 
way concessions  promised  to  British  con- 
cessionnaires.     If  joint  action  w«re  taken 
by  the  United  States  of  America,  Eng- 
land, Japan,  and  Germany  in  support  of 
the  policy  I  have  indicated,  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult for  Russia  and  France  to  hold  aloof. 
I  have  always  recognised    the  vast  im- 
portance to  British  trade  of  the  develop- 
ment of  our  Indian  Empire.       But  the 
great  Empire  of  China,  with    its    four 
hundred  millions  of  industrious  trading 
people,  its  greater  fertility  of  soil,  and  its 
enormous  mineral    resources,  is    in    my 
opinion  of  still  greater  importance  to  the 
British   nation,  considered    from  a  com- 
mercial   point    of   view.       I,    therefore, 
earnestly  hope  that  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  may  be  able  to  assure 
the  House  to-night    that   this  policy  of 
preserving  China   for    the  Chinese,  and 
developing  her  resources  in  the  interests 
alike  of  the  population  of  that  country 
and  of  all  nations,  will  receive  the  vigor- 
ous   and    determined     support    of    Her 
Majesty^s  Government ;  for  in  this  way, 
and  in  this  way  alone,  can  the  just  in- 
fluence   and    commercial    rights  of    the 
British  nation  be  preserved    in  the  Far 
East. 

Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire,  Chor- 
ley)  :  The  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  has  referred  to  the  policy  of  the 
British  Gov^nment,  and  he  wishes  us  to 
infer  that  in  every  department,  geographi- 
cal and  political,  in  China  we  ought  to 
exercise  exclusive  control.  There  can  be 
no  greater  mistake  than  to  imagine  that 
this  country  is  capable  of  doing  any  such 
thing. 
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♦Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  :  Excuse  me  ; 
I  did  not  say  so.  What  I  said  was  that 
we  should  act  in  concert  with  the  other 
Powers  in  regard  to  the  open  door.  I  say 
that,  starting  from  that,  we  should  seek  in 
concert  with  the  other  Powers  to  bring 
about  administrative  reforms. 

Lord  BALCARRES  :  I  do  not  think 
that  we  can  act  in  concert  with  the  other 
Powers,  because  I  am  quite  convinced 
that  the  key  of  our  position  in  China 
lies  exclusively  in  the  south.  Russia 
holds  control  over  China,  and  nothing  we 
can  do  in  concert  with  the  other  Powers 
can  shake  the  power  Russia  has  already 
grasped.  I  do  not  think  the  Foreign 
Office  has  been  successful  in  combating 
the  advance  of  Russia.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
so,  but  that,  I  am  convinced,  is  the 
present  position.  Russia  from  every 
point  of  view  dominates  everything  north 
of  the  Yang-tsze  valley.  We  hold  a 
miserable  little  station  at  Wei-hai-wei 
which  is  perfectly  worthless  strategically, 
economically,  politically,  socially,  and 
commercially.  I  really  think  that  the 
position  has  become  so  acute  that  by  far 
the  most  statesmanlike  thing  we  can  do 
is  to  abandon  our  position  in  the  north, 
and  make  an  agreement  by  which  we  shall 
have  exclusive  control,  at  any  rate  with- 
out the  interference  of  Russia,  in  the 
Yanff-tsze    valley.     What  is   the    exact 

C'tion  of  Russia  in  this  matter  ?  The 
.  Member  said  Russia  has  the  Pekin 
ndlway  from  the  centre  of  Siberia  across 
the  Mongolian  desert  to  Pekin.  At  the 
present  moment  you  can  do  that  journey 
in  eleven  days  by  camels.  After  about 
100  miles  of  hills  and  mountains  the 
country  is  perfectly  flat.  A  railway 
alonff  that  route  would  undoubtedly 
enaUe  travellers  to  reach  Pekin  in  an 
extraordinarily  short  time.  Plans  have 
not  yet  been  drawn  out,  and  I  do  not 
believe  the  Russian  Government  has  got 
the  money  or  the  engineering  skill  to 
make  the  railway.  The  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  the  Russian  railway  as  a  magni- 
ficent railway.  I  think  the  hon  Member 
for  North  Paddington  will  agree  with  me 
in  saying  that  it  is  not  a  magnificent  rail- 
way. They  have  no  engineering  skill  in 
Russia.  There  is  only  one  railway  tunnel  in 
Russia^  and  it  was  made  by  a  Frenchman. 
If  they  have  to  get  over  a  mountain  they 
climb  over  it,  whereas  our  engineers 
would  penetrate  the  mountain,  at  a  saving 
of  thirty,   forty,   or    fifty  miles.     They 


refuse  to  put  a  station  between 
two  points  which  would  naturally 
be  served  by  the  railway.  The  reason 
for  that  is  that  the  Siberian,  not 
appreciating  anything  emanating  from 
Russia,  refuses  to  pay  blackmail  to  the 
engineers  of  the  line,  who  consequently 
say,  "  If  you  don't  pay  us  you  will  not 
have  a  railway  station."  The  line  is 
single.  The  engines  only  burn  wood,  and 
the  tenders  of  the  engines  get  on  fire 
about  once  in  three  days.  The  ballast- 
ing of  the  line  is  extremely  bad.  Where 
the  railway  has  to  cross  a  gully  a  great 
fall  of  rain  or  a  flood  carries  away  the 
line.  Of  course  the  trains  stop  at  all  the 
stations,  and  the  result  is  that  about 
nine  miles  is  about  the  average 
distance  you  can  cover  in  an  hour. 
I  was  told  by  the  Government  Prosecutor 
that  the  object  of  his  journey  was  to 
prosecute  certain  ^inknown  individuals 
for  stealing  a  train.  These  men  stopped 
a  train  by  the  use  of  false  lights;  they 
unhooked  nine  wagons,  and  then  re- 
moved the  light.  The  train  proceeded 
and  the  wagons  were  left.  In  order 
to  prevent  a  subsequent  accident  the 
wagons  were  rolled  over  an  embank- 
ment. This  is  not  a  line  which  is  going 
!  to  have  the  great  commercial  importance 
attributed  to  it  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  line  must  be  substantially  reformed 
if  it  is  to  be  of  much  value.  But  there 
is  one  point  connected  with  the  line, 
slow  and  bad  as  it  is,  which  must  receive 
the  attention  of  the  Government.  I 
frankly  admit  that  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment has  not  been  successful  in  combating 
the  influence,  not  of  Russia  in  Russia,  but 
of  Russia  engaged  in  the  north  of  China. 
What  is  the  position  on  the  Pacific 
Ocean  1  There  is  Vladivostok,  with  at 
least  35,000  troops  in  it.  I  remember 
counting  fifty-six  military  buildings  in 
process  of  construction  during  last  October, 
varying  from  50  to  350  feet  in  frontage. 
There  is  Port  Arthur,  where  the  hon. 
Member  has  been,  but  where  I  was  not 
allowed  by  the  police  to  go.  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentleman  possesses  a  better  reputa- 
tion than  I  do  in  the  Far  East.  At  Port 
Arthur  there  are  from  30,000  to  35,000 
men.  Most  people  would  say  that 
70,000  men  to  guard  an  Empire  of  that 
size  is  not  an  unreasonable  number, 
especially  in  view  of  the  very  threaten- 
ing attitude  adopted  by  Japan. 
But  these  two  places  do  not  repre- 
sent    in      the     amalkat.     d^gc^^     \i)tv^ 
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military  enterprise  of  Russia.     The  most  j 
striking  thing  that    one    notices    when , 
travelling  through  Eastern  Siberia  is  the  i 
fact  that  everywhere  you  see  new  towns 
occupied  exclusively  by  the  military.     I 
remember  going  through  one  place  which, 
five   years  ago,   was  a  little  town  with 
one  little  wooden   church,   and  perhaps 
three  or  four  hundred  inhabitants.     It  is 


as  he  said,  to  put  a  finger  into  eveir 
Chinese  pie.  I  most  devoutly  hope  the 
Government  will  strenuously  refrain  from 
interfering  with  anything  connected  with 
Manchuria.  I  hope  also  that  the  Grovem- 
ment  will  refrain  from  doing  anything  to 
uphold  the  Chinese  dynasty.  It  may  sound 
a  radical  change  to  suggest  to  any  Govern- 
ment, but  the  result  of  interference  in  any 


now  a  town  with  a  magnificent  cathedral  dynastic  question  will,  I  am  convinced, 
and  at  least  10,000  troops.  These  towns  lead  to  a  further  increase  of  Russian 
are  built  by  the  soldiers.  There  are  .  power.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
thousands  and  thousands  of  soldiers  in  not  take  such  small  advantages  as  it  ean 
the  Far  East  who  have  never  had  a  rifle  in  take  in  the  north  of  China  in  order  to 
their  hands.  There  is  a  little  stretch  of  .  secure  a  Parliamentary  case.  Wei-hai-Wei 
line  leading  down  to  the  Pacific  from  Vladi-    has  been  quoted  as  a  triumph.     It  is  not 


vostok,  about  500  versts  in  length.     That  I 
line  is  managed  exclusively  by  soldiers.  ; 
The  man   who  collects  the   tickets,   the 
stoker,  the  driver — in  fact,  all  connected  i 


a  triumph.  It  has  led  us  into  the  very 
gravest  peril.  If  we  had  been  content  a 
few  years  ago  to  limit  ourselves  strictly 
to    one    field    or    area,    which    had    & 


with  the  line — are  military  men.  Whether  ;  population  far  greater  than  this  countiy 
or  not  these  men  are  very  formidabh  as  can  ever  hope  to  supply,  we  should  have 
soldiers,  I  cannot  say,  but  I  suppose  they  '  avoided  a  most  critical  state  of  affion 
areputtherebecause  there  is  no  population  I  with  Russia,  we  should  have  preserved 
either  capable  of  carrying  out  these  rail- 1  our  prestige  in  China,  which  is  now 
way  works  or  willing  to  do  so,  the  men  '  almost  irretrievably  lost,  and  the  GJovem- 
employed  in  that  part  being  capablb  of  \  ment  would  not  have  suffered  the  loss  of 


only  manual  labour.  But  here  is  the  situa- 
tion in  a  nutshell.     China  at  the  present 
moment    is    dominated    by   Russian    in- ; 
fluence.     British  influence   in    China — I  ' 
am  not  speaking   of  our  influence   with 
the    Tsung  -  li  -  Yamen,     but    in     China  , 
generally  —  is    absolutely   and,    in    my  ; 
opinion,  almost   hopelessly    subordinated 
to  the   immense  power  which  has   been 
gained  by   Russia.     That  power  is   not 
of     so     modern     a     growth     as     many 
people,     and     especially    the     critics    of 
the  Government,  are  inclined  to  suppose. 
It  has  been  growing  steadily,  persistently, 
and  silently  for  five-and-twenty  years;  but 
this   startling    development    began    ^ve 
years  ago,  and  during  the  last  three  years  '  field.     Take,  for  instance,  a  comparison 


reputation  resulting  from  that  which  has 
occurred  all  over  the  world.  I  hope, 
therefore,  the  Government  will  strictly 
limit  itself  to  the  sphere  of  influence 
which  it  has  chosen  for  its  own  efforts. 

Mr.  moon  (St.  Pancras,  N.) :  I  can- 
not join  in  the  condemnation  pronounced 
by  the  hon.  Member  opposite  of  what  he 
calls  the  "  humiliating  inactivity  "  of  the 
Government.  I  think  he  has  lost  sight 
of  the  fact  that  the  reason  why  our 
progress  appears  not  to  have  been  so 
rapid  in  the  Far  East  is  because  he  com- 
pares our  present  progress  with  that  of 
Powers  which  have  only  just  entered  the 


that  Power  has  become  regularly  estab- 
lished. In  a  short  time  they  will  have 
linked  up  the  railway  joining  the  central 
station  of  Siberia  with  Vladivostok. 
There  are  immense  engineering  difficulties, 
and  I  am  sure  the  railway  will  take  very 
many  more  years  to  complete  than  the 
Russians  say.  They  hope,  at  the  present 
moment,  to  have  a  through  service  from 
St.  Petersburg  to  the  Pacific  in  fifteen 
months  time,  but  they  will  have  to  greatly 
reform  their  methods  if  that  is  to  be  done. 
Just  a  word  with  regard  to  the  policy 
largely  the  result  of  this  enterprise  in  the 
north  of  China.  The  hon.  Member 
desires  us,  in  concert  with  other  Powers, 

Lo7'd  Balairres, 


of  Wei-hai-Wei  with  Grerman  activity  or 
with  Russian  activity  at  Port  Arthur.  A 
fairer  comparison  would  ])e  that  of  Hong 
Kong  with  Port  Arthur  and  with  Kiau- 
chau.  We  have  a  splendid  military  base 
and  a  splendid  commercial  harbour  there, 
and  I  have  all  along  understood  that 
Wei-hai-wei  was  only  to  be  a  second 
military  base. 


Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON 
poise  to  Port  Arthur. 


A  countcr- 


Mr.  moon  :  But  there  is  a  point  in 
regard  to  which  I  certainly  think  the 
onus  lies  on  the  Government  to  show 
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that  they  have  not  lost  a  great  opportunity. 
I  refer  to  supporting  the  cause  of  reform 
in  China.  By  doing  so  in  the  future, 
or  by  having  done  so  in  the  past,  we 
should  strengthen  China  against  adverse 
enemies,  we  should  further  the  cause  of 
civilisation,  and  we  should  secure  and 
maintain  our  reputation  in  the  Far  East. 
As  a  great  civilising  power,  I  think  we 
•hould  seize  the  opportunity  of  promoting 
Western  reforms.  China  is  not  like  India, 
where  the  educated  people  are  rather  a 
dreamy  people;  the  educated  people  in 
China,  apart  from  all  their  mandarin 
eulture,  are  a  very  hard-headed  shrewd 
folk.  To  such  people  Western  civilisa- 
tion would,  I  am  quite  sure,  have  been 
acceptable.  By  promoting  these  reforms 
we  should  have  created  a  solidarity  in 
China  which  would  have  enabled  her  to 
continue  to  exist  as  a  buffer  between 
ourselves  and  that  great  Power  in  the 
North-east  of  Asia,  whose  methods  and 
ideas,  whose  chaitu^ter  and  government, 
are  so  different  from  our  own  as  to  be,  in 
bet,  antagonistic.  That  result,  I  think, 
we  might  have  secured.  At  least,  I 
•uggest  that  it  lies  on  the  Government  to 
show  that  they  had  reasons  for  not 
interposing,  instead  of  allowing  the 
Empress  to  initiate  a  sanguinary  rtn^/?  d'^M. 
The  young  Emperor  had  a  project  of 
reform  for  every  branch  of  administration, 
and  his  ambition  was  to  play  in  China 
the  part  played  by  Peter  the  Great  in 
Buma.  He  wished  to  emulate  that  great 
man,  who  by  his  own  initiative  changed 
the  character  and  position  of  a  European 
nation.  I  have  on  previous  occasions 
Tentured  to  give  statistics  showing  that 
in  various  parts  of  China  there  was  an 
immense  demand  for  Western  literature 
and  Western  instniction.  That,  I  hear, 
has  now  come  to  an  end.  The  coup  iVeiat 
id  the  Dowager  Empress  was  regarded 
by  certain  persons  as  merely  an 
attempt  to  moderate  in  Oriental  ways 
Bredpitate  and  subversive  measures  of  re- 
form. That  view,  perhaps,  had  some 
plausibility  for  a  few  months,  but  during 
the  last  twelve  months  we  have  seen  the 
results  but  too  clearly.  I  have  recently 
had  a  communication  from  Mr.  Timothy 
Richards,  an  American  in  Pekin,  and  a 
well-known  authority  in  these  matters. 
He  points  out  that  the  old  curriculum  has 
been  restored  in  the  place  of  modern 
Western  education ;  the  Pekin  University, 
which  used  to  have  1,000  students,  now  has 
no  more  than  200 ;  a  similar  institution 


started  in  Nankin  has  been  closed  ;  many 
Anglo-Chinese     schools     supported     by 
Chinese  reformers  in  different  parts  of  the 
country  are  closed ;  and  then  he  refers  to 
newspapers  and  other    reform   measures 
which  are  entirely  suspended.     On  that 
point   it   is  necessiiry   to   add  one  more 
item  of  evidence.     I  would  mention  the 
edict  publisheu  by   the   Empress  at  the 
beginning  of  February,  which  demands  a 
return  to  the  old  manner  of  study  accord- 
ing   to   Confucius   for   examinations  for 
official  rank,  and  the  al)olition  of  studies 
in  what  are  called  the  new  and  depraved 
I  subjects.     It  is  over  fifty  years  since  we 
j  intervened  in   China.     It  may  })e  urged 
I  that  the  circumstances  have  changed,  and 
i  that  by  supporting  the  reform  movement 
we    would   force   Russia   to   support  re- 
action.     If  that  is  so  one  would  like  to 
hear  it  stated  by  the  Government.    There 
is  only  one  other  point  to  which  I  would 
refer.     The  hon.  Meml^ei  for  Barnsley  as 
■  well  as  my  noble  friend  has  lost  sight  of 
the   commanding  position  of   Russia  by 
!  reason     of    her    geographical     position. 
;  That  was  particularly  pointed  out  in  the 
I  other  House    last   session  when  a  noble 
I  Lord    dwelt    on    the  thousands  of  miles 
^  of     frontier      for      which     Russia     was 
coterminous  with  China.     When  we  con- 
,  sider  our  immense  expansion  in  every  part 
'  of  the  world,  and  when  we  look  at  Russia 
I  and  know  that  Russia  can  only  expand  on 
I  her  own  frontiers,  can  we  be  surprised  if 
I  she  develops   in  the  direction  of  Persia 
j  and  the  Trans-Caspian  Railway  and  in  the 
I  North-east  ]  I  think  the  co-operation  of  the 
;  Great  Powers  interested  in  the  Far  East 
in  matters  commercial  is  a  very  hopeful 
sign,  but  I  do  not  think  we  can  look  to 
'•  such  a  combination  as  being  permanent 
I  hope  that  if  the  Government  have  lost 
an  opportunity  in  the  past  they  will  not 
fail  to  be  vigilant  in  order  to  seize  any 
opportunity  that  may  present  itself  here- 
after  of  advancing   our   commercial   in- 
terests. 

♦Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire,  K) : 
Although  I  have  not  the  pei-sonal  ac- 
quaintance with  China  possessed  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  spoken,  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  follow  the  Parliamentary 
experience  of  the  question.  I  have  also 
endeavoured,  in  the  very  short  time  which 
has  been  at  our  disposal,  to  look  into  the 
Blue  book  just  published.  With  some  of 
the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord  oppo* 
site  and  of  my  hon.  friend  below  me  I 
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<'iitii>;ly  agree.  I  entirely  igree  with  the 
noble  Lord'ft  remarks  in  refereooe  to 
Manchuria.  Manchuria,  it  seems  to  me. 
U  a  part  of  Russia,  and  should  have  been 
nicognised  by  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment 
as  Ijeing  al^solutely  within  the  control  of 
Russia  as  sof>n  as  she  began  Ut  expand 
If  that  haxi  Ix^n  done  frankly  at  the 
lieginning  this  country  would  have  been 
spare^l  a  go^xl  deal  of  aseless  negotiation, 
humiliation,  and  expenditure.  But  we 
know  that  that  was  not  the  attitude 
adopted  in  the  early  stages  of  this  Chinese 
question.  TheCJoveniment  embarkcl  on  a 
course  of  pr>licy  which  was  apparently 
prompted  s^ilely  by  the  desire  to  enter 
int^j  political  rivalr>'  with  Russia  in  China, 
and  to  give  China,  or  to  lead  her  to  ex- 
pect that  she  would  get,  active  support  in 
withstanding  the  demands  of  Russia.  So 
far  as  Manchuria  is  cr>ncemed  that  failed, 
and  Manchuria  now  practically  l>elong»  to 
the  Russian  Empire.  I  agree  with  what 
was  said  by  one  hori.  Gentleman  opposite 
when  he  suggesteii  we  had  lietter  give  up 
any  attempts  Ui  press  forwani  the  British 
claim,  c^immercial  or  othem'ise,  north  of 
Pekin,  and  devote  ourselves  to  our  in- 
terests in  other  parts  of  China.  The  hon. 
Meml^r  for  Banisley  in  the  course  of  his 
remarks  stated  that  there  had  been  ''a 
humiliating  inactivity  on  the  part  of  the 
British  Govenmient."  I  cannot  agree 
with  him  on  that  jxiint.  My  personal 
surv«»y  of  this  last  Blue-lKK>k,  as  well  as  of 
previous  ones,  leads  me  to  the  conclusion 
that  if  there  is  humiliation  that  humilia- 
tion is  rather  becauw;  of  the  activity 
(»f  the  Govenmient  than  in  con- 
sequence of  their  inactivity.  Certainly 
you  cannot  fairly  accuse  them  of  humi- 
liating inactivity.  It  is  unfortunate 
that  this  book  should  not  have 
been  produced  before.  The  last  des- 
|>atche8  contained  in  it  are  nearly  three 
months  old,  and  there  can  })e  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  have  been  placed  in  our 
hands  at  an  earlier  period.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  fully 
examining  the  many  interesting  docu- 
ments contained  in  the  volume,  which  is 
rwiUy  a  history  of  what  Her  Majesty's 
(jovernment  have  l>oen  doing  or  attemp- 
ing  to  do  in  China  during  the  last  year. 
I  may  be  singular,  but  it  does  seem 
to  me  that  a  good  deal  of  that 
record  is  anything  but  pleasant 
reading  for  the  nation  and  the  public. 
Nine-tenths  of  this  Blue-l)ook  is  composed 
of  negotiations  between  the  Foreign  Office 
Mr,  Uuchnnnn. 


here  and  the  Britidi  FbiI— i  as  P^in 
endeavouring  to  fone  iqion  t&c  Tmig-ti- 
Yamen  the  claims  of  wioas  Bdtufc  con- 
ceseionnaires.  Tliere  are  a  namher  of 
syndicates  mentioiied  wfaich  have 
apparently  gone  out  to  Cluoa.  obcaiaed 
an  introduction  to  the  Britisli  Emhuiy 
there,  and  practically  asked  them  to  en- 
force their  demands  upon  the  T«iiigJi- 
Yamen  for  the  ri^ts  of  minlng^  or 
railways,  or  whatever  it  mi^t  be. 
Lord  Salisbury,  last  year,  in  a  speech  on 
the  subject  succinctly  stated  that  the 
policy  in  regard  to  China  was  a  policy  of 
railways  and  concessions.  It  is  not 
pleasant  to  read  of  this  eonsUnt 
pressure  being  put  upon  the  Chineie 
Government  to  make  conoesnoDS.  1 
cannot  express  this  point  more  foitiUy 
than  did  the  right  hon.  Gendeman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  A&irs,  in  a 
debate  in  this  House  a  year  ago.* 
Protesting  against  this  constant  oooeeasion 
hunting  on  the  part  of  British  sabjects, 
and  the  way  in  which  they  endeavour  to 
put  on  the  screw  on  the  British  Embassy 
to  obtain  concessions,  he  used  these 
words — 

'*  We  cannot  go  there  and,  as  an  act  of  pore 
piracy,  insist  mat  over  a  large  extent  of 
coantr}',  ever^'  mine,  every  Hoe  of  nilway, 
every  public  improve  men  t  for  which  money 
iH  provided  shall  be  handed  orer  to  any 
concettAionaire^  bat  we  liave,  of  ocNirBep  and 
our  dijilomatic  influence  to  see  that  Great 
Britain  received  a  due  share  of  this  develop- 
iiient." 

I  should  like  to  give  one  other  instance  of 
what  has  taken  place  during  the  last  year. 
There  is  one  despatch  which  is  a  particu- 
larly humiliating  one  to  read,  ft  is  to 
be  found  on  page  149  of  the  Blue-book,  t 
Lord  Salisbury  telegraphs  in  the  month 
of  June  last  as  to  interest  due  to  the 
British  and  Chinese  Corporation;  I  do 
not  know  who  they  are,  but  I  suppose 
they  are  one  of  these  syndicates — 

"  I  am  informed  by  the  British  and  Chinese 
Corporation  that  one  month's  interest  on  the 
Northern  liailways  Loan  ifl  outstanding  whidi 
most  be  provided  by  the  16th  July,  ^ith  a 
further  month's  interest,  in  order  that  they 
may  meet  the  first  coupon  which  is  dae  on  the 
1st  Auj^ust. 

'*  You  should  press  the  Chinese  C^ovenunent 
officially  to  make  good  the  balance  required 
in  pursuance  of  the  guarantee  given  by  them. 

*  See   The  Parliamentary  Debates  [Fourth 
Series],  Vol.   IxvL,  jiage  227  (8th   Febraary, 
•  1899). 

t  See  **  Further  Correspondence  respecting 
,  the   Ai&irs   of    China "     (Command    Paper. 
No.  93,  1900). 
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"  At  the  same  time  yon  inay  intimate  to  the 
Chtitese  Government  that  the.  regard  |>ai(l  by 
them  to  our  representations  in  the  queHtion  of 
the  Northern  Railwa^'H  and  other  matters, 
recently  the  sabjects  of  discusftion  with  them, 
will  greatly  affect  oar  attitude  in  recard  to 
the  territory  now  held  by  as  outflide  the  Ck>n- 
▼entional  extension  of  Hong  Kong." 

What  is  that  ?  Shortly  put,  it  is  that  on 
l)ehalf  of  this  corporation  who  are  afraid 
that  their  interest  would  be  in  arrear, 
Lord  Salisbury  telegraphs  out  to  the 
British  Embassy  to  put  pressure  on  the 
Chinese  Government  who  had  given  some 
guarantee  to  pay  this  money,  and  if  they 
do  not  do  so  the  British  Embassy  is  to 
make  itself  politically  nasty  in  the  south 
of  China,  thousands  of  miles  from  where 
this  railway  exists.  I  suppose  that  this 
is  the  corporation  to  whose  prospectus  the 
British  Government  last  year  unfortu- 
nately gave  to  a  certain  degree  its  im- 
primatur. I  do  not  think  the  British 
GoTemment  ou^ht  tQ  have  allowed  its 
name  to  appear  in  that  way  upon  the  pro- 
spectus of  a  financial  company,  and  this  is 
one  of  the  humiliating  results  of  that 
conduct.  I  do  hope,  for  the  sake  of  our 
good  name,  that  these  constant  commu- 
nications between  our  Foreign  Office  here 
and  the  British  Embassy  in  China  for 
the  purpose  of  endeavouring  to  obtain 
concessions  for  financial  enterprises 
will  soon  come  to  an  end.  We  have 
heard  a  ^ood  deal  about  the  <' trail  of 
finance  "  m  other  parts  of  the  world.  To 
my  mind  there  is  a  great  deal  too  much 
of  the  trail  of  finance  over  this  Blue- 
hook  in  regard  to  our  afiairs  in  China. 
A  year  ago,  in  answer  to  a  question, 
the  right  hon.  Gt^ntleman  told  us 
that  aJready  over  2,800  miles  of 
railway  concessions  had  been  made. 
Not  upon  a  single  mile  of  territory  has  a 
single  step  been  taken  to  put  into  opera 
tion  any  one  of  these  railway  concessions. 
When  pressure  is  put  upon  authorities 
in  China  I  understand  that  a  ^ood  deal 
of  money  must  pass  to  obtain  those  con- 
cessions. I  hope  the  Government  do  not 
devote  any  secret  service  money  in 
China  for  this  purpose,  and  that  what- 
ever the  syndicates  may  do,  our  hands 
are  absolutely  free  from  anything  of  that 
sort.  We  have  had  in  the  course  of  the 
past  few  years  a  constant  change  in  the 

Ealicy  of  the  Gk)vernment  in  regai-d  to 
hina,  and  apparently  we  are  going  to 
have    another  change  now.      My  Hon. 
riend  has    under-rated   the    change  of 
policy  he  has  in  view.     He  has  emlMirk^d 


upon  a  very  wide  policy  which  he  has 
described  as  not  one  of  aggression.  I 
should  like  from  the  Government  some 
information  as  to  what  they  propose  to 
do  in  reference  to  the  suggestion  that 
we  are  to  undertake  the  dnlling  of  the 
Chinese  army.  If  we  l)egin  to  undertake 
responsibilities  for  providing  China  with  a 
military  force,  we  shall  be  embarking 
upon  a  work  of  which  we  do  not  know  the 
end.  We  have  already  assumed  im- 
portant additional  responsibilities  there 
since  the  present  Government  came  into 
office.  We  have  Wei-hai-Wei  leased  to- 
ns as  long  as  the  Russians  hold  Port 
Arthur ;  we  have  undertaken  the 
policing  of  the  Yaiig-tsze  River,  and  the 
West  River,  and  these  are  very  serious 
political  responsibilities  entailingconsider- 
able  expenditure,  which  will  probal)ly  be 
increased  in  the  future.  We  desire  to- 
know  what  the  Government  is  going  to- 
do  with  Wei-hai-wei.  It  is  quite  clear 
that  the  original  intention  for  which  Wei- 
hai-wei  was  acquired  has  been  abandoned, 
and  that  policy  has  been  practically  given 
up.  I  gather  from  a  statement  in  the 
Navy  Estimates  that  the  number  of  our 
naval  force  on  the  Yang-tsze  River  and  the 
West  River  is  to  ])e  increased,  and  that 
we  are  ])uilding  one  or  two  gun]x>ats  for 
those  rivers.  A\Tien  a  foreign  Power 
undertakes  the  control  of  a  thousand  miles- 
of  a  river  like  the  Yang-tsze  and  its  rapids 
and  the  West  River,  it  is  a  policy  which 
entails  considerable  political  responsibility 
and  may  possibly  lead  us  into  serious 
trouble.  We  should  like  to  get  some 
definition  of  the  responsibility  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  consider  they  are 
undertaking  when  they  state  that  they 
are  policing  these  rivers.  Another 
important  matter  is  the  correspondence 
with  the  United  States,  and  it  is  greatly 
to  the  credit  of  the  American  Secretary  of 
State  that  he  has  got  some  tangible 
results.  We  have  assented  to  the  policy 
of  the  open  door,  and  this  course  has  also 
been  followed  by  Germany  and  Japan.  I 
should  just  like  to  call  attention  to  a  state- 
ment in  Mr.  Cheaters  letter.*  He  says  that 
what  he  asks  is  that  the  various  rowers 
within  their  spheres  of  influence  shall  seek 
to  maintain  the  open-door  policy,  but  he 
goes  on  to  say  that  the  United  Stat-es 
Government  will  not  in  any  way  commit 
itself  to  any  recognition  of  exclusive 
rights   of   any  Power  within  spheres   of 

*  See  Paper  laut  referred  to,  page  303. 
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\T,^tG0itjf:^,.  Woim  w^.^x  ^gax/Kouaa,  like 
tttar,    from  *  irK-^.ia*i  Pow^*r   IiIk    ciu* 

?^*»3«  ^x  infLrufiVJV:^  ft  oajgjit  v>  auki^ 
a*  p«M*i  «wi  '!r/nAuii*r  whrii:h«'  we  are 
;^icng  v>  extiitid  :hi**i  ^pt^en  of  Intfrieiiat. 
A«i  wfaaj  »  th*^  exiMt  weighs  we  par  opoa 
<inr  po«tir»n  In  th<^  *pfeere  oc  inflii«ii»  or 
ijrt^reJit  whuih  I  nrArrftAiA  we  claim  in 
tb*  YsLti^-tnz^  Txlley,  Lord  SftKjbnrv  i* 
exft^i^dinglT  *»r.tki»i*  in  hu  «tAuemefit 
iipofk  thiai  ^^iieAtion.  for  he  fifje»  noc  name 
a  xin^U;  ^^e  of  thrr  »pfaeres*  of  inliixence 
whkn  he  cUim.^  th^t  ^>reat  Bmain  pj*- 
•teiwe:^.  We  shorilri  like  to  know  from  the 
h^ifi.  Gentleman  if  the  ^^^vemment  in  the 
fata  re  are  going  t^^  [»rrjceed  farther  in 
thw  pr>ii«r  ^yf  spheres  of  interest  or  in- 
flnenee  in  Chrna  They  indicated  defi- 
nite!/ laAt  vear  that  thl^  wr^rild  be  their 
pr^li^y  anrf  in  that  they  had  the  approval 
^4  my  hon.  friend  the  Memlier  for  Ber- 
wickshire. Do  the  Government  intend  to 
proceed  farther  in  that  direction  !  After 
the  statement  which  ha^  been  made  hy 
the  American  (^Iriveniment  that  does  not 
Hifj^m  likely  Up  tarn  out  a  profitable  line  of 
Wilicy,  for  it  in  one  in  which  we  shall  not 
nave  the  c^>-operation  of  the  United  States, 
and  I  doubt  whether  we  shall  have  the 
c^>^>peratiori  of  Japan.  I  think  it  is  about 
time  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
■^W.'lare^l  their  general  lines  of  policy  in 
regarrl  Uf  China. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfarshire):  It 
ivai  not  my  intention  U)  take  part  in 
this  deflate,  br;/;ause  I  have  not  yet  been 
able  to  niiister  the  Papers  recently  laid 
Ujfrire  the  House  on  this  subject,  and  in 
the  few  remarks  I  intend  to  make  I  shall 
\)4i  as  brief  as  jxissible.  The  fact  that 
my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the 
Barnsley  Division  and  other  hon.  Gentle- 
jfieri  who  have  sfXiken  have  recently  been 
in  China  has  no  doubt  abided  very  con- 
siderably to  the  interest  of  the  discussion. 
There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  spirit 
of  wl  venture  which  leads  men  of  our  race 
and  lilrMxl  to  seek  fresh  fields  for  effort 
and  enterprise  is  as  strong  as  ever  in  this 
country.  At  the  same  time  I  think  we 
are  apt  to  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that 
\v'(}  are  busy  in  other  parts  of  the  world, 
.and  to  lilame  the  Government  for  a  vacil- 
latirjg  and  hesitating  policy  in  China, 
^whereas  we  had  l)een  more  fair  to  them 

J//:  JJitrJiiifuin. 


icw?&  rwngjmKii.  as  t^  ndbfe  Losd  to 
oi^hc  reewDBEiL  ^ac  chedevdopmnit  of 
wiia!&  Wft  nnw  «ee  the  ^rroL  in  diiiia  in 
uhe  gruc  aifvaoce  made  by  Boam  oagfat 
^j  be  'iised  as  LeaiiC  a  gseneraCioft  back. 
X'jC  i*'iZ  ire  jissac%.  hoc  for  twenty-five 
T«*ars  ac  LesaSL  ksw  d^  aii>venftent  been 
fficn^  on.  I-:  \&  qoice  cme  chac  we  have 
pjiiC  gnjond,  and  nhac  ^&  compared  with 
oonelTaL  BoHBa  iu»  now  a  pontion  of 
greater  fzijfaeace  than  it  had  twenty  fire 
years  a^  hct  thac  periixi  has  v^i^  been  all 
Vtm  to  TIL  We  ha¥«  been  bo^  devek^ 
in^  SoGck  Amea.  Canada,,  and  other  parts 
oc  the  workL  aai  I  am.  doc  disposed  to 
lixik  at  a  «|iaesd*XL  of  this  kind 
withoQt  renkemberin^  that  we  hare  been 
bcuy  in  edbrt  and  enterprise  elaewh««. 
Ac  the  same  time.  \i  we  k)ok  at  the  con- 
duct ot  the  G*>venmieat  for  the  last  ^\^ 
years,  and  at  what  has  been  done  by 
them  in  China,  we  must  confess  to  a  con- 
siderable ^ense  of  disai^xntment.  The 
noble  I»rd  reminds  as  of  \Vei-2iai-wei,  and 
many  hon.  Members  have  expressed  grave 
doabts  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the  action  of 
the  Govemment  in  regard  to  it,  bat  it 
has  never  been  so  bokily  stated  as  it  was 
to-ni^t  that  the  action  of  the  Giovem- 
ment  was  a  concession  to  the  foice  of 
public  and  Paiiiamentary  o{Hnion  in  this 
country.  The  discussion  does  not  seem 
to  me  to  show  that  we  have  got  very 
much  furthei  in  the  adoption  of  a  definite 
policy  with  regard  to  our  position  in 
China  and  our  relations  with  the  Chinese 
Empire.  It  may  be  ^ery  difficult — I 
have  no  doubt  it  is  very  difficult.  The 
verj'  fact  that  our  etforts  are  not  con- 
centrated in  development  in  any  one  direc- 
tion, and  that  we  have  other  irons  in  the 
fire,  other  matters  of  interest  and  great 
importance  to  attend  to,  makes  it  more 
difficult  for  us  to  have  a  single  eye  and 
a  single  aim  in  the  prosecution  of  a 
policy  in  regard  to  China  ;  but  if  this 
debate  does  nothing  else  than  to  clear 
our  minds  a  little  as  to  the  possibilities 
of  the  future  with  regard  to  China,  I 
think  it  will  have  done  a  great  deal  of 

.  good.     My  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 

=  the  Barnsley  Division  said  that  the 
great   object    of    his    policy  was  China 

i  tor  the  Chinese,  and  if  that  could 
only  be  recognised  by  the  Chinese  and  by 

'  other  Powers  interested  in  the  develop- 
ment of  China  it  might  smooth  matters  : 
but  we  cannot  leave  out  of  sight  the 
inevitable  accc  mpaniment  of  the  develop- 
ment of  a  new  country,  and  without  going 
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into  details  I  think  the  Blue-lK)ok  shows 
that  while  there  is  much  of  "  China  for 
the  Chinese/'  possibly  in  the  future, 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  "concessions 
for  concession nai res ''  in  the  present. 
There  are,  it  seems  to  me,  three  conflicting 
policies  and  pi-inciples  which  are  laid 
^lown  with  regaixl  to  our  position  in 
China — we  have  the  open  door,  the  treaty 
of  Tien-tsin,  and  the  principle  of  spheres 
of  interest  or  influence— and  it  is  very 
desii'able  that  we  should  know  how  far 
and  in  what  respects  these  three  policies 
overlap  and  conflict.  The  open  door  as 
reft'iTwi  to  in  the  despatches  in  the  Blue- 
book  is  pei-fectly  clear.  It  only  concerns 
tht!  Powers  who  are  parti<»s  to  the  agree- 
ment, and  is  satisfactory  us  far  as  it  goes. 
Hut  it  must  be  admitte<l  it  gives  us 
nothing  we  hiive  not  bid  before.  It  may 
inipmve  our  position  in  the  future,  it  may 
be  a  safeguai-d  foi*  the  future,  but  wq  hiid 
the  privileges  it  proposes  to  confer  on  us 
ior  all  pmctieal  pui-poses  in  the  i>ast. 
In  June  last  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affaii's  gave  a  most 
explicit  statement  as  to  our  policy 
ill  China.^  He  said  it  was  an  essential 
pint  of  the  policy  of  the  Government  that 
.special  protection  for  our  trade  in  the 
Yang-tsze  valley  should  be  assured.  Then 
he  siiid  that  by  means  of  transit  facilities 
we  should  endejivour  to  provide  that  our 
trade  should  be  fi'ee  ivom  undue  fixation, 
And,  thiixlly,  he  looked  forwaixl  to  the 
opening  of  further  inland  waterways. 
My  hon.  friend  speaks  with  so  much 
.knowledge  and  information  that  it  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  add  anything  to  the 
questions  he  suggests  to  the  Undersecre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  in  regaitl  to  the 
iurther  opening  of  inland  waterways,  but 
with  i-egard  to  spheres  of  influence  I 
think  a  word  may  usefully  be  siud.  The 
noble  Loixl  who  was  Member  for  York 
last  yeart  solemnly  warned  the  House 
•of  the  danger  of  our  drifting  into  the 
sphere  of  influence  policy.  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  himself 
piinted  out  that  though  our  ]irivi  leges 
J II  the  Yang-tsze  region  weie  Ui  I>e 
special  privileges,  they  were  not  to  be  , 
exclusive  privdeges  in  the  siuue  sense  as 
Gorman  privileges  in  Shangtung  or  French  i 
privil^^  in  Uie  southern  provinces  of 
China.  That  suggests  the  question,  are  our 

*  9th  June,    1899  (See   Ttu'.  J*ndiftim' titan/ 
.i>«fta/r*  [Fourth  Serien],  Vol.  Ixxii.,  pa;?e  800). 

t  Ibid.^  V^^  "^  (Si>ee<^li  of  Lord  Charles 
JtcraHfoid). 

VOL.  LXXXL    [FmuTii  SEiuEfi.] 


I  Yang-tsze  Valley  }.v/: leges  really  strong, 

i  valid,   and    iK)ti'n:    ioi    the    piu'pose  f\^v 

which    my  hon.   i i '.*■.:  i\  the   Member  fn* 

'■  the  Biirnsley  i)iv>:(.]i  itsks  ?     It  seems  t<) 

me  that  his  critic:"-^ ^   "v  amply  justified  if 

'  we   eannot  regard  <;•  .•    privileges  in  the 

i  Yang-tsze  Valley  ;>  l.--  any  way  a  counUir- 

;  weight  to  the  pri\ ?*eL;«iM  of  the  (xermaiis 

in  Shangtung  or  till  :':«;iichin  the  southern 

provinces  of  Chiiia.      My  hon.  friend  b>is 

-  '0     he   L'nder  Secre- 

.iti;.  IS  which  he  mjiy 

:.;;'  ^ver.     For  my  pjiit, 

.-:<;( 'li>n  the  remarks  ^f 

V  ttn-  Fortfign  Attaii-s 

I'-'j)  remarks  of    the, 

io!uber  for  Vork,  I 


put  some  <iuesti«»" 
tary  for   Foreign 
find  it  dittieult  to 
having  in  niy  re^* 
the  Under  Seerer.. 
last  yeai,  and  al- 
noble  [.ord  the  th 


am  inclined  to  ilriiiri  -i:.;ii  niy  h(»n.  friend 


Harnsley  Divisi  )n 

-'  ')  far  in   regaitl  to 

leio   policy.     Wha- 

-     tvuilt  if  we  adoj.u 

•h'e   region  as  the 


/.I  .TON:      1     .im 
•  eres  ni  influei:»;L, 
i)f  the  ojHJn  d'.'-^r 
;  ;^!i  nations. 


the    Member   for   - 
wishes  t«i  push  li- 
this  sphere   of    i>  :: 
may  l>e  the  ine\  ir« 
for  oursiilves   surli 
'  Yang  t>ze  Valley  : 

*Mk.     .lOSKPIl 

entirelv  opijosetl  ~ 

and   entirely  in  l; 

,  and  eijual  privilcLt- 

I       Caitain    SINC-.A.-^:     I     Tniderst)Hl 

j  my  hon.  friend  U'  -  'w.-'^it,  at  the  end  of 
his  speech,  some  -  .•  •  .  ^  g  reforms  wli;.)li 
he  hoped  this  ci*  "  \  m  concert  with 
other  nations,  mi*:  '  '  ;.er  endeavour  to 
Ciirry  out.  Pr:  *  <  ■  '"y,  they  woiiM 
amoiuit  to  the  iut*  r    .'ional  control  of  a 

i  population  of  4(^J  •  lions  of  people, 
leading    Ut    as  u:."  .;.     .'■fticnlties  in    the 

:  future  as  the  i/ft"s  -.  ■■  .   litional  control  r^f 

■  South  Africa  aim  'ili'/.A  may  do.  The 
Undersecretary  :( i  Kojeign  Affairs  his 
not  committed   hiK'>tilf  to  any  policy  of 

;  that  kind.  He  ^  :1  i.'-t  year  that  \/e 
could  not  make  r^-  V..g-'tsze  valley  .i. 
province  like  Shai.T  :;.^;,  because  we  wt  ic 

■  not  prepanid  to  t:.  a  '.'no  lusponsibiHt)'  :^f 
governing  what  i-  .;xtically  a  third  of 
China.  That  i<  ■  rn.!«;h  safer  limit  .>f 
policy  than  the  s.-.^j/n^r  suggestions  t)f 
my  iion.  friend,  .H),  vo  doubt,  is  .m 
idealist  and  look-  ir.v  into  the  futuie. 
But,  as  my  hon.  l:-'«i  will  remembrr, 
one  of  the  great  -.'.i.v.u  es  of  the  nobh» 
Lord  who  was  Mt:..iM:i  itn'York  was  thai 
we  should  unden;  k"  ^ho  reorganisation 
of  the  Chinese  a-.z-.y  v.rA  so  strengthen 
it  that  the  Chine^('  :.'.T;ipiie  would  l)e  able 
to  stand  against  J:  vomers.  The  nol)h) 
Loi-d   who    si>okt      L^Miif^ht    warned    \^ 
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against  that  policy.     1  would  like  a  little 
light   as  to   what   is  being   done  in  the 
Yang-tszo     valley.        My     hon.     friend 
(Uiscribed   it   as   having  a  population  of 
fifty     millions     of     peaceful,    industrial 
people ;    and   he  went   on   to   say    that 
there     were     500,000    stalwart     sailors 
engaged   in  the  carrying   trade   in   that 
region,     who  would     view    with    grave 
concern      the      arrival       of        steamers 
carrying    the    British     flag.      Well,     it 
would     ]»e      a     melancholy      thing     if, 
in    our   endeavours   to     maintain  China 
for    the    Chinese,    we    should    have     a 
repetition    of     the     circumstances    that 
occurred  in  China  a  generation  or  two 
ago.     I   hope  that  we  may  have,  before 
the  debate  closes,   some  light  as  to  how 
this  theory  of  the  open  door  does  not  con- 
flict with  the  Treaty  of  Tien-tsin  and  the 
spheres  of  influence  policy.  It  was  said  hist 
year  that  not  one  of  our  privileges  under 
the  Treiity  of  Tien-tsin   have  been  taken 
from  us,   and  that  we  hold  the  Chinese 
Government  to  that  treaty.      1    should 
*  like  to  remind  the  House  that  the  relative 
proportion  of  our  total  trade  to  that  with 
China  is  only  three  per  cent.      I  hope, 
with  the   hon.  Member  for  Barnsley,  that 
that  trade  may  be  extended.     I  believe 
that  the  Chinese  have  no  better  friends 
in    developing  their    country   than    the 
British  people  ,   but  my  sympathies  are 
rather  with  a  policy  of  caution  and  con- 
centration, not  only  in  China,  but  in  other 
parts  of  the  world.     We  are  too  apt  to 
forget  that  the  policy  of  expansion  has  its 
drawbacks,  l)ecause  it  multiplies  the  points 
that    are    \ulneral)le.      The    noble  Lord 
the  late  Member  for  York,  who  could  not 
be  accused  of  a  desire  to  curb  the  reason- 
able development  of  the  Empire,  told  the 
Committee   last    year    that    he   did  not 
believe  anyone  in  this  country  wanted  to 
see  a  single  acre  added  to   the   British 
Empire.     He  said  that  the  British  Empire 
wjis  too  ])ioj  already  ;  and  in  almost  pro- 
])hetic  words  the  noble  Lord  pointed  out 
that  if  we   had  disturbances  at  the  Cape, 
or  in  India,   the  problem  would  be  not 
naval  but  military,  and  difficult  of  solu- 
tion, even  with  conscription.    I  hope  that 
nothing  will  be  said  to-night  which  will 
encourage    the    belief    that   we   do    not 
adhere  to  the  policy  of  caution  and  con- 
centration. 

*The      under      SECRETARY     of 
STATE  FOR  FOKEIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr.  \ 
Brodrick,  Surrey,  (Tuildford) ;  Although  , 

( '  'pt.  Sinchir. 


the  hon.  Member  who  moved  tJiis  modoor 
which  seems  to  be  a  severe  condenmatioi 
of  the  policy  of  the  Government,  or  of 
the    conduct   of    the    Government  do- 
ing    the     past    year,     introduced    la 
motion   with   a   knowledge    of  liu  oA- 
ject  which  we  all  admired,  and  withi 
command   of   the  Chinese  nomencbtm 
which  we  might  envy ;  and  although  the 
House  has   Sstened  to  him    with  greib 
pleasure,  I  cannot  help  feeling  that  tb 
condition  of  the  House  during  a  consida- 
able  part  of  the  discussion  is,  perhi^  the 
best  answer  to  the  motion  which  he  hai 
put    do\\ii    on    the     Paper..     Those  of 
us   who   recollect  the   character  of  the 
discussions  on  China  two  years  ago,  and 
the  full  House  which  was  attracted  when 
we  discussed  this  question  twelve  inouth» 
ago,  must  feel  that  there  is  something  be- 
side*  the  absorbing  interest  we  feel  in  the 
military  operations  in  South  Africa  to  a^ 
count  for  the  comparative   slackness  rf 
the  discussion  to-night.      1  d©  not  w 
that  in  order  to  detract  from  the  import- 
ance of   the  subject,  but  to  indicate  that 
it   is   the   feeling  of  the    House,  this  i» 
not  the  (xjcasion  for  a  vigorous  censure  of 
the  Government,  or  for  giving  the  acote 
stimulus   to    their   exertions    which  the 
hon.    Member   for   Barnsley   believes  is 
necessary.       The     hon.    Members    wha 
followed  the  hon.  Member  for  Bamsler 
have,     to      a      large      extent,     devoted 
themselves    to    answering   him    and,  to 
some  extent,  to   answering   each   other. 
My   noble   friend    the    Member  for  the 
Chorley  Division,  who,  I  venture  to  say, 
is  heanl  too  infrequently  in   this  Houw, 
delivered   an   admirable  and  interesting 
discourse  to-night.     Although  he  agreed 
with  the  conclusions  of  the   hon.  Gentl^ 
man  opposite,   he  disagreed  in  toi^t  with 
most  of    his  premises,  and  his  particiiUr 
statement  of  policy,  with  which   he  con- 
cluded his  speech,  hjis  also  attracted  the 
censure    of   the   hon.    Meml>er   for  East 
Aberdeenshire  and  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Foriai-shire,  who  has  just  sat 
down.     And,  therefore,  I  may  stand  upon 
this   -that  the  (iovernment,  although  no 
Member    has    spoken     immediately    in 
defence    of    it,    has    not    been    without 
defenders.      One  other  point  which  has 
struck  me  very  much  during    this    dis- 
cussion    is     that,     although     we    were 
discussing    the    JBlue-l)ook    which   dealt 
with  the  affairs  of  last  year — a  document 
which  I  regret  could  not  be  put  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members  earlier,  but  the  dis* 
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ciission  came  on  rather  imcxpectedly,  and, 
in    addition    to     that,    the     despatches 
come  up  to  the  end  of  last  year,  and 
it  is  never  possible  to  bring  out  a  Chinese 
Blue-book   except  after    a    considerable 
inter\'^al  —  although      we     have     been  i 
dealing   with    the    affairs   of    last  year,  I 
pnictically  hardly  any  of  the  criticisms  | 
which  have  been  presented  against  the  | 
Govenunent     had     to     do     with    their  I 
conduct  during  the  past  year.     We  have  ' 
had  a  strong  impeachment  of  the  original 
character  ofour  negotiations  with  regard  i 
to  Port  Arthur,  and  with  regard  to  the 
Uiking  of  Wei-hai-wei.     We  have  had  a  , 
great  deal    said    alx)ut    the  advantages 
gained  l»y  other  nations  in  regard  to  con-  j 
cessions,  and  the  comparative  inefficiency 
of  the  ad^  antages  obtained  by  our  Govern- 
ment in  the  same  direction.     We  have 
also  heard  a  good  deal  about  the  state  of  i 
affairs  in  Manchuria.     But  nearly  all  of  i 
these  p4>ints  refer  to  matter  which  were 
antiK^^ent  to  the  period  which   we  are  | 
now   discussing,    and  1   think  you   will 
seai-ch  the  Blue-lKX)k  in  vain,  bulky  as  it 
is,  for  any  proof  of  those  diplomatic  and 
commercial  defeats  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Biirnsley  declares  had  illustrated 
the  whole  of  the  efforts  of  Her  Majesty's  ' 
CTOvorimient  during  the  past  year.     I  will 
take  ono  jioint  alone.     The  hon.  Member  . 
points   out    how   little   we  have   gained  i 
the     Yamen     during     the     past 
But    he  does  not,  1  think,  sup- 
for    a   moment  that   we    can  deal 
these     matters     precisely    as    we  ; 
please.      His  complaint  is  that  we  have 
too  little  influence  with  the  Yamen,  that 
the  Y^amen  keeps  us  at  ami's  length,  that 
what    w<>    might    achieve    in    a    better 
govenu'd  country  we  ought  to  achieve  in 
China  if  only  we  had  not  lost  the  whole 
oi  our  prestige.     Have   foreign    Powers 
met      with     no     difficulties      from     the 
Y'^anien  .■      Is    there    not    evidence   even 
in  that  Blue-l)Ook  that  every  foreign  Power 
which  has  been  dealing  with  the  Yamen 
has  found  sometimes  an  obstructive  spirit, 
and  in  almost  every  case  a  difficuh.y  in 
its   dealings   which   could    not   be   over- 
come 1     I  do  not  wish  to  emphasise  this 
too  strongly ;  I  do  not  wish  to  put  my 
finger  on  every  case,  bewmse  possibly  it 
might  produce  a  certain  amoimt  of  feel- 
ing in  other  quarters.       But  in  all  the 
more  imporUuit  c;ises  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  find  either    that    there  has  been  a 
dire.-'t  refusid  by  the  Y'^amen,  as  is  shown 
in  the  case  of  that  railway  to  Pekin,  on 


from 
year. 
pone 
with 


which  he  said  a  few  words,  or  that  there 
has  been  a  refusal  based  on  an  objection 
taken  by  this  Government.  I  saw  it  was 
stated  the  other  day  that  the  organisa- 
tion of  the  French  concession  at  Shanghai 
had  been  entirely  stopped  by  the 
Yamen  because  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  not  assent  to  it.  That  is  only 
one  illustration ;  and  I  am  quite  certain 
of  this,  that  for  every  illustration  which 
he  gave  us  of  the  impotence  of  Sir 
Claude  MacDonald  in  these  negotiations 
he  would  find  that  we  were  able  to  give 
him  similar  instances  in  respect  to  other 
Powers.  Now,  I  should  like  to  say  at 
once  that  I  do  not  propose  this  evening 
to  trouble  the  House  with  any  detailed 
argument  with  regard  to  Manchuria.  I 
know  perfectly  well  that  it  is  possible  to 
reckon  up  the  large  number  of  troops  and 
the  great  works  which  are  being  carried 
out  by  the  Russian  Government  in  Man- 
churia ;  but  when  I  hear  these  arguments 
I  am  very  much  inclined  to  wonder  at 
the  temerity  of  the  hon.  CJentleman 
opposite.  Knowing  that  we  are  a  mari- 
time Power,  and  that  Russia  hiis  a  land 
frontier  of  some  3,000  or  4,000  miles  with 
China,  I  am  somewhat  surprised  at  tho 
spirit  with  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Barnsley  attacks  the  ques- 
tion, as  if  it  were  the  business  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  challenge  the 
Government  of  Russia  for  possession  of 
a  province  which  we  do  not  desire  to 
possess  ourselves  and  which  China,  un- 
fortunately, is  not  able  to  retain  without 
the  vigorous  support  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  or  of  some  other  Power. 
But,  leaving  that,  the  hon.  Member  says 
that  there  are  other  matters  in  reganl  to 
which  there  have  been  grave  failures  on 
our  part.  He  specially  allude<l  to  the 
Kau-lung  extension.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  to  Kau-lung  and  I  have 
not,  and  he  has  heard  there  opinions 
which,  no  doubt,  he  has  repeated  in  this 
House,  as  to  the  large  extent  of  territory 
which  it  was  desirable  to  take  in  order  to 
secure  what  he  considered  an  effective 
l)Oundarv.  But  let  us  l(M>k  into  the 
(juestion  a  little  more  closely,  ^^'hat  is  it 
we  asked  for  at  Kau-lung  and  obtained  T 
We  (obtained  200  square  miles  addition 
to  the  colony  of  Hong  Kong.  That,  in 
itself,  is  a  not  inconsiderable  extension. 
In  taking  possession  of  that  it  is  (juite 
tnie  that  we  were  forced,  owing  to  the 
opposition  which  was  threatened  to  us  by 
disorganised  Chinese  troops,  to  tvvki^  X.Vec^ 
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UTiitory  of  Sam  Chun,  which  the  hon. 
Mciiilier  seems  to  regret  s^j  much  that  we 
have  given  up. 

♦Mk.  JOSKPH  WAi;rOX  :  Hear,  hear! 

♦Mi:.  hUOUllirK  :  Ves  U\l  when  the 
eaiLse  of  offence  h;«  pa>«.sed.  laskthe  House 
whether  the  pnnishnient  which  we  were 
forceil  to  inrtiet  for  tliat  caiwe  of  oftence 
»hoalcl  not  Ijc  withdrawn  too  1  It  realh' 
amounts  to  thi<  -that,  aeeonling  to  the 
hon.  Gentlenian.  we  were  to  do  an  act  not 
ju'itified,  at  all  events,  hy  any  legal  con- 
v^intion  or  agreement  :  we  were  to  take  a 
considerable  fuither  tract  of  country 
l>ecause  we  were  temjioranly  ol«tructed 
in  taking  the  extension  at  Hong  Kong  to 
which  we  were  entitle<l.  I  think  that,  as 
a  nmttcr  of  puMic  right  and  justice,  in 
restoring  that  temtory  to  the  Chinese  we 
were  not  acting  amiss. 

♦Mk.  JOSEPH  WALTON  :  1  said  we 
ought  to  have  taken  a  fuither  tract  of 
country  in  the  first  instance,  and  thus 
have  securer:  a  \m)\}t*v  frontier. 

♦Mil.  HUODKICK  :  I  quite  grant  tliat 
he  wants  a  more  effective  boundary,  but  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  Oentleman  whether 
he  and  his  friends  ever  consitlered,  in 
their  desire  to  have  this  extended 
Viundary,  the  jjrobable  number  of  troops 
which  would  be  re«iuired  to  maintain  that 
l)oandary  t  Let  me  siiy  one  word  about 
concessions.  I  do  not  think  it  has  been 
seriously  advances  1  by  anylxxly  except  the 
hon.  Member  that  Her  Majesty's  (Tovern- 
nient  have  been  backward  in  obtaining 
concessions  during  the  i)ast  year.  Of  this 
large  volume  (the  Blue-lwK)k)  an  enormous 
amount  is  due  to  the  correspondence  in 
connection  with  concessions  which  were 
desired  by  various  persons,  for  whom 
Her  Majesty's  (Tovernment  did  their  l>est. 
But  we  cannot  force  these  concessions 
from  the  Chinese  (Tovernment.  They  are 
concessions,  let  us  remember,  for  mining, 
for  railways,  and  for  other  advantages  for 
which  absolutely  no  i)ayment  is  to  l)e 
made  in  most  cases  -or  at  all  events,  no 
payment  of  which  we  are  aware.  There- 
fore we  cannot,  as  a  matter  of  right  and 
justice,  insist  in  e\ery  case  where  a 
British  subject,  sometimes  without  any 
serious  capital  at  his  back,  comes  forward 
and  stjites  that  he  desires  to  have  the 
whole  mining  concessions  throughout  an 
entire  province.  That  h;us  been  the  case 
in  some  instances.      We  cannot  in  those 
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cases  declare  to  the  Vamen  that  nnleH 
the  conceassions  are  granted  ire  shall  use 
force  in  order  to  c«>mpel  them  to  do  aa 
But  I  notice  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Al)cnleenshire  actnaUy  fell  fool  of  as 
for  doing  toii  much.  [HOH.  MEMBERS: 
Hear,  hear  !]  He  said  that  Lord  SaKsbnry 
had  lieen  obligeil  to  explain  that  oar 
policy  in  regard  to  the  i-eatoratkm  of  the 
land  at  Sam  Chun  would  be  to  some  ex- 
tent guideil  by  the  Chinese  Governments 
performance  of  their  undertaking  in  re- 

finl  to  the  Northern  Railway.  The 
ewchang  Itailway  was  a  special  casse. 
Her  Majesty's  (iovenmient  allowed  it  to 
be  stated  on  the  prospectos  that  the}'  had 
taken  note  of  the  agreement  with  the 
Chinc*se  Govenmient  under  which  the 
railway  was  to  1»e  const nicted.  Therefore 
we  were  perfectly  justified  in  putting  pres- 
sureon  the  Chinese  (If  jvemment  to  see  that 
their  engagements  were  carried  out.  One 
hon.  Memlier  stilted,  and  stated  veiy  tnily, 
that  we  hejiitl  very  little  al^out  the  con- 
stniction  of  thest^  railways,  or  about  the 
development  of  these  mining  enterprises 
for  which  concessions  were  granted.  Well, 
if  it  is  the  fact,  Jis  indeed  it  is,  that  in  too 
many  of  these  cases  concessions  have 
been  obtaine<l  ancl  no  work  been  done, 
then  I  think  the  Chinese  Government  is 
justified  in  declaring  that,  until  some  sub- 
stantial pmgi-ess  has  l»een  made  with 
these  schemes,  they  will  not  give  eon- 
cessions  for  other  mil  ways :  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have,  I  submit  to 
the  House,  in  accepting  to  a  large  extent 
their  declaration,  oidy  taken  a  wise  ami 
pnident  cfiursc  a  coui-se  which  any  busi- 
ness man  would  have  been  inclined  t<^» 
take  in  similar  circumstances.  Once  it  is 
found  that  tliese  concessions,  like  those, 
for  instance,  which  are  }>eing  worke<l  by 
the  Pekin  Syndicate,  are  being  under- 
taken seriously  and  pushed  forwaiti  the 
Government  will  not  1h*  found  wanting  in 
pressing  the  Chinese  CTOvernment  to 
,  grant  further  concessions.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  touched  ujwn  a  very  proper 
question  when  he  came  to  the  difficulties 
,  with  regard  to  the  internal  navigation  of 
■  China.  My  predecessor.  Lord  Curzon, 
made  a  very  definite  declaiation  on  that 
subject  on  25th  February,  1898.*  It  is 
quite  tnie  that  some  difficulties  have 
Ijcen  found  in  working  out  that  pleilge, 
seeing  that  there  are  two  quite  aistinct 
customs    duties.     The   Chinese    Govcrn- 

*  See  The    I'lirliumrntni'if    Debates  [Fotirtli 
'  Series],  Vol.  liv.,  pjijre  31. 
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ment  have  thought  it  necessary,  up  to  i  intention  both  of  seeing  that  "our 
the  present  time,  to  insist  that  one  cLjbs  ■  trade  is  properly  protected,  and  also, 
of  steamers  should  deal  with  the  Treaty  ;  as  far  as  we  can,  the  conduct 
ports,  and  another  class  of  steamers  with  ;  of  that  trade  by  Biitish  steamers. 
the  inten'ening  ports.  If  it  could  be  These  are  really  the  main  points  which  it 
shown  that  Her  Majesty's  (iovernment  had  ■  is  attempted  to  make  against  us.  I 
rtat  down  and  allowed  British  trade  to  i  should  like,  however,  to  refer  to  one  or 
hwe  its  position  in  consequence   of   any    two  other  more  general  matters  before  I 


want  of  effort  on  their  jmrt,  then  I  think 
the  hon.  Meml)er  s  strictiu-es  might  1)e  to 
some  extent  justified.  Hut  that  is  not 
the  case  at  all.  In  the  first  place,  thci-e 
is  no  man  in  China,  either  now  or  in  the 
past,  who  has  done  so  much  for  obtaining 
proper  treatment  with  regaitl  to  likin  and 


sit  down.  The  hon.  (xentleman  seems  to 
think  that  in  all  these  <|uei«tions  one  nation 
should  l)e  able  to  impress  the  Yamen  with 
the  reasonableness  of  thepn)ix>sal;  and,  fail- 
ing that,  that  the  refonns  desired  would 
1)0  reache<l  if  only  there  was  a  concert  of 
the  Powei-s.     He  thinks  it  could  be  done 


the  system  of  transit  passes,  lK)th  on  the  if  the  nations  arrived  at  a  general  resolu- 
AVestRivor  and  the  Yang-tsze,  as  Sir  Claude  j  tion  to  press  these  reforms  on  the  Chinese 
Macdonald.     In    the  same  way   at    this  i  Grovemment.      Has  the  hon.  Gentleman 

considered  this  ([uestion  from  the  point 
of  view  taken  by  my  noble  friend  ?  The 
policy  which  he  foreshadowed  involves 
not  one  question,  but  a  collection  of  diffi- 
culties. There  is  the  question  of  the 
dynasty,  there  is  the  question  affecting  the 
collection  of  taxation,  there  is  the  (question 
of  the  customs,  the  likin  ;  there  is  the 
question  of  payment  of  officials — all  these 
and  more  aie  ({uestions  which  he  proposed 
should  l)e  dealt  with  by  one  Power  or  the 
concert  of  the  Powers.  But  these  questions 
taken  together  simply  mean  the  govern- 
ment of  China — that  is  the  government 
!of  an  empire    of    400.000,000    people; 


same 

moment,  and  for  some  numths  past.  Sir 
Claude  MacDonald,  aided  by  the  very 
active  consuls  in  the  various  ports,  on 
the  West  river  and  the  Yang-tsze,  has 
l>een  pi*es8ing  strongly  for  the  simplifica- 
tion of  the  regulations  with  regard  to 
inteiTial  navigation.  I  have  myself,  within 
the  last  few  outys,  conferred  \\-ith  a  gentle- 
man who  has  recently  come  home  from 
China,  and  I  believe  I  may  say  that  the 
suggestions  he  has  made  will  1k)  pressed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Groverimient  on  the 
Chinese  Government.  I  will  only  say 
that  a  complete  change  of  the  whole 
national   idea  of    throwing    their    close 


tnule  in  small  junks  into  open  competi- 1  governed  with  difficulty  and  to  some  ex- 
tion  is  one  which  wo  ciuniot  expect  to  tent  not  governed  at  all,  or  misgoverned 
achieve  in  a  very  few  weeks.  At  the  same  under  the  name  of  an  Emperor  whose 
time,  the  reasonableness  of  it  is,  on  the  i  edicts  they  revere.  If  that  is  a  great 
face  of  it,  so  great  that  I  look  forwanl  i  imdeitaking  for  one  Power  to  face  alone^ 
to  our  continuing  to  press  for  it  >  what  is  the  prospect  opened  to  us 
with  some  good  holies  of  success,  i  of  the  combined  action  of  foreign 
There  is  one  more  point  with  reganl  to  !  Powei-s  ?  ^^'e  have  already  had  some  ex- 
the  iraterways.  The  hon.  (rcntleman  perience  of  the  concerted  action  of  the 
made  some  excellent  suggestions  with  ;  Great  l^owers.  We  had  quite  recently 
regard  to  what  class  of  steamers  should  '  the  experience  with  regard  to  Crete, 
ply  on  the  Yang-tsze  and  the  AN'est  river.  '  There  we  had  the  case  of  a  small  island — 
Those  points  I  will  certainly  bring  before  ,  not  the  object  of  ambition  probably  to 


the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  who  is 
most  anxious  to  ascertain  the  class  of 
steamer  most    likely   to   l>e   useful.     In 

Girsuance  of    the   pledge  given  to    the 
oiise  last  year,  attempts  were  made  by 
two  gunboats  to  ascend  the  rapids  in  order 


any  of  the  Powers  which  were  engaged 
for  some  considerable  time  in  an  endea- 
vour to  settle  it.  What  was  our  experi- 
ence of  our  endeavours  in  regard  to 
Crete  in  concert  with  other  Powers  1 
Why,  it  took  weeks  and  months,  it  almost 


to  sec  whether  it  is  possible  not  only  to  |  took  yeai*s,  to  caiTy  out  the  smallest 
improve  the  navigation,  but  to  place  boats  reforms  or  a  settlement  with  regard  to 
on  the  upper  Yang-tsze.  Those  attempts  i  questions  which  some  of  us  certainly 
are  to  be  renewedat  the  proper  stJite  of  thought  capable  of  prompt  settlement  in 
the  water,  which  is,  I  think,  in  April  or  j  a  very  short  time.  Then  if  we  want  to 
May,  and  I  hold  to  the  full  the  pledge  I  have  another  illustration  in  the  same 
given  hist  year  that  the  Government  will  i  direction  we  may  take  the  case  of  Samoa, 
take    up    that    question    with    the  full  \  where  Germany,  ouT«il\ft«m  wcvA.\Xv^'^xC\\ft^ 
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States  of  America  w*rre  o^/tKjeriitrt-  Tliere 
we  [ia/i  fififiall  ifekjj'if^  ar>d  ^  UKaLere  pf^prj- 
Jatiori  -  <«itaifjJy  ji«.  Luge  jjuiLf-^er  <*f 
inhabitants.  Tho**:  <ijfi}'.-i]i:e*  '.^rujiiuy 
}ia\  e  b«?en  sr^lved  *^>  iLa:  eawtL  Poir<rr  :-.<>» 
knoM'K  what  ii-  re«fj>/rj.«>.'j']if]*-%  aM  duiie* 
are. 

♦Mk.  JOSKFil  WALTON  :  May  I  ^k 
the  right  Loii-  <  i>riitJ^iiiaij  wLeih*rr  Her 
Majefety'ft  ^TOv*rnjinej*t  Lkjs  ij«x  alit^aidy 
agreed  t*^  act  ;:j  'yfiifx-n  wiiL  the  Uiut'eid 
St-tte^  and  othe:  Power!-  in  V^ringing  for- 
waM  reforrur  in  the  a/ilIliIli•^t^atiorl  of 
China,  to  rtreiigthen  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment and  pjev.-r.>r  the  integrity  <rf 
China.  Thoise  were  the  »p<;<riaJ  priiutA 
whic'h  the  British  ^i^^v^rnment  a.sgente<i 
Vf  m*fiil  Cifdially- 

*Mr.  BHODKICK  :  There  i^  a  great 
difference  l><,-tween  what  wa»  agreed  u(^>n 
Jx-tween  the  Britiah  Government  and  the 
United  StaUrii  Government  ae  to  the 
o[>en  door  and  dealing  with  the  Chinese 
<»oveniment. 

^MH.  JOSEPH  WALTON  :  The  agree- 
ment wa.s  for  administrative  reform. 

*MiL  BKODRICK :  The  wording  wiU 
not  cover  the  government  of  China. 
No  one  can  Ui  more  anxious  than  we  are 
to  bring  united  pressure  to  YftAT  in  the 
profx^r  direction,  hut  when  it  comes  to 
the  goveninjent  of  the  countrj',  then  I 
think,  and  [Xfrhaps  the  House  will  agree 
with  me,  that  the  matter  does  not  appear 
nt}  simple  to  all  of  ui$  as  it  seems  to  appear 
U)  the  hon.  Gentleman. 


Ty/D^ikMxa  1    W^»a    if    lAxn    n  ih« 
papers  vbSe^i  JL^anfitf  Idzn  in  sajingikat 
i^ir  iiif  tH*DCie  LZKi  Tsyesrt^  in  Peldn  tk^ac 
V'j  BoiLitig  -     Ti^  Hcni£te   ^irfll  fni  that 
ijj  the  iaa  f  r-   Tt*rs.  lik<-  athtr  PowerN 
we  have  Ijaei:  i."  Ce  xo  prcftCA  liie  iniere<ts 
of  th<«a*   <«f   ••:ir  ludDODJiilhT   in   witos 
places  wbejv  tbere  are  mmxlers  cc  om- 
rages  in  Chii-a-     Tl^sre  weire  four  cases 
in  the  pasi  tc:^.  iiicvlndiiig  ibe  case  (tf  Mr. 
I^Y^ki^  wb<*  w£r  zETirdertid  reoeniJy,  and 
the  Govemm-eiit   in  evt-ry   case  seraied 
the  exemplary  T*Tim»}iiDeint  of  tl>e  eximinals 
and  obtained   ^lompensaiion.   and  in  tbir 
laiFt  cafiie  the    magistrate  ax  tiie  scene  of 
the  morder  wa^    dismissed :  ihe  prompt 
action   which   the  CvriivemiDent   took  iii 
these  ca»e» ajid  the  T>e>pc«nse  to  ru  chowiiig 
that    in     the&e     .nespecxs     it    is    untrue 
to     say     that      <tar     prestige     is     n*>n- 
existent  at  Pekin.     If  we  are  to  regard 
our    podti<«n    as    ompared     with    that 
of  fc^tfign  Goveramentsw  I  would  ask  him 
to   look   at    the  Kassian   conceBsion    at 
Hankow  and  the   French    concession  at 
Shanghai.      We  tind  in  both  cases  that 
Her  Slajesty's  GoA'emment  seemed  from 
the  Chinese  Government  fair  treatment, 
and  also  from  the  French  and   Rossian 
Governments.  Of  the  many  subjects  which 
have  lieen  dealt  with  and  concluded,  men- 
tioned   in    the   Blue-books,    the    House 
wiU     not     find    a     single     case    where 
the     British     Government     have     been 
f»}>liged    to   give    way  or  give   up    the 
claims   they    put   forward.      I  challeiiHe 
the   hon.    Member  to  state    any    single 
diplomatic     triiuuph     hy      which      Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  worsted 
in  the  course  of  the  vear.     I  have  alreadv 


alluded  to  what  we  have  accomplished, 

But  that  is    and  1  can  only  .say  that,  from  information 

which  has  reacheil  us,  neither  has  British 

trade  suffered  in  China  nor  has  British 

prestige  suffered  in  any  respect.     As  1 

ventured  to  say  last  year,  having  r^ard 

.Majesty's  Gcjvemment  of  haWng  through-    to  the  great  rapidity  with  which  events 

out  this  year  indulged  in  what  is  called    followed  one  another  in  China  during  the 


*Mit.  JOSEPH  WALTON 
what  you  agreed  to  do. 

*Mk.   BKODKICK:    Let  me  say  one 
further  wonl  as  to  the  charge  against  Her 


"  a  do  nothing  policy."  What  does  the 
hon.  Member  sa}'  to-night  ?  He  says  we 
had  five  years  ago  a  prestige  and  a  para 
mount  influence  which  has  now  vanished 
into  nothing  through  a  policy  of  drift  and 
surrender.  Well,  I  am  not  quite  clear 
that  our  influence  was  paramount  five 
years  ago.  The  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
come  oack  from  China  denied  that 
altogether;   but   without  going  into  all 


pre\ious  year,  it  is  desirable  that  we 
should  now  proceed  with  a  policy  of  con- 
centration. It  is  the  policy  of  the  Govern* 
mcnt,  without  creating  further  responsi- 
bilities necessitating  the  employment  of 
a  large  number  of  troops,  to  keep  open 
the  waterways  of  China  for  our  tnuie, 
and  to  secure  to  British  subjects  a  full 
share  of  opportimities  to  open  out  China 
while  seciuing  from  all  countries  the  re- 


that,  what  grounds  does  the  hon.  Member   cognition  of  the  principle  of  the  open  door, 
find  for  saying  that  our  influence  now  is    We  shall  also  endeavour  to  obtain  by 

JfK  BrodricL 
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legitimate  pressure  from  China  all  those  ]  inevitable,  and  I  welcome  the  recognition 
reasonable  facilities  which  it  is  as  much  in  of  the  right  hon.  (xentleman  that  Russia 
her  interest  to  give  as  in  ours  to  obtain.  I  has  a  certain  sphere  of  interest  in  Man- 
That  is  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  1  churia  with  M'hich  we  should  not  think 
Government,  and  it  is  one  in  which  w^  j  of  interfering.      Our  complaint   on  this 

side  of  the  House  has  always  l)een,  not 
that    that    has    come   alK)ut — because  I 
think  it  was  inevitable — but  that  a  great 
oppoi*tunity  was  missed  of  having  a  good 
understanding  with  Kussia   while  it  has 
been   coming.      There    was    a    moment 
when  Russia's  designs  had  not  been  fully 
declared,  but  when  Rnssia  was  obliged  to 
show  her   hand    by   making    representa- 
tions on  the  presence  of  British  ships  in 
Port  Arthur.      Lord  Salisbury  expressed 
surpiise,  and  said  that  the  ships  would 
go  on  in  due  course ;  and  they  did  go  on  ; 
and    that    incident    will  remain   in    our 
memories    as   a    great    landmark  of    an 
opportunity   lost.     It    is    true    that    we 
have  had  an  understanding  with  Russia 
since  ;  but  it  is  not  as  explicit  or  compre- 
hensive   as     the     understanding    which 
might    have   been    made,    quite    safely, 
before    the  ships  were   removed.     With 
Lord  Salisbury  prepared  to  concede— as 
he  would  have  been — what  Russia  wanted, 
it  would  have  been  the  obvious  occasion 
to  explain  that  we  were  not  a  permanent 
obstacle    to    Russia's    designs,  ])ut    that 
them    about    must    be     the 
an      understanding       with 
i  us.     That  belongs  to  past  history,  and  I 
j  do  not  wish  to  dwell  upon  it ;  but  our 
I  treaty  rights,  on  which  our  position  de- 
I  pends,    have    been    by   a    slow   process 
gradually    eaten    away — not  altogether, 
i  but  considerably  eaten  away.     On  paper 
i  we  are  entitled  to  much  more  than  our 
I  trade  secures.     I    admit  that   it    is  not 
under  the  present  Government  alone  that 
this  diminution  of  our  treaty  rights  h;is 
I  l>een  going  on.     Many  of  them  <are  old 


shall  not  be  found  wanting. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  dealt  very  fairly  with  the  points  raised 
in  this  debate.  He  has  shown  that  desire 
felt  by  all  of  us  to  deal  with  the  various 
questions  and  to  explain  to  the  House 
that  the  Government  are  alive  to  their 
importance,  and  desire  to  do  something  to 
procure  practical  results.  I  have  no  com- 
plaint to  make  of  the  object  pursued  or 
with  the  tone  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  dealt  with  it.  Where  there 
is  a  little  difference  between  us  is,  not 
as  to  the  policy  to  be  pursued  or  as  to  the 
■energy  which  should  be  shown  in  keep- 
ing the  objects  in  the  front,  but  on  the 
practical  results  that  ensue.  That  was  a 
difiference  which  must  have  been  seen 
throughout.  It  is  seen  that  it  is 
difficult  to  get  practical  results  except 
on  paper,  but  the  knowledge  which  my 
hon.  friend  the  Meml>er  for  Barnsley 
and  the  noble  Lord  opposite  have  gained,  _., 
and  which  they  have  placed  before  the  !  to  bring 
House  from  theij-  own  personal  experi-  result  of 
^nce,  must  be  of  value.  Both  the  hon. 
Members  who  spoke  in  this  del)ate  dwelt 
on  the  decline  of  Biitish  influence  at 
Fekin.  I  do  not  go  so  far  as  to  say  that 
British  influence  is  non-existent — I  think 
that  would  be  overstating  the  case  ;  but 
I  think  it  is  undoubtedly  the  fact  that 
British  influence  has  declined  as  com- 
pared with  the  influence  gained  by  some 
other  Powers,  certainly  Russia.  Un- 
doubtedly the  shadow   of    Russian    in- 


fluence has  been  deepening  over  China.  |  treaties  which  in  practice  have  been  con- 
Bussia  has  been  pressing  forward,  and  ;  siderably  impaired.  Butin  August,  1897, 
has  come  nearer ;  her  communications  are  ,  Lonl  Salisbury  wrote  a  despatch  to  say 
<Hro8sing  the  continent.  As  to  the  j  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  could  not 
Russian  railways,  I  think  they  ought  support  British  merchants  in  claiming  any 
to     be     studied     from     a    strategical    privileges  which  they  had  not  enjoyed  in 

Edition — ^frora     the    point     of   view  of    the   past.     That  has    l>een  construed   to 
uasian      political      ambition,       rather  i  mean  that  treaty  rights  which  exist  on 

'  '  !  paper,  if  they  have  fallen  into  desuetude, 
will  not  be  pressed  by  the  Foreign  Office. 
That  is  a  direct  sanction  to  the  doctrine 


than  from  the  voint  of  view  of  trade 
oompetition.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
nailway  trade  across  Siberia  will  ever  be 
able  to  compete  against  Great  Britain.  I 
do  not  think  goods  will  ever  be  carried 
to  China  by  rail.  Therefore  the  railway 
is  a  political  matter,  and  so  far  Russia 
has  gained.    To  a  certain  extent  it  is 


that  we  have  more  treaty  rights  on  paper 
than  we  mean  to  enforce.  With  regard 
to  internal  navigation,  I  would  raise  the 
same  point — ^what  has  been  given  on 
paper  has  not  been  realist  m  ^sc^cNstf^j^. 
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It  was  on  Mai-ch  1,  1 89s,*  not  Febmary  \  some  cases  it  was  well  to  bear  in  mind 
25,  that  Lorcl  Curzou    made  this  state-    that   there   were  parts  of   China  which 

inont were     conspicuous    for    their    want    of 

-That  the  opening  of  the  internal  naviga-  resourc^  and  the  abundance  of  piracy. 
tion  on  all  rivers  in  China  to  British  steamers  I  am  afraid  that  concessions  have  been 
from  the  ensuinc  summer  means  that  we  shall  pressed  for  which  are  not  in  themselves 
).o  able  to  take  British  nierchamUse  in  BritiB^  desirable— which  are   a  "try  on," 

^^tyX^T^S^t^^^  real  backin.  Lhind 

ill  the  whole  of  the  ioterior  of  Cliina."  them  ;  and  the  Government  ought  not  to 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  met  this  '  ^  »P«n  ^  reproach  because  in  everj- 
point  >*ry  fairly  by  admitting  that  in  :  «we  it  does  not  lend  its  influence  to  sup- 
piactice  great  difliculties  had  been  found  ,  P^^  them.  I  doubt  whether  at  this 
which  prevented  this  promise  being  as  ,  ™»™«"' *•»«  S^n^'ng  "*  ™0'^e  cpn^^'o™ 
f  lUly  realised  as  was  expected  at  the  time  ^?"  *?n<i  *«  *^e  development  of  the  trade 
the  statement  was  made.  But,  of  course,  i  o'  C**'"*-  ^  ^hc  danger  is  that  they  mav 
he  will  understand  that,  when  that  state-    F^^ent    China  from    beiiig    developed. 


ment  was  made  by  Lord  Curzon,  there  wa« 
very  great  anxiety  as  to  whether  we  were 


Given  concessions  limited  in  number  and 
backed  by  capital,  they  will  assist  the 


not  being  worsted  ill  the  contest  for  com-  development  of  China.  But  an  over- 
mercial  supremacy  in  China,  and  that '  S^i  "»'»''«'•  .  «',  cpncess'ons,  of 
statement  undoubtedly  went  far  not  only  j  ^.•".^^  comparatively  few  are  ex- 
in  the  House,  but  in  the  press,  to  disai-m  '  PI™**^  «  likely  to  be  a  drawback, 
criticism.  If  it  disarraed  criticism,  and  i  ^ou  may  have  the  ground  covered  by 
hiis  not  been  reaUsed  since,  it  is  not  un- 1  I^P*""  "'""TT  "'^""^  positively  block 
natural  that  it  should  be  the  cause  of  i  *^t  ?^*^\,  ^"^r?"  '^''f^?^^  TL^ 
renewed  criticism.  As  to  Wei-hai-wei,  I  obtained  through  large  districts  of  China 
we  on  this  side  generally  deprecated  the  ^J'  I^^P^?/'^^  °^J'  Ti^  prepared  to 
occupation  of  Wei-hii-wei,  doubting  S^^^  «<'^'  ^  ^^^"^  l  *»^  ^^"V  "^^  F»T«"* 
whetW  any  good  object  would  ,^  other  people  from,  in  the  course  of  time, 
secured.  We  were  told  then  that  it  fttmg  eff-ective  concessions.  Therefore, 
would  not  be  in  any  case  of  commercial  f  *"  °***  "I""**'**  ^.^,  ^^l  oomp^tion 
value,  though  it  turns  out  that  ft  is  of  '"  concessions  earned  further;  and  the 
commercial  value.    We  were  told  that  it    7"*    «!    conce^.ons    is    not    the    real 

f      i„„  „„  ^•..: «,«_!  -  4.     obstacle  to  the  development  of  trade  m 

was  of  value  as  giving  moral  courage  to    f,.  •  ^     „  ,    ,    ,  ^l    .  . 

the  Government  of  Pekin.     I  cannot  say    ^^^^     V  that  there  may  be  an 

that  the  evidence  of  that  moral  courage  i  ^^^.T  ^''^fr"  ^  ''*^*  '"  ^?\T 
has  been  apparent  since  the  occupatio.^f  \  J't  v  ,>^^f  "'L  t  "^T^  I 
Wei  hai-wffl  I  have  alwavs  been  of  co""«''^y'  '*«  Po^'^er  to  enter  into  exchange 
wei-hai-*ei.  i  nave  always  been  ot  i  j  commerce  with  Europe  is  far  greater 
opinion  that  for  a  second  naval  base  we  ^i.  .  i,  .  u_„.  k  »j  •  -*•  ru  _i. 
should  have  l«en  in  a  stronger  position  if  ,  *^"  ^.  ^"  TS^lin  J^^V  w"^ 
we  had  taken  some  pkce  ne.ar^  to  the    ",?!' J^'^^^Pf'  ,"'  V^^"^^'?"-     ^\hatare 

mouth  of  the  Vang.ts/!e.  an.lwhati  fear  is  ,  S^ZL  nrl^H  ^Zl  LT  *'*^*JI'  *" 
.m    .     .1  i.-  r     *u-  J    -Bneands  on  land  appear  to  be  another : 

that    the     occupation     .,f     this    second   ^^^^^  ^^^  ^„^  ^^Pf^^^  j        ^ 

..aval  station  may  make  m  more  reluc-  i  ^^^  j^^        -^  ^^^  ;^^.„  j    j         jj    ^ 
tant,if  the  time  come.,,  to  take  a  station  I  ^^„,^    be*  removed    there    would    be  a 
which  may  bo  necassary   nearer  to  the  :  tremendous  expansion  of  trade  between 
centreof  our  commercial. nerosts     It  is  i  cy^m  and  foreV  nations.     But  I  have 
more  diflicult  to  ttjca  third  base  than  to  :  „^  ^^^^^^  ^^^^  .^%  djg.^^,,  ^    ^ 

take  a  second.     Now    I    come    to    the    ^^is.     The  British  Government  and  others 

question  of  concessions.      1    have  trreat    ^^^„;«i„  ^„«u^  i.^  i^„^  „^  ^«.«.«i. :4.„  ^r 

sympathy  with  a  gre;.t  <leal  of  what  the    ,?„^J;"LA  n^nr^?^!,?^  ^   I 

light  hon.  Gentlen^n  .said  about  that.  It  1?  Wn**" Ji' "  /  ^InL  r  ®*^*^"™r* 
^J  ^     .  ,  i.1    i.   At     T^  1       ^    I  of   rekin  cases  of  disorder,  or  breaches 

^Is  not  so  long  ago  that  M     Delcasse,    „f  Conventions,  or  tampering  with   the 
speaking  in  the  French  Chamber,  gave  a  |  ,^,^  ^^^       gj^  ^^^^  ^£^J^   j^ 
warning  of  the  same  kjnd-that  conces-    ^^      ^^^e  things  to  the  niice  of  the 
sions  were  l)eingpro8«e<l  and  that  adyan-,Q^^|^^^„4    of     Pekin,     but     to     get 
tages  were  being  asked  for;  and  that  in  i  ^^^^  ^^  ^^.^  ^^^^ .  ;„j  ^^^  p^y8^ 

•  See  Wf  rm-/!amentfr;/  Dflxttci  [Fourth  '  ^  l>o^   *«    ™*ke    China    govern    itself 
Serien],  Vol.  liv.,  page  335.  well,  how  to  introduce  Western  methods 

/^  £duxirJ  Grey. 
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of  governmeut  into  China.  Directly  any 
progress  is  made  in  that  direction,  you 
will  have  a  tremendous  expansion  of 
tnide ;  but  as  long  as  the  Government 
remains  as  it  is  now,  however  many  con- 
cessions are  granted,  it  will  be  impossible 
for  trade  to  make  those  leaps  and  boimds 
which  it  could  do  with  greater  security. 
There  are  three  stages  in  governing  well. 
There  is  fii-st  the  desire,  second  the 
capacity,  and  third  the  habit  of  govern- 
ing well.  I  am  afraid  that  China  has 
not  yet  the  desire  to  improve  the  methods 
of  ^vermnent.  U  she  had,  then  the 
advice  of  the  foreign  nations  might  be 
useful  in  developing  her  capacity ;  and 
once  capacity  is  developed  then  the  habit 
will  foUonr.  Piomises  are  given  about 
internal  navigation,  a]K)ut  concessions, 
and  so  forth ;  but  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment in  giving  them  is  not  really  anxious 
that  the  trade  of  China  should  be 
developed ;  and  whatever  good  intentions 
there  may  be  seem  to  get  lost  in  the  local 
officials  and  the  peculiar  methods  of 
Chinese  government.  The  local  oiiicials 
take  advantage  of  the  weakness  of  the 
central  Government;  and  the  central 
Government  takes  advantage  in  turn  of 
the  dinsions  between  the  foreign  nations. 
Sometimes  it  seems  to  be  the  ^uttlecock 
between  the  diplomatists  and  the  local 
officials ;  and  I  am  not  sure  that  it  does 
not  appreciate  the  situation.  It  is  difficult 
in  these  circumstances  to  make  progress  ; 
and  the  most  satisfactory  thing  in  the  Blue- 
book  is  that  some  agi*eement  hasbeenmade 
lietween  the  Powers  as  to  a  common  line 
of  action.  I  cordially  endorse  what  the 
right  hon.  G^tleman  said,  that  we  ought 
to  be  careful  not  to  be  led  into  any 
coui*8c  which  would  lead  to  the  occupa- 
tion of  territory  in  China  or  the  employ- 
ment of  troops  on  land.  We  must  show 
the  utmost  energy  in  pressing  things  on 
the  Government  of  Pekin,  but  we  must 
always  look  upon  thos(>  two  things  as 
essentially  undesira})Ie.  I  hope  that 
other  Powers  will  feel  that.  If  that  is 
so,  more  can  be  done  if  the  Powers  them- 
selves concentrate  their  efforts  on  what  is 
practicable.  If  thev  will  coiiceil;  to  use 
pressure  together,  then  the  Vameii  may 
he  compelled  to  go,  slowly,  in  the  direction 
desired.  But  when  one  Power  pushes  by 
itself  in  one  direction  and  another  Power 
pushes  in  another  direction,  no  pn)gress  is 
possible.  We  are  all  exceedingly  gratified 
that  the  United  States  Governments 
circular  to  the  Powers  has  met  with  a 


favourable  response — certainly  from  our 
own  Goveninient.  The  United  States 
for  a  long  time  strictly  adhered  to  the 
principle  of  not  interfering  in  foreign 
aff^iii-s  generally.      This   circular   of  the 

j  United  States  is  a  departure  from  their 
old  practice,  and  I  think  that  they  are  to 
be  congratulated,  having  thus  decide<l  to 
take  the  initiative  in  a  question  of 
general  policy,  that  that  initiative  has 
been  shown  in  a  step  of  this  kind. 
I  hope  it  will  be  a  cause  of  some  gratifica- 
tion, as  the  step  is  one  which  was  well 
received  by  the  Powers.  If  the  Powei-a 
would  agree  un  the  "  open  door "  they 
would  be  safe  as  regards  themselves. 
But  it  is  not  only  the  United  States  which 
has  expressed  its  strong  opinion  in  this, 
matter,    M.    Delcasse     in     the     French 

I  Chamber  said — 

"  The  majority  of  these  enterprises  (French). 
,  are  developed    in    reffions    other  than  those 
'  whicli,  if  the  policy  of  zonen  of  inflnencv  pre- 
i  vailed,  ini«r]it  constitute  the  French  zone.     Is^ 
,  not  tills  enough  to  caution  us  against    the 
onerous  va^ries  of  which  I  spoke  just  now, 
:  and  to  induce  us,  on  the  contrarj',  to  kee]>. 
China  open  to  the  free  conflict  of  the  intelli- 
gence and  capital  of  the  whole  world  ?  *' 

Our  own  opinion  is  declared  to  the  world  ;. 
•  and  I  think  it  is  possible  to  look  on  the 
I  future  commercial  development  of  China 
I  >vith  more  equanimity  than  ever  before,  if 
'  foreign   nations  who  are  interested  de- 
termine to   preserve  the    "  open   door," 
which    is    the    best    guarantee    of    the- 
integrity     of      China.      I     hope      they 
will     go    a    little     further,     and    agree 
gradually    on    a    little    concerted    pres- 
,  sure.      When    breaches    of    regulations. 
I  take  place,  when  outrages  occur,  and  diffi- 
I  cidties  about   internal   navigation   arise,. 
i  they  might  use  their  diplomatic  influence 
j  all  together  at  Pekin  in  the  same  direction. 
'  I  admit  that    it    is  rather    difficult  ta 
preserve  the  integrity  of  a  country'  by  a 
pressure  from  the  outside,  but    at   the 
same  time  I  am  sure  that  in  the  long  run 
in  dciling   with   the   integrity  of  China 
there  must  be  a  considerable  amount  of 
administrative  reform.    I  hope  from  what 
we  have  seen  about  the  open  door  there 
is  some  prospect  that  there  will  be  a  free 
interchange  of  views  between  the  foreign 
(Tovernments  concerned  in  Chinese  trade 
and  affairs,  that  they  will  be  able  to  pull 
together  to  use  all  their  influence  and  to* 
exert  it  together  at  Pekin,  a  policy  which 
is  necessary  to  secure  the  growth  of  trade 
and  better  government  in  China,  and  to 
maintain  the  integrity  of  the  coai\tt\. 
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Mil.   YERBURGH    (Chester)  :    With 
regard  to  the  position  to  be  taken  up  by 
the  Powers,  I  think  it  has  been  shown 
that  the  position  of  China  at  the  present 
time  is  entirely  different  from   that  in 
which  it  stood  when  we  last  discussed  the 
question.     We   have  this  declaration  of 
the  French  Minister,  and  we   have  had 
America  declaring  that  we  should,  along 
with   other  countries,    declare  that   the 
open  door  should  be  maintained  through- 
out China.      There  are  certain  things  on 
which  the  Government  ought  to  be  con- 
gratulated.     The  American  Ambassador, 
writing  to  Lord  Salisbury,  says  he  believes 
it  "  to  be  the  settled  law  of  this  country 
that  no  commercial  advantage  to  be  gained 
by  Us  will  conflict  with  the  advantage  to 
be  gained  by  other  countries."     I  think 
that  is  a  point  Lord  Salisbury  is  to  be 
congratulated    upon.      With    regard   to 
one    point    referred     to    by    the    hon. 
Member — the   extent   of    our  trade   in- 
terests in  China — I  wish  to  deal  with  it 
for  a  moment,  because  he  took  a  small 
view.      He   said    that  our    trade    with 
China  was  3  per  cent,  of  our  total  foreign 
trade.     It  appears  to  be  forgotten,  how- 
ever, that  our  Empire  as  a  whole  is  largely 
interested  in  the  trade  of  China.      The 
foreign  trade  of   China  at   the  present 
time  amounts  to  only  2s.  per  head  of  the 
population,  but  if  it  is  developed  to  the 
extent  that  the  trade  of  Japan  is  deve- 
loped, I  believe  the  foreign  trade  of  China 
will    amount     to     something    like    two 
hundred  millions  per  annum,  of    which 
sum  our    Empire  will  have   by  far   the 
larger  share.     Therefore,  I  am  justified 
in  drawing  attention  to  the  remark  of  the 
hon.    Gentleman    with    respect    to    the 
trade    with    China.       It    bears,  as    the 
hon.  Baronet  has  said,  upon  the  question 
of  the  reform  of  China.     I  have  been  one 
of  those  who  have  held  that  this  country 
has  ready  at  its  hand  a  great  duty  to 
perform,  and  I  have  used  the  phrase  in  con- 
nection with  it  of  **  Egyptianising  China." 
One  does  not  wish  to  convey  the  im- 
pression that  this  country  and  America 
have  large  enterprises  for  the  acquisition 
of  tierritory  in  China.     A  great  burden 
would  be  laid  upon  the  shomders  of  this 
country  if  we  undertook  the  reform  of  all 
the  departments  of  Chinese  administration. 
The  point  I  wish  to  deal  with  to-night  is 
the  question  of  the  inland  waterways  and 
their    development    and    use    by    this 
country.    That  is  directly  affected  by  the 
reform  of  the  administration  of  China. 


The  great  difficulty  with  regard  to  the 
development  of  the  waterways  is  that  you 
have  two  systems  of  finance  in  China. 
You  have  the  provincial  finance  and  the 
Imperial  finance.  The  Imperial  authori- 
ties make  out  the  amount  required  for 
carrying  on  the  Government,  and  it  sends 
down  requisitions  to  the  provincial 
authorities,  and  they  have  to  send  enough 
to  Pekin  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
central  authority.  The  House  will  see  that 
if  you  propose  to  introduce  a  new  method 
in  respect  of  the  inland  waterways,  you 
run  the  danger  of  confusing  your  inland 
trade  with  your  maritime  trade,  and  it 
is  the  difficulty  of  distinguishing 
between  the  two  systems  of  trade — the 
danger  of  their  being  mixed  up — 
that  has  led  to  the  opposition 
of  the  provincial  authorities  to  the  open- 
ing up  of  the  inland  waterways  of  China. 
In  dealing  with  this  matter,  surely  the 
simplest  way  of  all,  now  that  the  Chinese 
are  asking  for  a  revision  of  the  tarift'  at 
the  treaty  ports,  would  be  to  come  to  an 
arrangement  by  which  the  likin  would  be 
altogether  abolished  and  another  tarifi" 
introduced  at  our  treaty  ports.  There  is 
another  point  that  bears  on  the  same 
question.  At  the  present  time  there  is 
an  enormous  leakage  in  the  revenues  of 
China,  and  a  very  distinguished  authority 
I  has  pointed  out  that  in  the  land  tax  alone 
i  there  is  a  leakage  of  something  like  foiu*- 
teen  millions  per  annum.  It  is  not  con- 
ceivable how  that  amount  disappears,  but 
the  figures  are  given  by  a  distinguished 
authority,  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
you  have  an  enormous  margin  to  go  upon 
with  which  you  might  develop  another 
reform,  and  that  is  to  undertake  the 
proper  payment  of  the  officials  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  China  who  are 
entrusted  with  the  control  of  the  various 
departments.  What  is  the  position  of 
the  ordinary  official  in  China  ?  An  official 
I  has  to  pay  a  large  sum  for  his  post,  and 
he  is  not  certain  how  long  he  will  hold 
it ;  he  has  a  large  crowd  of  needy  relatives 
who  feed  upon  him,  and  he  must  during 
his  term  of  office  do  his  best  to  recoup 
himself  for  his  outlay.  Here  you  have 
one  of  the  root  evils  in  China.  If  you 
had  China  properly  administered,  and  its 
finances  placed  on  a  sound  footing,  you 
would  have  an  ample  margin  to  pay  these 
officials  proper  salaries,  and  so  deprive 
them  of  any  excuse  for  resorting  to  the 
system  of  bleeding  the  revenue.  I  want  to 
ask  the  House,  what  is  there  so  extravagant 
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in   this  country  asking,  in  conjunction 
with  the  other  Powers,  to  undertake  the 
reform  of  these  various  parts  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  China  ]    Would  there  be 
anything   very  serious  in  retaining   the 
services  of  some  distinguished  financier  to 
preside  over  an  Imperial  Board  of  Revenue 
in  Pekin  ?    I  cannot,  for  my  own  part, 
see  where  the  extravagance  comes  in.     I 
think  those  who  have  studied  the  subject 
must  be  convinced  that  one  way  to  keep  I 
China   upon  its   legs   is   to  adopt   some  i 
system  of  reform  such  as  I  have  ventured  i 
to    suggest       I  do    not    want   to  speak  i 
strong^  upon   the   methods   that    have 
been  pursued  in    the  past.      I  think   I 
have   had   the  honour  of   saying  before 
what   the  hon.   Baronet  said  about  the 
treatment  of  the  affair  of  Port  Arthur, 
and   I   think    it   would    have    been  far  j 
better  if  an  agreement  had  been  arrived  j 
at  at  the  time  of  a  friendly  nature.    I  am  | 
bound  to  say  that  the  Government  have  | 
undoubtedly  done   their  best  to  deal  in  i 
an  effective  manner  with    the   different 
matters  brought    })efore   them,  but   this 
is  the  compkunt  I  should  be  rather  in- 
clined  to   make.      My  right  hon.  friend 
^id      that     the     remedies      had     been 
"  prompt."    That  is  a  word  I  could  not 
use,  because  it  appe^irs  to  me  throughout 
the  Blue-book  that  the   remedy    applied 
has  not  been  prompt.  Take  the  case  of  the 
murder  ^  Mr.  Fleming.  He  was  murdered 
under  circumstances  of   peculiar  horror, 
■and  it  has  taken  nearly  a  year  to  bring 
the  criminal  to  justice.     For  a  long  time 
this  criminal    remained    near    his   own 
home — something  like  four  months — and 
■although  during  the  whole  of  that  time 
he  was  known  to  be  there,  no  attempt 
was  made  to  arrest  him.     I  take  this  as 
4in  example  of  the  way  in  which    our 
-Government  failed  to  act  as  promptly  as 
they  ought.     Through  the  whole  corre- 
.spondenoe  it  appears  that  you  must  show 
an  absolutely  firm  front  to  the  Chinese 
Government.     Supposing  you   have    an 
official  in  China  of  high  integrity  and 
capacity,    who    is    convinced    that   the 
■safety  of  his  country  lies  in  furthering 
British  interests  in  China,  supposing  that, 
in  furthering  these  interests,  he  incurs 
the  hostility  of  a  neighbouring    Power 
which  is  able  to  make  its  influence  felt  in 
various  ways,   supposing  that  man  has 
assisted    the    British    Government    and 
British  traders  in    obtaining    something 
they  desired  to  have,  and  after  having 
done  that^  he  is  brought  to  trial  on  a  charge 


of  having  misappropriated  funds — sup- 
posing all  that  done,  if  you  find  that  man 
dismissed  and  disgniced,  do  you  think  that 
your  Government,  l)y  allowing  such 
treatment  to  take  place  to  a  high  official 
of  great  integrity,  is  promoting  your 
interests  in  China  1  Another  example  is 
this.  The  demand  for  the  cession  of 
Wei-hai-wei  was  received  on  a  Thursday. 
It  was  put  before  the  Yamen  on 
Friday,  and  I  think  it  was  on  the  following 
Tuesday  that  Wei-hai-wei  was  handed 
over  to  this  countiy.  That  shows  you 
what  you  can  do  if  you  make  up  your 
minds  to  act.  I  give  this  illustration  as 
showing  my  view  of  the  position  tho 
Government  ought  to  take  up  in  China. 

•Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucesterr 
shire,  Forest  of  Dean) :  When  the  Unde 
Secretary  of  State  says  that  it  seems  to 
him  to  be  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  severe 
condemnation  contiiincd  in  the  terms  of 
the  notice  placed  on  the  Paper  that  the. 
House  was  rather  empty  during  the 
greater  part  of  the  evening,  I  think  the 
House  itself  will  hardly  think  the  empti- 
ness of  the  House — when  there  could  be 
no  division — is  any  answer  to  the  charges 
my  hon.  friend  has  brought  against  the 
Government.  The  Under  Secretary 
answered  himself  also  in  another  phrase 
of  his  own  speech.  He  .sjiid  that  the 
coming  on  of  this  subject  for  discussion 
had  been  rather  unexpected.  The  debate 
to-night  has  established  this  fact :  that  in 
the  opinion  of  the  gi-eat  majority  on  both 
sides  of  this  House  who  take  any  interest 
in  Chinese  affairs,  the  weakest  point  in 
the  foreign  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  been  the  story  of 
our  dealings  ivith  China  itself,  and 
that  was  as  fully  admitted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chester  as  it  was  in  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  friend  who  so  much 
pleased  the  House.  The  Under  Secretary 
has  contended  that  the  charges  brought 
against  the  Government  are  old  and  stale, 
and  he  challenged  Members  who  enter- 
tained doubts  with  regard  to  the  policy 
of  the  Government  to  quote  from  the 
Blue  Book  any  actual  instance  of  the 
failure  of  the  Government.  Let  us  take 
one  matter  which  is  specially  interesting 
to  the  commerce  of  this  country — I  mean 
the  development  of  the  trade  upon  the 
rivers.  The  hon.  Baronet  speaking  from 
our  front  bench  declared  that  that  was  the 
main  gi-ound  for  self-praise  which  the 
Gk)vernment  selected  on  previous  qcc8avcviv%. 
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in  this  House.  They  said,  "At  all  events  other  thing  to  say  in  regard  to  what  fell 
nothing  could  be  more  important  for  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Chester  in  the 
British  trade.  Wo  ha^  e  got  this  under-  last  part  of  his  speech.  The  note  of  hope 
standing  for  the  complete  development  \  that  he  struck  in  the  last  words  of  his 
of    the    internal    navi;i:ation     of   China    speech  concerned  the  action  of  the  United 


and  British  steamers  going  over  the 
waterways  carrying  our  gof)d8  there." 
The  late  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Aflairs — Mr.  Curzon  as  he  then  was — 
made  the  statement  on  three  occasions  in 
the  strongest  note,  in  a  song  of  triumph 
as  t«>  the  policy  of  the  Government  in 
that  respect.  Everyone  who  knows  any- 
thing of  the  trade  of  China  will  recognise 
the  importance  of  developing  the  water 


States.  That  action  has  been  minimised 
by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  He  has  twice  spoken  of 
it  as  if  it  had  to  do  only  with  the  open 
door.  As  1  read  the  despatch  of  the 
United  States,  and  as  it  has  been  under- 
stood in  the  United  States,  the  open  door 
is  not  the  main  point  of  United  SUites 
policy  in  China.  They  put  before  the 
open  door  in  writing  to  us  the  policy  of 


ways  of  China.  The  woitls"  Mr.  Curzon  I  promoting  reforms  in  China.  The  Under 
used  in  uttering  that  song  of  triumph  1  Secretary  of  State  altogether  minimised 
were  none  too  stroncj  if  the  thing  |  the  new  departure  in  the  policy  of  the 
had  really  been  brought  about.  The  j  United  States.  He  puts  forward  the  open 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  door  as  the  main  portion  of  their  policy, 
Berwick  division  of  Northumberland  j  while  the  main  portion  of  their  policy  a» 
and  the  hon.  Member  who  last  addressed  ;  regards  China  is  to  develop  China  on  the 
the  House  have  both  alhided  to  it  in  j  lines  of  the  reformed  Government,  which 
general  terms.  What  is  the  statement  I  is  the  first  point  referred  to  in  the 
made  on  behalf  of  the  Go^  ernment  by  !  despatch.  It  was  ([uite  clear  in  what  the 
their  own  agents  in  the  Blue-book  itself  %  \  hon.  Member  said  alwut  Egyptianising 
There  are  three  passages  in  communica- 1  China  that  he  did  not  mean  we  were  to 
tions  from  Government  agents,  and  one 
from  Sir  Ko}>ert  Hart.  They  are  very 
short,  and  I  will  read  them  as  they  stand. 
In  the  report  on  the  ti-ade  on  the  West 
River  I  find  these  words 


undertake  that  work  ourselves.  1  am  quite 
sure  he  was  alluding  only  to  European 
control  in  reforming  the  Government,  and 
not  to  the  undertaking  of  that  work  by 
any  single  Power.     We  should  not  mini- 


"Were  the  inland  watere  open,  ami  eiiiiality  mise  this  new  departure  on  the  part  of 
of  treatment  se<Mn-ed  to  liotli.  a  lar^re  increase,  |  the  United  States  as  if  it  referred  to  the 
in  whicli  \yoi\\  Chinese  antl  British  vessels  ,  open  door  alone.  As  I  understand  the 
^^wM  wticipate,  would  inevitably  dispatch  of  the  United  States,  what  we 
Lnder  the  headin<' of  internal  trade  coineH  the  I  *^  i  j  4.  1  •  ^  i.  ,^**,  ♦i.^ 
_r  .1 1 .1  'i   1 .. .,            ,i_  1       .    !  are  asked  to  do  is  to  co-operate  >vitn  the 


crux  of  the  whole  failure  of  the  so-called  u|»en 
ing  of  the  inland  waters." 


Acting-Consul  Fux,  writing  from  Wuchow 
on  June  0th,  1801),  says 

**  Foreign  steamers  on  the  West  lliver  are 
now,  to  all  intents  and  puriKwes,  on  pret^isely 
the  same  footing  as  were  steamers  on  th'n 
Yang-tsze  before  the  opening  of  the  inland 
waters  of  China.' 


i  United  States  in  this  policy  of  developing 
!  China.  The  United  States  Jisked  for 
.  united  action 

I  "to  promote  the  a<hninistnitive  reform  so- 
'  greatly  needed  for  strengthening  the  Imperial 
:  (Tovemment  and  maintaining  the  integrity  of 

China,  in  which  the  whole  Western  world  ia 

alike  concerned." 

That  is  the  main  point  of  the  American 
policy  The  open  door  tmly  follows  inci- 
dentally, as  it  were,  from  it.  My  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  the  Bamslcy  division, 
is  not,  I  think,  open  to  the  charge  made 
of  patient  nursTng  before  it  can  possibly  answer  against  him  to-night  of  desiring  that  we 
any  expectations.'  ^yy  ourselves  should  undertake  the  reform 

This  is  Avhat  has  followed  the  great  boast  of  the  Government  of  China,  l>ecau8C  he 
to  the  House  of  the  success  of  your  policy  wishes  us  frankly  to  accept  the  American 
in  China.     This  was   the  one  thiiiii;  that    invitation  with  more  exact  knowledge  of 


Sir  Kol>crt 
1899— 


Hart    wrote   on    May    12th, 


**Thls  privilege  [the  privilege  of  trading  on 
tlie  inland  waterways],  whether  rightly  or 
wrongly  thought  varnalde,  will  recjuire  years 


you  were  supposed  really  to  have 
obtained,  and  this  is  the  thing 
1  have  shown  conclusively  by  the  letters 
of  your  own  agents  these  you  have  alto- 
gether failed  to  .seeure.     I  have  only  one 


what  it  really  means  than  the  Govern- 
ment seem  to  possess.  They  have 
assented  to  it,  but  with  special  reference 
to  the  open  door,  and  it  was  to  that 
alone  the  Under    Secretary   for  Foreign. 
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Affairs  devotee!  his  speech  to-iiight.  The  ( is  almost  empty  now  when  the  question 
hoii.  Member  for  Chester  referred  to  the  !  is  being  discussed.  A  year,  or  two  ago 
forcible  upsetting  of  the  reform  move- '  when  the  (juestion  was  raised  the  House 
ment.  Of  course,  we  cannot  expect  the  '  was  always  full,  and  we  had  what  is 
Government  to   know  things  they  have  ,  called  a  full  dress  debate.     Now  there  is 


not  yet  heiiixl,  Imt  there  are  weighty 
i*casons  for  Injlieving  that  one  of  the 
Jeauling  refoi-mei-s  -  Kung-ya-wei  —  has 
l>een  kidnapped  and  earned  oft'  from 
Biitish  territory.  It  was  long  since  known 


no  outcry,  and  I  find  myself  in  almost 
complete  accord  with  my  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  Chester,  who  has  been  one  of 
the  most  acute  critics  of  the  (Tovernment 
^nth  reference  to  Chinese  (juestions.       I 


that  this  reformer  had  a  price  set  on  his  |  think  the  lion.  l:5;ironet  the  Mera])er  for 
head,  and  that  a  sum  of  100,000  dols.  |  the  Berwick  Division  of  Northumberland 
had  been  ofiereil  for  him  dead  or  alive.  ;  has  put  his  finger  on  the  chief  ditticulty  (»f 
He  fled  to  British  Cobunbia  and  returned  ■  doing  anything  with  the  Government  of 
to  Hong  K(mg,  where  he  was  living  under  !  China.  in  his  ()])servations  on  the 
police  protection,  the  police  occupying  philosophy  of  government  he  said  they 
the  house  in  which  he  dwelt.     If  he  has    had  neither  the  desire  not  the  capacity  for 


])een   kidnapped    after     this    price    had 
Ijcen  set   on  his  head,   not  only  should 
prompt  action  be  taken  by  this  country, 
l>ut  it  seems  to  me  it  might  form  an  occa- 
sion in  which  we  might  properly  ask  the  . 
United  States,  in  support   of  their  own  ; 
p)licy,  to    co-operate    with    us    in   any  ' 
measures  which  it  may  be  necessary  to 
take.     They  are  desirous  of  reform,  and  , 
we  are  t^ild  that  a  would-be  reformer  has 
been  carried  oft'  from  a  Biitish  colony.   If 
4ihat  proves  to  l>e  true  it  may  provide  a  i 
leverage     for    that  joint  action    by    the  ' 
United  Stiites  and   oui*selves  which  we  | 
should   all   like    to   see   at    the   present  j 
moment.  i 


reform.  1  think  tliere  is  a  great  danger  ni 
the  Honse- which  has  l^een  illustrated  to 
some  extent  by  the  speech  of  the  lion. 
Menil)er  for  the  Barnsley  Division  -of 
considering  the  Chinese  tjuestion  as  rather 
a  pju'ochial  (jUffstion,  as  if  this  country  l)y 
a  sit'  rnlo,  sic  jnhctt  attitude  could  do  what- 
ever it  liked  with  an  enormous 
empire  like  that  of  China.  Therefore  I 
think  that  his  observations  that  **  we  will 
stand  no  nonsense  "  about  one  thing  and 
"insist"  on  something  else,  are"  com- 
pletely out  of  place,  because  in  my 
opinion  we  have  absolutely  no  power  to 
enforce  such  threats  upon  the  Government 
of  China.      The  hon.   Meml>er  also  said 


that  he  at  last  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
*Mr.  MALCOLM  (Suffolk, Stowmarket):    that  owing  to  some  Government  manage- 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  indicated  that  i  ment  or  mismanagement  in  this  eountrv. 


the  gist  of  the  United  States  despatch 
refers  to  the  strengthening  of  the  Imperial 
<Tovemment  of  China,  and  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  integrity  of  China.  But  to 
me  this  passage  seems  <mly  the  exordium 
of  the  despatch.     The  real  gravamen  is 


we  had  begun  to  treat  the  North  China 
question  not  as  a  sea  question,  but  as  a 
land  (piestion.  I  have  always  thought 
that  this  problem  of  North  China  lay  in 
a  land  (juestion,  not  in  a  sea  question.  I 
have  always  felt,  i\A  the  no])le  Lord  said 


•contained  under  headings  one,  two,  and  |  to-night,  that  we  lay  too  much  stress  on 
three,  on  which  the  United  States  Govern- i  the  question  of  the  cession  of  l*ort 
ment  desires  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 1  Arthur,   and,    '\i  anything,    not   enouirh 


ment  a  declaration,  and  in  them  there  is 
nothiDg  about  strengthening  the  Imperial 
<TOvernment. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE :  it  believes 
«uch  a  result  may  be  greatly  aided  and 
.advanced  by  the  declaration. 

♦Mil.  ]MALOOLiM  :  Although  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  great  experience  of  des- 


of  stress  on  the  action  going  on  along 
the  bomuhuy  l»etween  the  south  of  the 
Russian  donnrn'ons  and  Northern  China. 
I  have  meiuis  of  knowing  from  those  who 
have  travelled  along  that  bounrlary  that 
there  are  Russian  ciunps  along  the  whoh* 
distance  within  the  boundary  of  China 
not  military  camps,  it  is  true,  but  trading 
camps,  which  get  into  the  confidence  of 
the  Chinese,  which  lend  them  money,  and 
patches  I  think  the  greatest  stress  is  laid  on    which  are  preparing  the  way,  no  dtmht. 


headings  one,  two,  and  three.  1  think  we 
may  congratulate  Her  Majesty's  CJovern- 
ment,  that  so  little  is  now  hcaitl  in  the 
country  about  China,  and  that  the  House 


for  the  |X)ssible  annexation  of  Northern 
China.  Yet,  \\\yo\\  the  whole.  I 
agree  with  the  noble  Ijord  who  said 
to-night    that  we     ought    not     to     pay 
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so  much  attention  to  Northern  China, 
Imt  ought  to  confine  our  energies  and 
attention  to  the  Yang-tsze  valley,  which  he 
said  we  should  take  i^ithin  our  sphere  of 
influence.  But  I  do  not  agree  with 
him  when  he  diminishes  altogether  the 
importance  of  our  possession  of  Wei- 
hai-wei.  It  is  possible  that  Wei-hai-wei 
is  not  the  strategic  base  it  was  supposed 
to  be,  or  that  it  does  not  possess  the 
commercial  advantages  it  was  supposed  to 
have,  but  at  the  time  that  possession  was 
secured  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
some  make-weight  should  be  obtained  by 
England  as  against  the  acquisitions  of 
Russia  and  Germany ;  and  I  do  not  know 
what  better  we  could  have  done  at  that 
time  than  to  secure  Wei-hai-wei  as  a 
make-weight,  and  what  better  we  can  do 
now  than  improve  it  as  a  port  under  the 
direction  of  the  Admiralty.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Barnsley  Division  also 
referred  to  the  question  of  the  Yang-tsze 
valley.  I  am  not  sure  he  did  not  use  the 
phrase  "  Yang-tsze  myth,"  but  he  rather 
set  on  one  side  the  value  of  our  conces- 
sions in  the  Yang-tsze  valley. 


*Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON 

no  concessions. 


W^e  have 


*Mr.  MALCOLM  :  That  is  a  point  to 
1)6  subsequently  discussed.  It  seems  to 
mo  we  have  the  Yang-tsze  valley  as  a 
sphere  of  influence  as  against  Russian 
influence  in  Northern  China.  If  we 
advocate  the  confinement  of  our  energies 
to  the  Yang-tsze  valley,  what  we  mean  is, 
not  that  we  are  going  to  lose  sight  of 
British  interests  in  other  parts  of  China, 
but  that  we  are  prepared  to  concentrate 
our  pressure  in  that  particular  portion 
of  China. 

*Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON:  May  I 
correct  the  hon.  Gentleman  *?  I  did  not 
speak  of  the  Yang-tsze  valley  as  a  myth. 
What  I  said  was  that  any  agreement 
between  the  British  and  Chinese  Govern- 
ments giving  us  any  priority  of  right  in 
the  Yang-tsze  valley  was  a  myth. 

*Mr.  MALCOLM  :  Many  hon.  Members 
appear  inclined  to  consider  anything 
this  country  has  got  as  a  paper  concession, 
and  that  everything  other  nations  get  is 
of  very  material  importance.  I  con- 
sider myself  that  the  Government  have 
absolutely  nothing  to  be  blamed  for  in 
this  matter.     They  have  not  been  l>ehind 

Mr.  Mdh'olm. 


other  Governments.  They  have  the 
interests  of  their  country  at  heart,  and 
are  doing  their  work  in  as  statesmanlike 
a  way  as  other  countries  are  doing  their 
work.  It  does  seem  to  me,  noticing  as  I 
do  in  this  House  and  in  the  country  an 
utter  absence  of  the  excitement  which 
prevailed  a  year  or  two  ago  with  reference 
to  the  Chinese  question,  that  the  ob\ious 
deduction  is  that  we  are  all  infinitely 
more  satisfied  now  than  we  were  before 
with  the  action  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  Chinese  question,  and  that 
we  all  obsen'e  the  material  concessions 
made  to  this  country  through  the  states- 
manship of  the  Grovemment  by  the 
Government  of  the  Empire  of  China. 

♦Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) :  I  think  the  Government  are  to  be 
congratulated  upon  the  firmness  with 
which  they  appear  to  stand  by  the 
opinion  that  we  should  not  incur  terri- 
torial responsibilities  in  China.  I  only 
wish  that  that  opinion  had  prevailed 
sooner,  and  that  we  had  not  increased 
our  land  responsibilities  by  taking  Wei- 
hai-wei  with  a  land  frontier.  I  cannot 
but  think  that  debates  in  this  House  on 
the  question  of  China  are  very  like 
getting  up  a  discussion  on  the  8th  or  9th 
chapter  of  a  book  without  having  read 
the  previous  chapters.  It  is  said  that 
this  Government  lost  this  chance  or  that> 
as  if  these  matters  were  quite  modem 
history.  My  own  opinion  is  that  the  real 
chance  this  country  lost  was  in  1855-6. 
The  Crimean  War  is  the  original  cause 
of  Russia  being  at  Port  Arthur  to-day. 
It  was  magnificent  strategy  of  Russia, 
and  it  was  our  own  want  of  information 
and  our  failure  in  military  and  naval  action 
in  the  North  Pacific  that  gave  Russia 
the  first  grip  on  the  sea  coast.  It  was 
wonderful  strategy  on  the  part  of  Russia, 
and  we  then  lost  our  chance  of  effective 
interference  to  stop  the  growth  of  Russian 
interference  at  Pekin  which  was  inevitable 
when  Russia  got  to  the  sea  with  a  long 
frontier  behind.  My  own  belief  is  that 
the  Government  are  taking  a  wise  step 
in  doing  what  is  practicable  in  concert 
with  other  Powers  to  deal  with  China 
through  her  watenvays,  and  in  no  other 
way  whatever.  Even  granted  that  the 
British  and  United  States  Governments 
and  all  the  Powers  in  Europe  combine, 
I  believe  when  young  men  now  in 
this  House  are  old  that  the  Treasury 
Bench      will      still     be     charged     with 
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not  having  sufficiently  accelerated 
matters  in  China  because  any  process  of 
improvement  must  be  of  very  long 
duration,  so  great  is  the  inertia  of  the 
vast  mass  of  human  beings  who  inhabit 
the  country. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


SUPPLY. 

Con:ii<lered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[The  Lord  Advocate,   (Mr.  A.  Gi-aham 
Muri-ay,  Buteshire),  in  the  Chair.] 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  1900-190L 

Class  L 

\.  £l*9,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Koyal  Palaces  and  Marlborough  House. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid)  said 
the  Fii-st  Commissioner  of  Works  would 
recollect  that  on  a  former  occasion 
he  referred  to  a  certain  collection 
of  x>*iJ^'i"oS  and  other  articles,  the 
pi-operty  of  the  nation,  which  was  in 
Buckingham  Palace.  As  the  matter  had 
been  already  discussed  he  did  not  desire 
another  discussion,  but  he  thought  it  was 
important  that  the  Vote  should  not  be 
taken  without  reference  to  the  subject, 
as  in  that  way  a  reform  might  in  years  be 
brought  about.  The  paintings  referred 
to  were  left  by  one  of  the  Georges  to  the 
nation,  and  not  to  the  Crown  personally. 
They  wei*e  veiy  historic  and  valuable, 
and  the  question  arose  whether  they 
ought  not  to  be  removed  to  some  place 
where  the  public  might  view  them,  or,  if 
that  were  not  possible,  whether  some  por- 
tions of  Buckingham  Palace  should  not 
be  thrown  open  a  little  more  often  to  the 
public.  Royal  Palaces  on  the  Continent 
were  much  more  open  to  the  public. 
Even  Windsor  Castle  was  thrown  open 
at  certain  times,  and  it  seemed  strange 
that  the  public  should  be  excluded  from 
Buckingliam  Palace,  which  was  less  in  the 
personal  occupation  of  the  Crown  than 
any  of  the  other  Royal  Palaces. 

[Mr.  Grant  Lawson  (Yorkshire,  N.R., 
Thirsk)  succeeded  Mr.  A.  Graham  Murray 
in  the  Chair.] 

Mr.  CALDAVELL  :  It  was  remarkable 
that  as  regarded  Palaces  occupied  by  the 


Crown  there  was  no  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  the  public  getting  access,  to  tliem 
at  certain  convenient  times,  whereas  the 
public  were  excluded  from  Buckingham. 
Palace  in  the  interests  of  minor  people. 
He  did  not  think  the  Crown  htid  any 
wish  to  exclude  the  pul)lic  from  Bucking- 
ham Palace,  and  that  must  be  the  act 
of  some  minor  officials.  It  was  quite  true 
that  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
expressed  himself  clearly  on  the  subject 
last  year,  but  another  year  had  since 
elapsed,  and  he  hoped  there  would  be  a 
change  of  opinion,  and  that  Bucking- 
ham Palace  would  be  thrown  open 
to  the  public  at  certain  times.  If 
not,  then  the  collection  to  which 
he  had  referred,  and  which  was  the  pro- 
perty of  the  nation,  should  be  removed  to 
some  building  where  the  public  could  view 
it.  He  noticed  that  the  installation  of 
electric  light  in  Buckingham  Palace  had 
cost  £11,000,  and  that  was  an  additional 
reason  why  the  Palace  should  be  throwni 
open  to  the  public.  With  regard 
to  the  installation  of  electric  light 
at  Windsor  Castle  £2,000  was  taken 
on  account,  and  he  would  be  glad  if  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  would  state 
how  much  was  to  be  expended  altogether.. 
There  was  hardly  anything  at  all  for  re- 
pairs to  Holyrood  Castle.  It  had  the  dis- 
advantage that  the  Queen  only  went 
there  occasionally,  but  the  building  re- 
quired that  mone}'  should  be  spent  on  it. 
to  keep  it  in  decent  repair,  especially 
when  so  much  was  spent  on  the  Royal 
Palaces  in  England. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Akers  I)ou(;las,  Kent, 
St.  Augustine's) :  The  hon.  Member  has 
again  raised  the  question  of  the  opening 
01  Buckingham  Palace  to  the  public,  but 
I  am  afraid  I  have  no.  other  answer  to 
give  him  than  that  which  it  was  my  duty 
to  give  on  several  previous  occasions.  I 
would  point  out  to.  the  hon.  Meml)er  that 
Buckingham  P«alace  is  on  rather  a  differ- 
ent footing  to  other  Palaces.  Although 
Her  Majesty  does  not  occupy  it  to  any 
very  large  extent,  it  is^  after  all  the  town 
house  of  Her  Majesty  and  her  family,, 
and  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
there  are  very  few.  weeks  in  which  it  is 
not  occupied  either  by  members  of  Her 
Majesty's  family  or  Her  Majesty's 
visitors.  I  do  not  think  that  Her  Majesty 
can  be  accia^ed  of  any  want  of  considera- 
tion or  8elfishness^  in  the  way  in   which 


^/7  fi^0 

iUrr    \bkysm.r'%     ^ttxaya^m     <ifMn      to 

aiffCMjuBM^m  )/T  rrmittfUstg  xhe  i'^matuxv^ 
that    vtthifi    tine    la«t    tvo  yearn    H«r 

U/  be  tjynncA  Uj  th«  po^Jk.  and  fiirtlMT. 
faa^  thrtrtrn  tlur  $^0im\»  attaelMd  u#  tiMr 
l^n'al  Pala^:^;  at  K«w  mt/>  K«v  Cj^arieris. 
f  am  afraid  I  eaiioot  In^kl  '>at  anr  h'#pe 
that  9ir>  far  a»  Buekirigfaam  Faladir  ii^  oon- 
*:Hn%*A  it  will  >j*f  thrr^wn  open  u^  th« 
\0a\A^:,  'Vh«i  \i^ftL  M*nnfjer  aLir>  referred 
t/j  tlu^  itUitxrit:  Jiglitinir  in«tallatk^i  at 
i^urkiiigharfi  VahucH  ai^l  Wiiiriiirir  Ca«tle. 
Th<r  safety  r/f  Btirrkifigliani  Palace  wa* 
r^ie^itixly  CfHiM-  r*ii\  hy  a  C'oii]iiiitt^f>e.  aii^i 
it  wa'f  rti\if»rtH)A  that  it  wa^f  in 
an  nxtrt^tiiAy  nunsahdsufUtry  coiMJiti^m, 
sfi<l  the  f:fftnmhUie  recrminierKiefl  that 
it  *»hoiiUi  lie  Jighterl  with  elwtrieity. 
With  rt'.y^n\  Ut  Holyrtpftl  PaU/;e.  wi?  have 
«'A  «$pf;nt  at(  much  in^Miey  there  a>i  1  Hhrmkl 
Jike  U#  ha%'e  *ien  exfienck^L  Imt  I  wncen*Iy 
hope  tliat  thiH  y<far  f  Khali  lie  alile  to 
KpfiKi  more  u\ptpii  that  palace.  arKl  n^iuce 
the  m^^jiiality  which  exiuti*.  The  hrm, 
Metaljer  will  l^^r  m'th  me,  !  think,  when 
i  remind  him  fff  the  very  great  expendi- 
ture we  have  ha/i  to  incur  thii$  year  with 
regard  to  national  matU^n,  anci  when  I 
May  that  thiit  in  uf^.  a  year  in  which  1 
^foiild  tnuxemfnWy  or  fairly  approach  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Kxch#*<juer  for  a  large 
^iiiii  of  money  for  thi«  f*iirfK>»*<;.  I  will 
\h*  I '  in  mind  the  suggeMtionw  of  the  hon. 
^fiMitleman  opfKwite,  and  if  cluring  the 
yaiii'  1  Khoiild  feel  myself  jiwtified  in 
iipproaching  the  Treasury  with  regard  U) 
furcher  exiKjnditure  on  Holyrcxxl  Palace, 
I  will  do  HO, 

•^Mlt.  WKIU  (It^iHrt  and  Cromartv) 
-'iKke<l  the  Firnt  Commi>wion(?r  of  Worki 
if  Mome  of  the  pictures  and  art  treoHures 
at  Buckingham  Palace  could  be  trann- 
ierred  for  a  time  to  HoIynxKl  Palace. 
Il<;  waM  ghi<l  that  the  renovation  of 
xImj  tupcKtrieH  at  Ilolynxxl  Pakce  was 
jiro(.'eey<ling,  and  ha  wished  to  know  if 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  could  give  the 
Committee  any  idea  when  they  would  be 
4;ompleted,  and  if  it  was  ix)8sible  to 
increase  the  staif  of  girls  engaged  on  that 
work.  I  le  was  gkd  the  right  hon.  (rentlc- 
rmm  was  going  to  try  to  get  more  money 
for  Holyrood  Palace,  which  was  one  of  the 
mott  neglected  of  all  the  palaces. 

Mr.  (IIRSCIN  liOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) 
Hai<l  he  desired  to  ask  a  question  in  regard 
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Xfy  an  itOB  for  fuel.  ]?rht-  ^mrms^c^  u>d 
hfMnaAfM  artieleK  ^iitfued  s:  lii?-  L->ri< 
raadeiieefiu  H*-  wi*?r)**i  1-  izKnr  ii  T-ir-i 
tfer  give  aij  enifjt-r-T  i»rTw:iL  &  fr?--  ?>«- 
denHi  they  ptv^-yie-i  rr^  -riia.  itnriv- 
hold  articles  eiix4i  is.*  -  «a  -^^^aniss  a^: 
<4op  paJl^.  He  ha-i  ">— t.  T^«i  litT  itkr 
First  Oimmis^i'jrier  '-f  Vi. <rk«  k«r  a  i±j: 
of  ebaiidler'*  *b«»p  t*'  -v;^*^"  iiHSir  i:»»i* 
t<r>  mcb  pe»»pie-  H*r  -ii-  imc  irirJc  iH- 
kind  <rf  thing  wa^»rVf-r  r  '^en-itfji  u:»:  k!T 
\00\y  who  had  a  ^^ms^  '!>•"««*  Hk*  i'«L 
lirrAe  I>xige  rent  frc*-,  an  i  -en^  -j^'i  &  £Tvai 
many  «>th#fr  a/ivaiitA^*>-  -i;  *■!?  2  z*-<  "  r:jr 
upon  the  State  for  virL  a^z.  ki*r.  'h*yii*> 
iKiki  expense*.  It  wa^  !-:•!  n^ti  ilis'  tbr 
State  .'•hoidd  l#iir  tb**^  -haL  -arrfc-Ir?'  f  ^r 
these  jje^ijiJ*-.  ainl  h^-  *t  -Tii*:  }ike  ';  2rr.lv 
explaiL-itiofi  as  t^»  wrh.*:  :btse  b  •=:--rL'»ri 
articles  were,  aii^l  wbt-tLtrr  tbr>*  e^yij-i  T.-'i 
lie  recliK-ed- 


Mis.  AKKI:s 
agr^-e  with    the 


ly 
t«f 


lH»r<;LAS:  I  -:::> 
gi-i  «•!  :*»r  remriTK* 
the  hon.  Member  who  ba>  ju=t  ^aii  o-t^ 
There  i?*  no  fuel  «»r  li^ht  -upf^it-'i 
to  any  of  the  ri->i<lcn«.-?^  b^  h:*5  t.:v:i- 
tionetL  The  oidy  cbarg*.*  is  ^jne  •  f  £i*-'» 
for  Pembroke  Lodge.  an«l  that  ;-  in 
rc»garrl  to  the  water  supply.  In  ai:  f.-a^*-> 
where  residences  are  lent  by  Her  Majesty 
they  pay  the  whole  of  :?uch  cbanre-. 
Certainly  if  the  occupants  of  these  bon?t-s 
li*'e  rent  free  by  Her  Majesty's  favour. 
they  ought  not  to  n*«.»'ive  ^iiob  per 
quisites. 

Mk.  JOHN  BCKNS  (Batten^n:  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Fir^t 
Commissioner  of  Work.>  to  the  road  from 
Pall  Mall  to  the  entrance  to  Buckinghiiiii 
Palace.  I^i?«t  ywir  I  defende<l  what  wa> 
considere<l  to  be  an  extnivagance.  but  1 
am  ghwl  to  see  now  that  the  road  ha^ 
l>een  complete^l.  The  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  will  observe  that  in  front  of  th»- 
stables  at  Buckingham  Palace  the  paviiii: 
of  the  crossing  places  and  road  is  not 
in  that  good  condition  which  it  ought  to 
be,  and  I  would  suggest  that  he  shouM 
write  a  letter  to  the  surveyors  of  the 
parishes  concernc<l,  asking  the  local 
authorities  to  put  those  roads  in  a  pi*op«.'r 
condition. 

Mr.  AKEltS  DOCGLAS  :  I  may  point 
out  to  the  hon.  .Member  that  that  ques- 
tion docs  not  arise  under  this  Vote.  1 
may,  however,  thank  him  for  his  sugges- 
tion, and  1  will  see  wiiat  can  be  done  to 
carry  it  out. 
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♦Mr.  weir  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
iias  not  answered  my  points. 

Mr.  AKERS  DOUGLAS :  I  did  not 
mean  any  discourtesy  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, but  I  thought  I  had  answered  his 
points  when  I  replied  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lanark.  With  regard  to  the 
nictures  and  art  gems  at  Buckingham 
ralace  being  transferred  to  Holyrood 
Palace,  that  is  not  a  matter  with  which  I 
have  to  deal.  I  think,  however,  that  we 
should  be  very  thankful  to  Her  Majesty 
for  allowing  so  many  of  the  Royal 
Palaces  which  are  in  her  occupation  for 
life  to  be  thrown  open  to  the  public. 
With  regard  to  Holyrood  Palace,  I  agree 
that  the  amount  spent  there  is  somewhat 
out  of  proportion  to  the  expenditure  upon 
the  palaces  in  London.  In  regard  to 
the  tapestries,  I  will  take  care  that  no 
•delay  occurs,  and  if  a  larger  number 
'Of  hands  can  be  employed,  that  shall 
b<)  done  if  it  is  possible  with  the  amount 
of  money  at  my  disposal. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  thanked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  meeting  the  sugges- 
tions which  had  been  made,  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  he  would  carry  out  his 
promises.  He  desired,  however,  to  point 
out  that  the  public  did  not  get  as 
many  facilities  for  visiting  Buckingham 
Palace  as  they  did  of  visiting  Windsor 
Palace.  There  were  some  very  valuable 
pictures  and  art  gems  at  Buckingham 
ralace  which  they  were  not  permitted  to 
see,  and  as  Buckingham  Palace  was  closed 
so  much  to  the  public  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  good  thing  if  those  pictures  and  art 
gems  were  sent  for  a  time  to  Holyrood 
Palace. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £73,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the 
sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1901,  for  the  Royal  Parks  and 
Pleasure  Gardens." 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOAVLES  said  he 
•desired  to  ask  a  question  upon  a  matter 
about  which  there  seemed  to  him  consider- 
able doubt.  On  page  1 1  there  was  an 
item,  "Appropriations  in  Aid"  for  key 
subscriptions  amounting    to  £696.      He 
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,  believed    those     were    subscriptions    to 
'  public  parks  set  apart  for  private  use. 
!  He  understood  that  this  sum  represented 
I  the  sale  to  private  individuals  of  private 
;  pri\dleges  in  public  pieces  of  ground.    He 
thought   all   public  parks   and   pleasurc- 
'  grounds  for  which  they  were  asked  to 
'.  vote   money  should   be   devoted   to   the 
public.     He  did  not  think  the  First  Com- 
'  missioner  of  Works  should  set  aside  any 
I  portion  of  those  grounds  exclusively  for 
the  use  of  private  persons.     He  thought 
'  the  appropriations  in  aid  wore  altogether 
I  wrong  and   improper.     He  did  not  pro- 
pose  to  move   a   reduction,   because   he 
believed      it    would    be    ruled     out    of 
order.     His  opinion  was  that  it    ought 
;  not  to  be  there,  and  he  should  like  to  ask 
'  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  an  explana- 
tion  ot   It.       He  proposed   to  move  to 
I  diminish  the  amount  of  these  appropria- 
tions. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  not  be  in  order  in  proposing 
the  reduction  alluded  to. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  pointed  out 
,  that  his  motion  would  leave  the  amount 
of  the  Vote  exactly  as  it  was  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  It  would  not  be 
in  order. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  The  amount 

I  voted  will  not  be  increased  or  diminished 

'  by  one  farthing  by  my  motion,  and  the 

sum  would  be  voted  whether  the  appro- 

\  priation  is  there  or  not. 


Mr.  CALDWELL  said  there  was 
always  a  way  of  getting  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty, for  they  could  move  a  reduction  at 
any  time  or  for  any  reason.  There  were 
certain  privileges  which  had  been  given 
to  certain  people  which,  he  thought, 
ought  not  to  have  been  given,  and,  there- 
fore, they  could  move  a  reduction  on 
that  ground.  They  were  quite  entitled 
to  say  that  they  declined  to  allow  this 
sum  of  money  to  be  voted  for  the  public 
parks,  for  which  special  privileges  were 
given  to  private  persons.  He  contended 
that  a  motion  for  the  reduction  of  the 
I  Vote  would  be  a  perfectly  competent  pro- 
I  position,  on  the  general  ground  that  the 
parks  had  not  been  used  for  the  public 
generally. 

Mr.    GIBSON   BOWLES   said   what 
he  suggested  was  not  a  reduction  of  the 
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Vote  by  £100,  but  simply  that  the  appro- 
priation should  be  diminished,  which 
would  leave  the  Vote  unchanged. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  held  that  according 
to  the  rules  of  the  House  if  they  wanted 
an  increase  in  the  Vote  the  only  way  to 
do  it  was  to  move  a  reduction,  which  was 
the  only  way  of  testing  it.  [Laughter.] 
There  was  no  more  absurdity  in  moving 
a  reduction  when  they  wished  the  Vote 
to  remain  as  it  was  than  in  moving  a 
reduction  when  they  wished  it  to  be 
increased.  To  put  the  matter  in  order 
he  would  move  that  the  Vote  W  reduced 
by  £100. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £72,900,  be 
granted  for  the  said  seniee." — {Mr. 
GaldmU.) 

Mr.  AKERS  DOUGLAS :  These  sul> 
scriptions  only  amount  to  something  like 
£400.  They  are  in  respect  of  Hamilton 
Place  Gardens  and  some  private  enclo- 
sures in  Regent's  Park,  but  they  only 
amount  to  a  small  sum.  My  hon.  friend 
himself  has  enjoyed  these  gardens,  and  I 
would  ask  under  these  circumstances 
whether  he  regards  their  use  as  an 
exclusive  privilege.  I  do  not  think  that 
any  general  case  has  been  made  out  in 
favour  of  doing  away  with  all  these  keys 
at  once,  but  I  will  undertake  to  look  into 
the  matter  and  see  if  any  of  them  can  be 
foregone. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  the  Committee 
how  many  of  these  places  there  are  ? 

Mr.  AKERS  DOUGLAS :  I  think 
only  two,  but  I  will  inquire  and  inform 
the  Committee  on  the  Report  stage,  or 
communicate  with  my  hon.  friend  pri- 
vately. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  After  the  con- 
ciliatory answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  would  appeal  to  my  hon.  friend 
not  to  divide  on  this  question  ;  Imt  I 
wish  to  emphasise  the  point  raised 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
King's  Lynn,  that  these  subscriptions  are 
not  for  admissions  from  private  gardens 
only  into  public  parks  but  for  private 
entries  into  public  parks  maintained  out 
of  the  public  funds.  That  happens  in 
Hamilton  Place  Gardens  and  other  parts 

J//\  Gribson  Bowles. 


adjoining  Regent's  Park,  and  the  generaF 
public  think  that  these  persons  should  not 
get  the  exclusive  right  of  user  of  any  part 
of  Regent's  Park,  and  when  these  key 
tenancies  terminate  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  not  renewing  them.  I  am  very  glad 
to  hear  that  there  will  presently  be  an 
opportunity  for  exercising  his  discretion 
in  connection  with  Regent's  Park.  May 
I  suggest  to  him  that  he  should  adopt 
the  jSucy  of  the  County  Council,  who  make 
a  considerable  revenue  from  people 
with  premises  abutting  on  open 
spaces  by  charging  a  key  fee  of 
7s.  6d.,  though  they  have  only  the 
same  right  of  user  as  the  public. 
In  Regent's  Park  many  people  pay  two  or 
three  guineas  a  year  for  an  advantage 
worth  £200  or  £300,  because  of  the 
magnificent  gardens  placed  at  their  dis- 
po^  The  people  outside  that  rinff 
strongly  oppose  the  arrangement,  and  I 
think  the  gardens  should  be  thrown  open 
to  the  general  public. 

Mr  W.  a.  McARTHUR  (CornwaU^ 
St.  Austell) :  I  should  like  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion— I  admit,  out  of  mere  personal 
curiosity.  How  is  it  that  the  inhabitants 
of  Hamilton  Place  Gardens  are  the  happy 
possessors  of  keys  at  all  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  May  I  ex- 
plain that.  I  paid  three  guineas  for  my 
key.  It  was  not  a  gift  at  all,  and  I  gave 
it  up. 

Mr.  W.  a.  McARTHUR  :  I  should 
like  to  ask  how  this  particular  part  of 
the  park  was  set  apart  for  people  who 
paid  for  their  keys ;  and  also  whether 
there  is  any  foundation  for  the  statement 
that  a  payment  of  three  guineas  a  year 
constitutes  a  kind  of  perpetual  right  to 
this  part  of  the  park.  As  ^I  understand, 
there  is  no  right  beyond  the  year  for 
which  the  subscription  is  paid,  and  I  hope 
that  next  year  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  see  his  way  to  make  an  arrangement 
whereby  this  portion  of  the  park  will  be 
put  in  the  same  position  as  the  lest  of  the 
park  for  public  use  and  enjo\Tnent. 

Mr.  AKERS  DOUGLAS:  The  fee 
simply  covers  the  year  for  which  it  is 
paid. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Original  Question  again  proposed. 

♦Mr.  WEIE:  I  wish  to  call   attention 
to  the  insufficient  number  of    seats  in 

Kew  Gardens,  and  to  ask  the  right  hon.  , ,.  ,        f  •  -     i 

Gentleman  whether  he  can  see  his  way  j  ^s  a  public  park       I  may  mention  that 

sommodation    recently  I  caused  better  arrangements  to 


allowed  to  use  the  footpaths  ini  Kew 
'  Gardens  any  more  than  the  footpaths  out- 
side Kew  Gardens.  The  value  of  Kew 
Gardens  is,  I  have  reason  to  hope,  chiefly 
for  students,  and  they  are  not  regarded 


to  provide  better  seating  accommodation 
there. 

Mr.  AKERS  DOUGLAS  :'  That  (jues- 
tion  will  be  considered. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  A  large  sum  is 
paid  every  year  out  of  Imperial  funds 
for  the  up  -  keep  of  parks  in  London 
which,  practically,  ought  to  be  kept 
up  by  the  inhabitants  of  London  them- 
selves. The  property  of  these  parks 
l>elongs  to  the  Crown,  but  the  people  use 
them  in  the  same  way  as  the  people  in 
the  provinces  use  their  parks,  which  they 
not  only  have  to  keep  up,  but  have  to 
purchase  in  the  first  instance.  I  do  not 
think  it  fair  that  the  London  parks  should 
lie  kept  up  out  of  Imperial  funds  ;  if  the 
people  of  London  want  them  let  them 
keep  them  up  at  their  own  expense.  It 
may  be  said  that  people  from  the 
provinces  use  them,  but  if  people  from 
London  go  to  the  provinces  or  to  Paris 
they  get  the  use  of  the  parks  there. 
There  is  no  argument  therefore  in  the 
statement  that  because  it  is  London  the 
parks  should  be  maintained  at  the  national 
expense.  The  buildings  around  these  parks 
increase  enormously  in  value  because  of 
their  proximity  to  the  parks,  and  London 
benefits  by  the  enhanced  valuation  of  these 
buildings.  People  in  the  provinces  have 
reason  to  complain,  and  I  never  could 
understand  why  London  should  be  treated 
differently  in  the  matter  of  parks  from 
the  pronnces. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) : 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  kindly  explain  why  cyclists 
are  not  allowed  to  use  the  roads  in  Kew 
Gardens  under  well-defined  conditions. 
It  is  a  favourite  resort  for  cyclists,  and  it 
would  be  a  luxury  if  they  were  allowed 
to  ride  through  the  Gardens. 


Mr.  AKERS  DOUGLAS:  I  would 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  Kew 
Grardens  are  not  a  park,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  at  all  convenient,  even 
if  within  statute,  that  cyclists  should  be 


i  be  made  for  cycles 
Kew  Gardens. 


at   the   entrance  to 


Mr.  GIBSON  BOAVLES :  I  observe 
there  is  another  appropriation  in  aid — £2 1 7 
— which  I  believe  is  mainly  deriNcd  from 
fees  on  presents  of  venison.  That  seems 
to  me  not  creditable  to  the  State.  Cer- 
tain judges  and  other  officials  receive 
every  year  a  quarter  or  a  haunch  of 
venison  which  is  considered  a  very  grace- 
ful and  handsome  present.  It  appears, 
however,  that  while  giving  this  present 
with  one  hand  you  take  a  fee  from  the 
recipient  with  the  other.  I  should  like 
to  know  what  is  the  value  of  the  venison. 
When  any  friend  of  mine  sends  me  a  pre- 
sent of  venison,  I  get  rid  of  it  as  quickly 
as  I  can,  and  I  have  strong  doubts  whether 
the  venison  presented  is  worth  the 
£217  in  fees  which  is  received  for  it. 
This  question  of  fees  is  one  that  requires 
a  general  looking  over.  I  understand 
that  many  persons  who  have  been  offered 
peerages  have  refused  them  because  of 
the  fees.  When  the  Sovereign  sends  a 
man  a  present  of  venison  he  Ciinnot  send 
it  back  and  say  he  does  not  want  it ;  but 
if  he  takes  it  he  must  pay  the  fee.  That 
is  not  in  the  least  creditable,  and  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  ])e  able 
to  give  us  an  assurance  that  he  ^vill 
abolish  the  practice  of  giWng  away 
venison  altogether,  or  else  abolish  the  fees, 

Mr.  AKERS  DOUGLAS  said  tuat  the 
fees  referred  to  were  merely  nominal,  and 
that  several  other  amounts  were  included 
in  the  £217  mentioned. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  The  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  like  his  predecessor^ 
has  given  privileges  to  athletic  chibs  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Kew  Gardens  which 
are  very  beneficial  to  them.  But  if  these 
clubs  are  given  grounds  they  ought  not  be 
allowed  to  display  ugly  and  very  vulgar 
advertisements  above  their  scoring  boards. 
,  I  would  suggest  that  where  clubs  are  given 
such  a  favour  they  shoiUd  not  be  per- 
mitted to  allow  a  local  tradesman — not  of 
English  origin  eithei; — ^\iO  ^wX^  xv^  vvwvi  q\. 
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the  most   vulgar  advertisements  I  have 
ijver  seen. 

QiiCHtion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

ResolutioHH  to  bo  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £22,000,  be 
granted  to  Iler  Majesty,  to  complete  the 
sum  necesKary  to  defray  the  charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March, 
1901,  for  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
Buildings." 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  (Donegal, 
S.) :  I  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  ( Tcntleman  to  an  old  historic 
friend  of  his  al^out  whom  he  has  not  quite 
satisfied  me.  I  refer  to  our  late  lamented 
friend  Oliver  C'mmwell.  I  want  to  know 
whether  \io  has  changed  his  mind  about 
the  Cromwell  statue.  If  a  statue  to 
Cromwell  is,  despite  the  resolutions  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  to  be  placed 
within  the  precincts  of  Parliament,  and  if 
money  is  to  be  spent  on  it,  what  is  to 
pi^event  a  more  progressive  First  Com- 
missit>ner  of  Works  in  the  future  erecting 
a  counter  attraction  by  putting  up  a 
statue  to  ilooley  and  his  communion 
plate  I  He  has  as  little  to  do  with  the 
House  of  Commons  as  a  Parliamentary 
institution  as  htwl  Oliver  Cromwell. 
Cixmiwell  dofanied  Parliamentary  insti- 
tutions, and  Hix^ley  endeAVOuixxl 
to  defamo  lliom  by  l>ecoming  a 
Tory  oaniliilato.  I  object  on  Irish  gi*ounds 
to  a  stiitue  to  a  iH^llut<Hl  munlerer,  and  1 
object  on  Kn^lish  gix>unds  Inwuise  Cix>m- 
woll  was  the  ih  plus  ultra  of  an  English 
adventurer.  He  iHjgJin  life  by  endea- 
vouring to  dise^^t^blish  the  Church,  and 
he  succooiieil.  Then  he  allied  himself  with 
the  aristix^raoy,  institutcii  a  very  st^vere 
administmtion  in  Englami,  and  talkt^i 
sci^rnfully  of  his  Ridioal  days.  He  was 
distinctly  a  family  man,  and  he  put  into 
every  place  his  own  n>lativos  and  crea- 
tures. I  do  not  like  Cri>mwellians  of 
that  kind.     He  wa.<5  a  oi>wanlly  and  vin- 


dictive miu-derer ;  he  was  dead  to  every 
principle  of  humanity,  and  to  have  a 
statue  to  him  in  the  precincts  of 
Parliament  is  an  insult  to  Englishmen, 
and  a  very  gross  insult  to  mehmeii. 
I  will  protest  against  it  in  season  and 
out  of  season.  I  am  sorry  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  is  turning  a  deaf  ear 
to  my  eloquence,  because  I  am  about  to 
appeal  to  his  artistic  sense  against  this 
wretched  statue.  I  know  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  very  famotis  for  hi* 
artistic  tastes.  I  have  known  him  since 
his  Oxford  days— I  will  not  say  how  long 
ago — and  candour  compels  me  to  say  that 
at  the  same  time  the  Committee  should 
hear  what  he  thinks  of  this  statue, 
morally  and  political' y.  I  saw  him  my- 
self go  into  the  lobby  against  it.  A\Tiy 
then  should  he  erect  the  statue  1  Was  it 
because  it  was  given  by  Lord  Rosebery 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  luiable 
to  put  the  unclean  thing  out  of  sight  1 
Is  it  that  the  Government  are  afraid  of 
Lord  Rosebery,  the  great  Imperialist, 
and  must  accept  his  gift  even  if 
it  defiles  the  Palace  of  Westminster? 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Memlier  for  the  Bordesley  Division  would 
ffive  us  his  views  as  a  representative  of 
Birmingham.  I  am  a  good  man  strug- 
gling with  adversity ;  I  am  the  voice  of 
one  crying  in  a  stock-jobbing  wilderness. 
The  statue  is  to  the  Irish  Members  an 
cml)lem  of  insult.  It  shows  the  amazing 
want  of  sensibility  of  the  English  race 
that,  although  they  compel  us  to  come 
to  this  Parliament,  they  presume  to 
insult  us. 

It  being  midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
House. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next ;  Committee  also  report  Pro 
gross  :  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 


A«ljoumed  at  five  minutes  after 
Twelve  of  the  clock  till  MomUy 
next.        * 
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The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates 
from  the  Examiners  that  the  further 
Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  follow- 
ing Bills  have  been  complied  with  : — 

Hamilton  Burgh. 
Redhill  Gas. 
Grantham  Gas. 

And  also  the  Certificate  that  the  Stand" 
ing  Orders  applicable  to  the  following 
BiU  have  not  been  complied  with  : — 

Bray  Urban  District  Council. 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on 
Table. 

EXMOUTH  URBAN  DISTRICT  WATER 
BILL    [H.L.]. 

MOUNTAIN    ASH    WATER  BILL  [H.L.]. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Amendments. 

EDINBURGH    CORPORATION    BILL 

[H.L.]. 

The  Queen's  consent  signified  ;  and  Bill 
reported  from  the  Select  Committee  with 
Amendments. 

BURNLEY  CORPORATION  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Amendments. 

COLONIAL  BANK  BILL 
Reported  without  Amendment. 

CO  WES  PIER  BILL  [h.l.]. 

SOUTHAMPTON     HARBOUR     BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Bead  3^,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
[Commons. 

GREAT  BERKHAMPSTEAD  WATER 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

Bead  3'  ;    Amendments    made ;    Bill 

laased,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 
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NEW  RUSSIA  COMPANY  BILL  [h.l.]. 

ARMY  AND  NAVY  INVESTMENT 
TRUST  BILL   [h.l.]. 

BARRY  RAILWAY  (STEAM  VESSELS) 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

CLEETHORPES  GAS  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Read  3«   and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

EDINBURGH    DISTRICT     LUNACY 
BOARD  BILL  [h.h.]. 

Read    3«;     Amendments  made;     Bill 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

SCOTTfSH  AMERICAN  INVESTMENT 
COMPANY,  LIMITED,  BILL  [h.l.]. 
Standing  Order  No.  91  considered  (ac- 
cording to  order),  and  dispensed  with, 
with  respect  to  the  said  Bill ;  and  Bill 
read  2». 

CHESHIRE  LINES  COMMITTEE  BILL. 

GREAT  EASTERN  RAILWAY  BILL. 

GREAT  NORTHERN  RAILWAY  BILL. 

SPALDING  URBAN  DISTRICT  COUNCIL 
(WATER)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1«  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

GREAT  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  BILL  [H.L.J 

DEARNE  VALLEY  RAILWAY  BILL  [h.l.] 

NEATH  HARBOUR  BILL  [h.l.]. 

TAFF  VALE  RAILWAY  BILL  [H.L.]. 

FISHGUARD    AND    ROSSLARE     RAIL- 
WAYS AND  HARBOURS  BILL  [h.l.]. 

RHYMNEY  RAILWAY  BILL  [h.l.]. 

CORK  ELECTRIC  TRAMWAYS  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

BOARD    BILL 


SOUTH    ESSEX 


WATER 

[H.L.]. 


SOUTH  ESSEX  WATER  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, That  the  following  Lords  be  pro- 
posed to  the  House  to  form  the  Select 
Committee  for  the  consideration  of  the 
said  Bills,  viz. — 

E.  Lauderdale  (Chairman), 

E.  Camwath, 

L.  Barnard, 

L.  Sudley  {E,  Arran), 

L.  Farquhar; 

agreed  to ;  and  the  said  Lords  appointed 
accordingly.  The  Committee  to  meet  on 
Wednesdeiy  the   2nd    of   May  next,  at 
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eleven  o'clock ;  and  all  petitions  referred 
to  the  Committee,  with  leave  to  the  peti- 
tioners praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel 
against  the  Bills  to  be  heard  as  desired, 
as  also  counsel  for  the  Bills. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 

TRADE   REPORTS    (ANNUAL    SERIES;. 
No.  2393.  France  (Trade  of  La  Rochelle 
and  District  for  the  year  1899). 

CHARITY  COMMISSION  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES). 

Forty-seventh  Report  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners. 

Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
CO  lie  on  the  Table. 

INDIA  (LOANS  RAISED  IN  ENGLAND). 
Return  of  all  loans  raised  in  England 
under  the  provisions  of  any  Acts  of 
Parliaments  chargeable  on  the  revenues 
of  India  outstanding  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  half  year  ended  on  the  31st 
March,  1900,  with  the  rates  of  interest 
and  total  amount  payable  thereon,  etc. ; 
laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act), 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


PETITION. 


EDUCATION  (REVISED  CODE). 
Petition  for  postponement  of  the  pro- 
posals recommended  with  regard  to  the 
assessment  of  the  grants  ;  of  the  Barrow- 
in-Furness  School  Board;  read,  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


PREVENTION  OF  CORRUPTION  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

[Second  Reading.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading 
read. 

♦Lord  RUSSELL  of  KIIXOWEN  :  My 
Lords,  this  is  practically  the  Bill  which  I 
introduced  last  year,  and  which,  after  some 
discussion,  passed  the  Second  Reading 
and  through  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  with  the  exception  that  in  its 
present  form  it  gives  effect  to  some 
iftiggestions  niade  by,  amongst  others,  the 


noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack. 
I  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  check,  by 
I  making  them  criminal,  a  large  number  of 

inequitable  and  illegal  secret  payments. 

I  do  not  propose,  at  this  stage,  to  do  more 
I  than  formally  move  the  Second  Reading. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2". 
— {Lord  Russell  of  Killovoen.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (The  Earl 
I  of  Halsbury)  :  I  am  sure  none  of  us 
have  any  doubt  that  the  object  aimed  at 
by  this  Bill  is  one  which  all  must  desire 
to  see  attained.  The  difficulty  in  such 
legislation,  however,  has  always  been  that 
you  might  either  do  too  much  or  too 
little.  But  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
should  succeed  in  carrying  the  present 
Bill,  he  will  suppress  a  practice  which  we 
must  all  recognise  is  injurious  to  society 
and  the  State,  and  he  will  be  entitled  to 
the  gratitude  of  the  country.  So  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  will  do  all  I  can  to  help 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  in  the  matter, 
and  I  earnestly  hope  that  he  may  succeed 
in  solving  a  problem  which,  for  many 
years,  has  sought  a  solution,  but  has  never 
yet  found  it. 

♦Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD :  My 
Lords,  although  this  Bill  will,  I  am  sure, 
pass  with  unanimity  in  your  Lordships' 
House,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  in 
support  of  it.  Some  twenty-five  years 
aeo,  in  conjunction  with  the  late 
Mr.  Russell  Gurney,  I  tried  my  hand 
at  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  stopping  the 
practice  of  gi>'ing  illicit  commissions.  I 
must  confess  that  our  efforts  were  not 
suocessful,  for  it  was  pointed  out  to  us 
that  we  had  framed  our  Bill  in  such  a 
way  that  anyone  who  gave  a  small  sum  to 
a  railway  porter  was  liable  to  imprison- 
ment. I  am  pleased  to  obsen^e  tluit  my 
noble  and  learned  friend  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  has  surmounted  those  difficulties, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  BiU  as  framed 
will  be  sufficient  and  efficient  for  the 
purpose  aimed  at.  Though  my  noble  and 
learned  friend,  on  the  introduction  of 
the  Bill  last  year,  made  a  full 
statement  of  the  evils  he  sought  to 
deal  with,  I  am  not  quite  sure  that 
even  now  your  Lordships,  and,  still  less, 
the  public,  are  aware  of  the  great  extent 
to  which  this  evil  system  has  been  carried, 
or  of  its  far-reaching  effects.  Some  years 
a^o  a  suit  was  instituted  before  the  late 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  Sir  Greorge  Jessel,  by  a 
large  firm  of  merchants  at  Bombay,  whoeom- 
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plained  that  their  shipping  a^ent  in  Lanca- 
shire had  systematically  charged  them 
with  a  very  large  amount  of  commission 
which  he  had  no  right  to  charge.  The  mer- 
chants,  for  instance,  would  order  certain 
printed  calico.  The  white  calico  had  to  be 
oought,  bleached,  dyed,  printed,  packed 
in  boxesy  and  shipped,  and  in  every  one 
of  those  processes,  repi*esenting  so  many 
trades,  the  commission  agent  had  re- 
ceived two  invoices,  one  for  the  merchant 
abroad  and  the  other,  the  real  invoice,  for 
the  commission  agent ;  and  investigation 
showed  that  the  transactions  wore  so  con- 
ducted as  to  make,  in  respect  of  one 
process,  a  difference  of  70  per  cent,  in 
iavour  of  the  commission  agent.  With 
good  consistency  the  commission  agent 
also  charged  commission  on  the  sum  he 
had  pocketed.  In  the  course  of  the  hear- 
ing Sir  (reorge  Jessel  inquired  of  the 
eminent  counsel  who  appeared  for  the 
commission  agent  what  was  the  answer 
to  the  charge ;  and  the  reply  was  that 
the  practice  was  universal  throughout  the 
whole  shipping  trade  in  Lancashire,  and 
was  prevalent  elsewhere.  Sir  George 
Jessel  asked,  **Are  you  about  to  prove 
that  1"  and  counsel  replied,  "  Yes,  I  have 
a  mass  of  evidence.  There  are  a  large  num- 
ber of  most  respectable  people  in  court  to 
give  evidence  in  proof  that  the  practice  is 
universal."  Sir  George  Jessel  said,  "  You 
can  send  those  respectable  people  home  ; 
they  have  come  to  prove  an  iniquitous 
practice,  and*  the  sooner  they  leave  the 
court  the  better."  Judgment  went  in 
favour  of  the  firm  of  merchants,  but  I 
k^ve  no  doubt  the  practice  was  universal. 
Ihere  was  another  case  in  connec- 
tion with  a  very  large  industrial  and 
manufacturing  business  in  the  Midland 
•Qpg^ties,  in  which  the  cashier  was  charged 
with  the  embezzlement  of  several 
thousands  of  pounds.  He  admitted  that 
he  had  not  accounted  for  the  money,  but 
pleaded  he  had  paid  it  away  in  commis- 
^ons  on  behalf  of  the  firm.  When  this 
was  mentioned  to  the  directors,  who 
were  prosecuting,  they  said  it  was  non- 
sense, and  that  they  had  already  allowed 
for  the  commissions.  Books  were  pro- 
duced showing  that  thousands  upon 
^thousands  a  year  were  paid  away  in  com- 
missions, and  it  was  stated  that  the  firm 
<cou]d  seldom  get  contracts  and  could  never 
secure  the  passing  of  their  goods  unless 
ithey  paid  these  conmiissions  to  the  people 
bemiKl  die  scenes.  ^TThis  8ur)Bl^  is  a 
anatter  of  great  impirtaiice.  Thee«nl«fxhe 


system  is  not  only  that  the  money  goes 
out  of  the  pockets  of  persons  who  ought 
not  to  pay  it  into  the  pockets  of  those  who 
ought  not  to  receive  it.  That  is  not  the 
extent  of  the  evil.  The  whole  practice  is 
;  demoralising,  and  one  of  the  consequences 
is  that  the  person   purchasing  generally 

Sts  an  inferior  article.     I  will  give  your 
rdships  a  concrete  case.     A  submarine 
cable    had    to    be  laid.      Tenders  were 
advertised  for,  obtained,  and  opened,  and 
the  contractors  whose  tender  was  about 
to  be  accepted,  and  the  amount  of  whose 
tender  approximated  to  the  real  value  of 
a  good  cable  which   would  answer  the 
requirements  contained  in  the  advertise- 
ment, were  told  by  those  behind  the  scenes 
that  before  the  contract  would  be  given  to 
them  they  would  have  to  pay  commission 
j  amounting  to  some  £100,000.     What  was 
I  the  result  1  The  contracting  company  were 
I  compelled  to  consider  their  shareholders. 
I  They  could  not  make  a  profit  if  they  paid 

•  this  large  sum  of  money  in  commissions, 
■  and  so  were  compelled  to  deliver  an 
I  inferior  cable,  which,  in  the  course  of  a 
'  few  months,  frayed  away,  and  when  lifted 
I  was  found  to  be  so  badly  constructed  that 
I  it  could  not  properly  be  repaired,  and  the 
;  whole  of  the  £600,000  which  had  been 

spent  upon  the  undertaking  was  entirely 
lost.  Surely  evils  like  these  are  worthy 
of  the  attention  of  the  Legislature.  I  do 
not  know  anyone  more  capable  of  dealing 
!  with  this  phase  of  commercial  dishonesty 
!  than  one  who  admiinsters  justice,  and  who 

•  constantly  sees  the  evils  that  arise  from 
;  the  system.  I  sincerely  congratulate  the 
I  noble  and  learned  Lord,  the  Lord  Chief 
!  Justice,  on  the  introduction  of  this  Bill, 
I  and  I  trust  that  with  the  good  aid  of  the 

noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
he  may  be  able  to  carry  into  law  this 
measure,  which  will  tend  to  the 
destruction  of  an  evil  and  disgraceful 
system. 

♦Lord  RUSSELL  of  KILLOWEN: 
t  My  Lords,  I  am  glad  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  and  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  has  just 
addressed  the  House  find  themselves  able 
to  give  such  cordial  support  to  this  Bill. 
The  evijs  of  the  system  of  illicit  secret 
commissions  have  been  pointed  out  so 
frequently  that  I  do  not  propose  to 
trouble  your  Lordships  now  with  any 
observations  upon  them.  The  matter 
could  not  have  been  more  pithily  stated 
than  it  was  some  time  ago  in  th^  cjoVxcclts^ 
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niilitiflhftd   ftn  arfiVli-    in   r^^VftrPin*^^    tn  thp     ^^^^   and   illicit   commiflaiona   ui    trade  and 
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currt^^pondeiice  on  the  matter  which  had  ;  that  ^ueli  pra^tice^  are  senaualy  aemomlimng 

appeared  iti  it«  cohimns,  in  the  course  of  j  to  iotiUiitunl  chamit^rjnjnrioua  to  indtistrial 


public  ^1 
»mtfod^l 


lid 
h9^ 
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which  it  said — 

"  Kir»t  came  Aolicitom  ^ccuaeil  of  htetpayinc 
the  tnist  of  their  emploYera,  and  leaguing  with 
thin  I  partie;*  ti>  dividt^  iaeti  to  which  they  hud 
no  wort  of  jioHt  I'lainj.  Then  followed  hankers, 
auctioneers,  architectsS,  inBurauce  a^tits,  and 
aocountantH,  There  doe&  not  s«eetn,  iJi  short,  to 
he  s.ny  end  to  the  r&riuticatioM  of  this  eanken 
which  has  gn)Vvn  to  sue)*  a  height  as  to 
thieaten  the  extinction  of  honesvt  idaiti-deiiUiig 
altogether.  It  nuiy  be  traced,  inaeeil  through 
a  iiiucU  ^vitler  ramilicatioti  thaia  the  eoire- 
stKindeoce  we  have  publbhed  htm  us  yet  di^- 
ctoiieii,  and  tlirough  all  Bhaili*^  of  aue&tioQ- 
ablene'^ts,  from  flireet  bribery  of  the  moibit 
corrupt  kind,  such  liB  that  of  the  arcliitect  or 
engitiLHjr  who  rec^eives  douceurs  from  the  con- 
tractofH  and  trail e^uien  whom  he  is  bound  to 
overh>okt  to  the  more  venial^  but  stiU  not 
justiliable,  gif  U  or  '  dineonot*! '  or  *  biiU  cuniniis- 
siona  *  which  nouiinally  unimid  agents,  such  as 
luMikers,  may  receive  from  a  broker/' 

I  am  ghd  to  be  able  to  my  that  the 
public  di8Cueaion  of  this  (^iiestioti  has 
already  worked  for  the  public  Mlvantage. 
I  have  receivcxi  a  great  many  communica- 
tions from  firms,  notably  from  some  in  the 
printing  trade,  which  whm  the  theatre  of 
Bomeofthe  moat  perniciouH  of  these  prac- 
tices^ to  the  effect  that  they  are  Ijinfling 
themselves  together  so  as  by  co-operation 
on  their  part  to  do  away  with  the  system. 
This  Bill  comes  l>efore  your  Loniships  and 
liofore  the  public  under  circumstances 
whiuh  I  venture  to  think  are  unique.  It 
has  been  circulated  more  widely  and  has 
received  a  larger  amount  of  what  I  may 
cidl  representative  support  than  any 
Bill  I  know  of.  1  i^ill  only  trouble 
your  Lordabips  with  two  or  three  of  the 
more  impurtatit  inatancesj.  The  Associa- 
tion of  Trade  Protection  Hocietics,  repre- 
senting seventy-four  societies  and  com- 
j)rising  34,000  membera,  passed  a  resolu- 
tion unanimously  expreasing — 

**  the  necesHity  for  a  great  effort  lieing  made  to         _ 
attack,  expo^   and  eradkate  the  jieraiciooi*  |  bu'ii(ie"r  to'^ntinue  h^^^ 

system  of  dlicit  secret  commtsHious/  ^  ^t^te  of  the  law  if  he  did  not  give  comiuUioas. 

owing  to  the  fact  that  carriagea  reqaire  ^Ltrm 
ordinary  care  taken  of  tliem  in  the  way  of 


and  comiiiercial  enterprise  of  every  kind,  and 
especially  detractive  and  harmful  to  all  form* 
of  co-operatiou  and  to  municipal  and  public 
bodiea  generally,  and  we  trust  tiiat  the  mca 
of  putting  the  priiicij[ile  of  the  Bill  in  crperatfi 
wifl  be  unreetrit^tesl. 

A  similar  resolution  was  parsed  hv  the 
Manchester  Society  of  Chartered  Ac- 
countants and  by  a  public  meeting  held  in 
Birmingham  to  consider  the  Bill ;  ajid 
those  resolutions  w^ere  passed  not  upon  tho^ 
general  principle  of  the  measure,  but  aft 
they  had  hatl  the  opportunity  of  seeing 
and  fully  considering  the  Bill  itselL  Th 
Association  of  Chambers  of  Commerce  of 
the  Unitetl  Kingdom,  representing  ninety- 
three  Chambers  of  Commerce^  passed  the 
following  resolution  during  the  laat 
month — 

"  That  this  Association  approves  in  prinei*' 
pie  of  the  Prevention  of  CorniiPtion  Hill  intro] 
duceil  in  the  Session  of  189^)  by  ijofd  Ku*»el!  of  I 
Killowen,  and  trunt^  tliat,  with  f)uch  amend-  f 
nicnts  as  may  be  nece^Hary  on  points  of  detidlj 
the  measure  may  pase  into  law  during  tbt] 
present  session/' 

Only  this  mornings  as  I  was  comiDg  dowii| 

to  your  Lordships'  House,  I  receiveti  a 
letter  from  a  gentlema-n  who  does  not  wisb 
his  name  to  l>e  made  public,  but  whom  I 
personally  know,  which  1  think  is  worth 
reading  to  yom*  Lordships  because  It 
justihea  the  remark  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Loitl  on  the  Woolsack  that  the 
ramifications  of  this  system  are  almmt 
infinite.  My  correspondent  is  in  a  large 
way  of  business  as  a  carriage  maker  and 
seller,  and  is  also  a  large  buyer  of  hon*e§t. 
He  writes^ 

"The  custom  of  coacltbuiJder*  giving  cwii- 
niiiifiion»  to  the  wervante  of  their  euatotuers  i» 
umversjd,  and  i  know  oi  no  exceptions.  The 
rate  varies  from  2^  to  5  per  cent,  on  new 
earriagesj  and  m  much  as  10  per  cent,  oa 
repairs-     It  wouhl  l>e  iniposwible  for  a  coach 


Another  even  more  important  reaoluticMi  is 
the  one  passed  by  the  Congress  of  Co- 
operative Societies,  including  a  member- 
ship of  one  million  and  a  half,  representing 
a  capital  exceeding  ^20,000,000,  and  viith 
a  yearly  turn-over  in  trade  of  nearly 
J&70»000,000,  The  resolution  was  as 
follows — 


*That  thiw    Conirrefw  expreH?tes  its   strong 


washing  ott' the  niuil,  etc.,  and  if  a  coachiuan 
did  not  receive  his  commiasion  he  would  not 
take  that  i;\tia  care  q(  hi»  carriage,  and  in  six 
months  the  carriiige  would  have  fiulfered  verv' 
greatly,  ami  yet  nothimr  could  be  pro^ail 
agaitiBt  the  coachman.  The  result  would  lie  a 
customer  would  have  a  damtigetl  carriage  and 
the  coHchbuihlera  reputation  would  have 
aullereiL    \\ith  regard  to  burses,  I  hav€ 


Ix>uglii 

^  .^ .     -_      .._  .       several  h tun i red t*  and  know  something  of  yi0 

approval  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill  promote!!  :  traile,  and  it   m  the  u^ual   practice   for    the 
h>y  the  I^rd  Chief  duntioe  with  the  object  of  j  coachman  to  receive     the  alitllinga"  {m  the 

£0^  //tmeii  of  KUimrnn. 
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shilling  in  eaeh  guinea  is,  called  in  the  trade), 
and  though  I  think  in  many  cases  the  coach- 
man does  not  ask  for  it,  it  is  hard  for  him  to 
refuse  if  the  dealer  offers  it  on  condition  of 
his  master  baying  the  horse.  In  the  building 
trade  oommis^^ions  are  paid  to  servants  for 
refNairs  and  decorations  to  houses,  but  not  on  a 
Herious  scale.  It  iH  within  my  own  knowledge 
that  the  general  practice  amongst  provision 
dealers  is  to  give  commissions  to  the  servants  ; 
and  I  know  of  a  cook  who  was  approached 
by  a  provision  dealer  with  a  bribe  to  actually 
tipoil  m  the  cookine  the  provisions  supplied 
by  a  rival  firm,  and  when  the  cook  refused 
she  was  approached  a  second  time,  and  then 
she  informed  her  master  of  the  circumstances.'* 

I  hope  I  shall  have  the  benefit  of  the 
advice  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  as  to  the  best  way  of  deal- 
ing with  this  Bill,  in  order  to  secure  its 
passing  into  law  at  as  early  a  period  as 
possible. 

On  Question,  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2« 
accordingly. 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 

♦Lord  WINDSOR :  In  consequence  of 
the  insertion  of  Clause  4  in  the  Standing 
Committee  the  Irish  Office  have  drawn 
my  attention  to  a  consequential  Amend- 
ment. The  Libraries  Offences  Act, 
1898,  does  not  apply  to  Ireland,  and 
therefore  it  will  be  necessary  to  move  an 
Amendment  in  Clause  IL  I  will  submit 
that  Amendment  on  the  Third  Reading. 

The  LORD  PRIVY  SEAL  (Viscount 
Cross)  :  I  have  to  say,  on  behalf  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  that  they 
entirely  accept  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 

Bill  to  be  read  3«  on  Thursday  next. 

Hou^e  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Five  of  the  clock,  till  To- 
morrow, half  past  Ten  of  the 
clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Monday,  2nii  April,  1900. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


LAND  REGISTRY  (NEW  BUILDINGS) 
BILL  (STANDING  ORDER  COMPLIED 
WITH). 

Mr.   Spsakkr    laid    upon    the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the   Examiners  of 


Petitions  for  Private  Bills  pursuant  to 
the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  29th  day 
of  March,  That,  in  the  case  of  the 
following  Bill,  the  Standing  Orders  which 
are  applicable  thereto  have  been  complied 
with,  viz. : — 

Land  Registry  (New  Buildings)  Bill. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  [Lonls]  (STANDING 
ORDERS  NOT  PREVIOUSLY  IN- 
QUIRED INTO  COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bills,  originatinff  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  l?irst 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders 
not  previously  inquired  into,  and  which 
are  applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied 
with,  viz.  : — 

Government  Stock  and  other  Securities 
Investment  Company  Bill  [Lordsl 

Newport  (Monmouthshire)  Gas  Bill 
[Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a 
second  time. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  (STAND- 
ING  ORDERS  APPLICABLE  THERETO 
COMPLIED  W^ITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Re- 
port from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 
tions for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case 
of  the  following  Bills,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing 
Orders  which  are  applicable  thereto  have 
been  complied  with,  viz.: — 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional   Orders 

(No.  1)  Bill. 
Electric  Lighting  Provisional   Order 

(No.  2)  Bill. 
Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(No.  1)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a* 
second  time  to-morrow. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  (NO 
STANDING  ORDERS  APPLICABLE). 

Mr,  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Re- 
port from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 
tions for  Private  Bills,  That  in  the  case 
of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  no  Standing 
Orders  are  applicable,  viz. : — 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Orders  (No.  2)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  to-morrow. 
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PRIVATE  BILL  PETITIONS  (STANDING 
ORDERS  NOT  COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Re- 
port from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 
tions for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case 
of  the  Petition  for  the  following  Bill,  the 
Standing  Orders  have  not  been  complied 
with,  viz. : — 

Bray  Urban  District  Council. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  be  referred 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders. 

CHESHIRE  LINES  COMMITTEE  BILL. 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

GREAT  EASTERN  RAILWAY  BILL. 
Read    the    third    time,    and     passed. 
[New  Title.] 

GREAT    NORTHERN    RAILWAY    BILL. 

NORTH    WARWICKSHIRE    WATER 

BILL.  I 

SPALDING  URBAN  DISTRICT  COUNCIL  I 
(WATER)  BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed.  , 

GREAT     YARMOUTH     PORT    AND      1 
HAVEN  BILL. 


As  amended,  considered ;  Amendments  i 
made ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time.  | 

READING    CORPORATION    (TRAM-      | 

WAYS)  BILL. 

SOUTHPORT   WATER    BILL. 

WIDNES   AND   RUNCORN    BRIDGE 
BILL. 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

DONEGAL  RAILWAY  BILL  [Lords]. 

.      DUNDEE  HARBOUR  BILL  [Lords]. 

LANCASHIRE     INEBRIATES    ACTS 
BOARD  BILL  [Lords]. 

MENSTONE  WATER  (TRANSFER)  BILL 
[Lords]. 

OTLEY    URBAN    DISTRICT  COUNCIL 
WATER  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
relating  to  Dewsbury,  Llandudno,  Mac- 
clesfield, Manchester*    Newton-in-Maker- 


I  field,  W^an,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
I  Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU  and  Mr.  Chaplin. 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
i  ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
I  of  the  Local  Gk)vemment  Board  relating 
]  to  Dewsbury,  Llandudno,  Macclesfield, 
Manchester,  Newton  -  in  -  Makerfield, 
;  Wigan,"  presented  accordingly,  and  read 
I  the  first  time ;  to  be  referred  to  the 
i  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills, 
,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  164.] 

BRADFORD  CORPORATION  BILL. 

Ordered,  that  the  Minutes  of  Evidence 
taken  on  the  Bradford  Water  and  Im- 
provement Bill,  in  Session  1881,  the 
Pudsey  Oas  Bill,  in  Session  1887,  and 
the  Bradford  Tramways  and  Improve- 
ment Bill,  in  Session  1899,  be  referred 
to  the  Selecl.  Committee  on  Police  and 
Sanitary  Regulations    Bills. — {Mr.   Caki- 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS. 

Copy  ordered,  "of  Memorandum  stating 
the  nature  of  the  Proposals  contained  in 
the  Provisional  Orders  included  in  the 
Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
1)  BiW— {Mr.  Ritchie.) 


Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
120.] 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS. 

Copy  ordered,  "of  Memorandum  stating 
the  nature  of  the  Proposals  contained  in 
the  Provisional  Orders  included  in  the 
Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
2)  Bill."— (^r.  Ritchie.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
121.] 

HARBOUR,  &c.,  BILLS. 
Copy  ordered,  "of  the  Report  of  the 
Board   of  Trade   on   the  North  Eastern 
Railway  Bill  [Lords]."— (Afr.  RUchie.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
122.] 

EXETER  CORPORATION  BILL. 
Reported,  with  Amendments;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
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MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS.  SUNDAY  CLOSING  (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 

BILL. 


That  they  have  agreed  to 

[ilitary  Lands  Provisi 
without  Amendment, 


wi-A        T     J    T>      •  •       1  r\^     T>-n   I      Petitions    in    favour    from     Lincoln ; 
Mihtory  Lands  Provisional  Order  Bill,    Li^^hin^th ;  Wrexham ;  and  Edinburgh  ; 

to  he  upon  the  lable. 


That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  

"An  Act  to  authorise  the  Commissioners  DET/7Trri>^r  f    uvu  i />'/»(?    T?i^n 

of  the  burgh  of  Motherwell  to  provide  an  RETURNS,  REl  OhlS,  ETC. 

additional  water  supply  to  the  burgh;:  

and  to  make  and  maintain  new  and  addi-  CHARITY    COMMLSSfON    (ENGLAND 

tioiuu   waterworks ;    and  for  other  pur-  AND  WALES). 

poses/'     Motherwell  Water  Bill  [I^rds].  ^^^  presented  o/  Forty-seventh  Re- 

MOTHERWELL  WATER  BILL  [LordH].  ^'\  ">{  '^^^w1^^  Commissioners   for 

^     ,    ,      ^         .              ,      i.        1  England  and  Wales  [by  Command] ;  to 

Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to  ^^  ^     „  the  Table, 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 


Bills. 


PETITIONS.  i 

I 


PARLIAMENTARY  CONSTITUENCIES 
(ELECTORS,  ETC.)  (UNITED  KING- 
DOM). 


Return   presented,  relative  thereto  (in 

continuation     of    Parliamentary    Paper^ 

ECCLESIASTICAL   ASSESSMENTS         No.  78,  of  Session,  1899)  [Address,  31st 

(SCOTLAND)  BILL.  j  January ;  Sir  Charles  Dilke]  ;  to  lie  upon 

Petitions  in  favour,    from   Ding>vall ;  |  the   Table,    and   to    be    printed.      [No. 

Chimside  ;  Nairn ;    and   Edinburgh;    to  i  116.] 

lie  iipon  the  Table.  I 

;       EAST  INDIA  (LOANS  RAISED   IN 
LOCAL  AUTHORITIES    OFFICERS'  ENGLAND). 

SUPERANNUATION    BILL  I      Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  all  Loans 

Petitions  in   favour,   from  Chiswick ;    j^ised   in    England,    chargeable    on  the 

and  Northfleet ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table.        .  Revenues  of  India,  outstanding  at  the 

'  commencement  of  the  half-year  ending  on 
MIDWIVES  BILL.  i  ^^^q  31st  March.  1900,  etc.  [by  Act] ;  to 

Petition  from  Leicester,  in  favour ;  to  !  He  upon   the  Table,  and  to  be  printed, 
lie  upon  the  Table.  :  [No.  117.] 

PARL^AMENT^^^  SERVICES,     1900-1901     (SUPER- 
TENSION  TO  WOMEN)   BILL.  ANNUATION     AND   RETIRED    AL- 
Petition  from  Edinburgh,  in  favour;  to  LOWaNCES). 
lie  upon  the  Table.                                      |  Q^^y  presented,  of  Appendix  to  the 

ftAT  F    OR    ixTTHYTP ATTMi •     T  TMi  riR^  !  Estimate  for  Civil  Services,  Class  6,  Vote 
SALE     OF^  mTOX^CA^TI^^^^^^^  LU^t ORS  .      ^  .^^  ^,  Superannuation  and 

„  ^.^.      ,         o    •  J        ■     1  ^     Retired  Allowances  payable  on  the  30th 

Petition  from  Swindon,  in  favour ;  to  ,  j^^^^^^^^.^    jggg   r^^    Command];    Be- 
lie upon  the  Table.  ;  f^^^  ^  j},g  Committee  of  Supply,  and 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO^^^  P""*«^-  t^*''  ^^^'^ 
CHILDREN  BILL. 
Petitions  in  favour,  from  Gateshead ;!  PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  (NAVY  VOTES). 
J.  Wallace  Hood,  junior,  and  others ;  j  Copy  presented,  of  Treasury  Minute^ 
Keiehley  ;  Glasgow  ;  North  Road  ;  Ches- 1  dated  24th  March  1900,  under  the  appro- 
ter  le  Street ;  Wrexham  ;  Lincoln  ;  Tyne- :  priation  Act,  1899,  authorising  the 
mouth ;  Pendleton  ;  Exeter ;  Bacup ;  ;  temporary  application  of  Surpluses  on 
Newcastle-on-Tyne ;  and  Folkestone;  to  '  certain  Navy  votes  for  the  year  1899- 
lie  upon  the  Table.  1900,  to  meet  excesses  on  certain  other 

Navy  Votes  for  the  same  year  [pursuant 
to  Resolution  of  the  House  of  4th  March 


STREET  NOISES  BILL. 


Petition  from  Wandsworth,  in  favour  ;    1879] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
to  lie  upon  the  Table.  j  printed.     [No.  119.] 
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DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  ACTS,  1894  AND 
1896  (IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  in  pursuance 
of  the  Acts  as  regards  Ireland  for  the 
jear  1899  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

REVENUE  AND  EXPENDITURE  (ENG- 
LAND, SCOTLAND,  AND  IRELAND). 

Return  ordered,  "showing,  for  the 
year  ending  the  31st  day  of  March,  1900, 
>(l)  the  amount  contributed  by  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland  respectively  to  the 
Revenue  collected  by  Imperial  officers ; 
{2)  the  expenditure  on  English,  Scotch, 
And  Irish  services  met  out  of  such , 
Revenue  ;  and  (3)  the  balances  of 
Revenue  contributed  by  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland  respectively  which  are 
available  for  Imperial  expenditure  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  317,  of  Session  1899). 'M^^-  Laugh,) 


QUESTIONS, 


SOUTH       AFRICAN      WAR     —     BOER 
PRISONERS— PLACE  OF  CUSTODY. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  i 
Mr.  Schreiner  has  made  representations  i 
to   Her   Majesty's   Government    with   a  , 
view  to  prevent  the  Boer  prisoners  of 
war  being  sent  to  St.  Helena  ;  if  so,  what 
reply  has  the  Government  made  ;  is  this 
removal  to  a  distant  island  necessary  for 
the  safe  custody  of  these  prisoners  ;  and, 
if  not,  why  are  they  to  be  sent  to  the 
island ;    and   will   Mr.   Schreiner's  letter 
and  the  reply  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment   be    laid   upon   the    Table   of  the 
House. 

Mr,  flavin  (Kerry,  N.)  had  the  fol- 
lowing question  on  the  Paper  :  To  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  Mr. 
Schreiner,  Prime  Minister  of  Cape  Colony, 
has  issued  a  protest  to  the  Imperial 
Government  against  the  deportation  of 
Boer  prisoners  to  St.  Helena;  and 
whether  any  reply  to  such  protest  has 
been  given  ;  and,  if  so,  would  he  state  the 
substance  of  the  reply. 

The  FIRST  LORD   of  the   TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  It  is  the  fact  that  Mr.  Schreiner  ex- 
presaed  objection  to  the  removal  of  the 


I  prisoners  to  St.  Helena,  and  that  objec- 
tion was  communicated  to  Her  Majesty's 
Grovemment.  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
having  dven  the  fullest  consideration  to 
the  whole  subject,  do  not  see  their  way 
to  alter  their  policy  of  sending  a  certain 

,  number  of  these  prisoners  to  St.  Helena. 

I  Mr.  FLYNN :  Was  this  removal  neces- 
sary for  the  safe  custody  of  the  prisoners  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  was'  dic- 
tated in  part  by  military  considerations. 

PROCLAMATIONS  AGAINST  LOOTING. 
Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he 
has  any  information  to  the  effect  that  the 
farms  around  Ladysmith  have  been  much 
damaged  by  the  Boer  forces  during  the 
investment;  that  the  farmhouse  of  the 
Mayor  of  Ladysmith  between  Lombard's 
Kop  and  Pepworth  Hill  has  been  com- 
pletely gutted,  the  furniture  removed, 
and  the  walls  of  the  buildings  and  their 
fittings  destroyed,  and  that  on  the  route 
taken  by  the  British  troops  between 
Kimberley  and  Bloemfontein  farmhouses 
have  been  sacked  and  burned  or  seriously 
damaged,  and  the  furniture  generally 
destroyed ;  and,  if  so,  will  general  com- 
manding officers  be  instructed  to  take  all 
possible  steps  to  prevent  looting  and 
destruction  of  property  by  the  British 
forces. 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
1X)R  WAR  (Mr.  Wyndham,  Dover): 
The  hon.  Member's  question  confuses  two 
charges — one  against  the  enemy's  forces, 
accusing  them  of  destroying  property  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Ladysmith  ;  a 
second  against  British  troops,  accusing 
them  of  destroying  property  between 
Kimberley  and  Bloemfontein.  No  in- 
formation has  reached  us  from  Lord 
Roberts  in  respect  of  either  allegation. 
But  the  hon.  Member  must  be  aware  that 
stringent  orders  have  been  issued  by 
Lord  Roberts  to  British  troops  warning 
them  of  the  consequences  of  any  such 
acts.  I  do  not  know  of  any  similar  order 
having  been  issued  by  the  enemy's 
generals.  Nor  can  I  guess  the  hon. 
Member's  object  in  confusing  the  two 
charges,  unless  it  was  to  exhibit  this 
gratSying  contrast. 

Mr,  FLYNN:  I  had  no  intention  of 
confusing  the  issues  at  all.  I  think  pro- 
clamations should  be  issued  by  both  sides. 
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ARMY  DOCTORS  AT  THE  FRONT. 

Mr  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  if  he  will  state  the  highest  and 
lowest  remuneration  to  be  paid  to  Army 
doctors  engaged  in  the  war  in  South 
Africa,  out  of  the  £15,000  provided  in 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  for  pay  of 
Array  Medical  Service,  and  the  highest 
and  loirest  remuneration  to  be  paid  to 
civilian  medical  practitioners  engaged  in 
the  war  in  South  Africa,  out  of  the 
£50,000  provided  in  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  for  pay  of  civilian  medical 
practitioners ;  and  will  he  also  state  how 
many  civilian  medical  practitioners  offered 
their  services  gratuitously;  and,  if  so, 
were  any  accepted. 

Mr.  W^YNDHAM  :  The  highest  rate 
of  pay  and  allowances  dravn  by  officers 
of  the  Army  Medical  Staff  in  South 
Africa  is  £1,752  per  annum,  and  the 
lowest  rate  £336  17s.  6d.  The  remunera- 
tion of  all  civil  medical  practitioners  in 
South  Africa,  except  consulting  surgeons, 
is  £428  17s.  6d.  a  year ;  consulting  sur- 
geons are  paid  at  the  rate  of  £5,000 
a  year.  Considerably  over  3,000  appli- 
cations have  been  received  from  doctors 
for  employment  in  South  Africa,  but  no 
record  has  been  kept  to  show  how  many 
offered  their  services  gratuitously.  The 
gratuitous  services  of  Sir  Thomas  Fitz- 
gerald and  of  the  late  Dr.  Grigg  were 
offered  and  accepted. 

CENSORSHIP. 
Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
censorship  now  established  in  British 
South  Africa  includes  in  its  operation 
letters  or  other  documents  passing  in  the 
mails;  and,  in  that  case,  under  what 
authority,  statutory  or  otherwise,  is  it 
exercised. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  censorship  is 
established  under  the  authority  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and,  as  my  hon. 
friend  the  Financial  Secretary  pointed  out 
in  a  reply  to  a  question  put  on  8th  March,  • 
it  is  not  desirable  to  make  known  particu- 
lars with  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  censorship  is  exercised. 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS ;  May  I  take  it,  then, 
that  although  a  reply  was  given  to*  me 
on  March  8th  as  to  the  authority  under 

*  See  The  Parliamentary  Debates  [Fourth 
Series].  Vol.  Ixxz.,  page  37U 


which  the  censorship  of  telegrams  is 
exercised,  we  are  not  to  have  a  similar 
reply  in  respect  of  the  authority  under 
which  the  censorship  of  mails  is 
exercised  1 

*Mr.  AVYNDHAM  :  I  do  not  construe 
the  previous  reply  precisely  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  does.  In  the  Telegraphic 
Convention  of  St.  Petersburg,  1875,  un- 
doubtedly there  are  articles  which  con- 
template the  censorship  of  mails  during 
war.  I  have  made  a  cursory  perusal  of 
the  Convention  of  Washington,  which  is 
of  a  much  later  date,  and  I  can  find  no 

I  such  articles.  But  in  any  case  such 
articles  would  only  be  inserted  in  antici- 
pation of  such  action  as  any  Government 

\  must  take  in  time  of  war  or  rebellion  ; 

I  and  anyone  who  is  aggrieved  must  seek 

i  redress  in  the  usual  manner. 

! 

I  MARTIAL  LAW. 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  over 

;  what  area  in  British   South  Africa   has 

'  martial  law  been  proclaimed,  and   what 

•  was  the  date  of  such  proclamation. 

I     The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 

THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
!  Birmingham,  W.) :  With  regard  to  the 
I  proclamation  of  martial  law  in  the  Cape 

Colony  up  to  the  1 2th  March,  I  have  to 
I  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  my  answer  of 
I  that  date  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mont- 
I  gomeryshire.*  Since  then  on  22nd  March 
i  Gordonia  has  been  placed  under  martial 

law.  With  regard  to  Natal  martial  law 
i  was  proclaimed  over  the  northern  part  of 
j  the  colony  on  15th  October,  and  over  the 

whole  colony  on  23rd  October.  Martial 
i  law  was  also  proclaimed  in  the  Mangwe, 

I  Tuli,  Matobo,  Bulalima,  and  Mawaboni 
districts  of  Southern  Rhodesia  on  25th 
November. 

SOUTH    WALES    BORDERERS— IN- 
,  SUBORDINATE    VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr.  M*KENNA  (Monmouthshire,  N.) : 

I I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
I  for  War  whether  his  attention  has  been 
'•  called  to  the  case  of  John  Garland  and 

Tom  Phelps,  No.  7,553  and  No.  9,563 
respectively.  Active  Service  Company 
South  Wales  Borderers,  who  recently 
volunteered  at  Newport,  Monmouthshire, 
for  service  in  South  Africa ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  after  enlistment  both  these 
Volunteers  were  discharged  for  the  sole 
offence  of  being  absent  one  day  without 

•  See  The  Parliaiiuntarij  Debatz^  ^Fowcc^Vv 
Series],  Vol.  Ixxx.,  paga  5^^. 
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leave;  and  whether,  seeing  that  other 
Volunteers  who  committ^  the  same 
offence  have  been  allowed  to  proceed  to 
the  front  after  punishment  according  to 
the  regulations,  he  can  hold  out  any 
prospect  that  these  Volunteers  will  be 
allowed  to  proceed  to  the  front  in  accor- 
dance with  their  desire. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  I  am  afraid  that 
the  hon.  Member  has  considerably  under- 
stated the  offence  committed  by  these 
men.  They  were  absent  from  the  in- 
specting officer's  parade  on  the  10th  Feb- 
ruary, and  were  duly  warned  that  a 
repetition  of  the  offence  would  lead  to 
discharge.  They  were,  however,  again 
absent  from  inspection  on  the  12th, 
having  broken  out  of  barracks  when 
prisoners  at  large.  When  they  returned 
after  thirty-six  hours  absence  they  had 
evidently  been  drinking  heavily.  After 
an  interval,  when  they  were  considered 
sufficiently  sober,  they  were  ordered  to  be 
discharged. 

ARMY  COMMISSIONS  —  PROMOTIONS 
FROM  THE  RANKS. 
Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  in  the  existing  dearth 
of  trained  officers  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  granting  commissions  to 
some  of  the  young  men  now  serving  as 
non-commissioned  officers  and  privates  in 
Her  Majesty's  service,  many  of  them  now 
at  the  front  in  South  Africa,  who,  prior 
to  enlistment,  passed  the  qualifying 
examination  for  the  Army,  but  were  not 
sufficiently  high  upon  the  list  to  enable 
them  to  gain  admission  at  a  time  when 
the  competition  was  abnonnally  severe. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  Fifty  commissions 
have  been  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Lord 
Roberts  to  be  given  to  all  classes  of  troops 
under  his  command  irrespective  of  rank 
or  corps.  In  addition  he  has  been  asked 
to  nominate  a  few  deserving  non-commis- 
sioned officers  for  promotion  for  good 
service.  These  will  be  exclusive  of  any 
who  may  hereafter  be  recommended  for 
distinguished  service  in  the  field.  And, 
further,  eighteen  non-commissioned  officers 
who  were  noted  as  candidates  for  promo- 
tion have  recently  been  selected  for  com- 
missions, and  will  be  gazetted  as  soon  as 
they  are  reported  medically  fit. 

SIR   GEORGE  WHITE  AND  THE  WAR 
OFFICE. 
Mr.  SWIFT  MacNEILL  (Donegal,  S.): 
I    beg   to  ask   the   Under  Secretary  of 


State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Sir  Georce  White  has  stated  that  efforts 
were  made  by  the  War  Office  to  super- 
sede him,  and  that  those  efforts  were  jmtc- 
vented  by  Sir  Redvers  Buller ;  and,  if  so, 
what  action  is  proposed  by  the  War 
Office. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  No,  Sii-. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  I  shaU  repeat 
this  question  when  Sir  George  White 
arrives  in  this  coiuitry. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  hon.  Member 
may  repeat  the  question,  but  I  should  like 
to  take  this  opportunity  of  stating  that, 
while  I  am  always  ready  to  give  informa- 
tion on  questions  of  fact,  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  discuss  by  way  of  question  and 
answer  in  this  House  what  is  merely 
a  mischievous  repetition  of  unfounded 
rumours. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL,  rising  at  a 
later  stage,  said :  Perhaps  the  House  will 
bear  with  me  in  making  a  personal  eiqpla- 
nation.  The  Under  Secretary  for  War 
has  said  that  I  was  using  the  power  of 
questioning  in  order  to  put  in  mischievous 
suggestions,  and  the  cheers  with  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  received  the 
statement  proves  how  grave  is  the  accusa- 
tion against  one  in  my  capacity  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament.  As  this  is  a 
personal  explanation,  may  I  give  the 
House  the  evidence  on  which  I  based  my 
question  ? 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  No,  that  is  not  in  the 
nature  of  a  personal  explanation. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  order 
in  making  an  imputation  against  me 
which  is  wholly  unwarranted  ? 

♦Mr,  SPEAKER:  I  understood  the 
Under  Secretary  to  say  that  in  his  opinion 
these  questions  were  mischievous.  I  do 
not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
they  were  asked  from  a  mischievous 
motive. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MacNEILL:  I  submit 
with  great  respect  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said  they  had  a  mischievous  tendency. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  And  it  would  be  in 
order  to  say  that. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  What  I  said  was 
that  these  rumours  were  unfounded,  and 
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that   their  repetition    was    mischievous.  |  given    to    firms   who   have  factories   in 
So  it  is.     I  made  no  charge  against  the  !  Londonderry ;  these  shirts,  however,  do 
hen.  Member ;  it  was  merely  a  statement !  not  appear  to  be  made  there. 
of  opinion    in    which    I    was    perfectly , 

warranted  '  ARMY  CONTRACTS-QUALIFICATIONS 

!  OF   DIRECTORS'   STAFF. 


LORD    METHUEN'S    POSITION 
Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :    I  })ej 


\ 


to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  IfVar 
mth  what  command  is  Lord  Methuen  at 
present  entrusted,  and  what  is  the  nature 
of  his  duties,  civil  or  military. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  Lord  Methuen  is 
at  present  in  command  of  the  troops  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Kimberley. 

TUGELA    ENGAGEMENT— COLONEL 
LONG,    R.A. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MacNEILL  :  I  W  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  Colonel  Long,  K.A.,  who  was 
severely  wounded  in  the  battle  which 
resulted  in  the  reverse  at  Tugela,  has 
sufficiently  recovered  be  able  to  give  an 
account  of  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  British  guns  were  captured  by  the 
Boer  forces ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  circumstance  that  Sir  Redvers 
Boiler,  in  his  despatch  or  communication 
with  reference  to  the  capture  of  these 
ganBj  states  that  Colonel  Long  was  too 
111  at  the  time  to  give  any  explanation, 
Ck>lonel  Long's  explanation  will  be  duly 
published  to  enable  a  judgment  to  be 
formed  of  the  whole  transaction. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  We  have  no  official 
knowledge  of  Colonel  Long's  present  con- 
dition, but  from  private  sources  we  are 
glad  to  learn  that  he  is  making  satisfactory 
progress  towards  recovery.  It  rests  with- 
in the  discretion  of  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  in  South  Africa  to  report  upon  the 
proceedings  of  any  officer  under  him. 

ARMY  CONTRACTS  -SHIRTS. 
Mr.    DONAL     SULLIVAN    (West-. 
meath,     S.):     On    behalf    of    the    hon. 
Member  for  Londonderr}',  I  beg  to  ask 
the    Financial    Secretary    to    the    War ; 
Office  whether  any  orders  for  shirts,  and,  ! 
if  so,  to  what  amount,  have  been  placed 
ifith   the  wholesale  houses  in   London- 
derry. 

♦The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE   (Mr.   J.    Powell-  I 
WiLLUBis,  Birmingham,  S.) :  The  only  , 
shirts  ordered  by  the   War  Office    aro  ; 
flannel       Orders  for  these   have    been ; 


Mr.   SWIFT  MacNEILL  :   I   bee  to 

ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the   War 

I  Office  whether  the  members  of  the  staff  of 

'  the   Director  of   Army    Contracts    have 

'  received   any    training    of     a    business, 

j  technical,      t)r     commercial      character ; 

.  whether   complaints  have  been  received 

;  from    contractors    as    to    the   \4sits    of 

detective  officei-s  from  the  War  Office  to 

;  the  premises  of  fii-ras  supplying  stores  to 

j  the  Army  ;  and  what  are  the  rules  of  the 

Department  regulating  the  \'isits  of  these 

j  gentlemen  to  clothing,  shoe,  and  saddlery 

j  factories. 

*Mr.   j.    POWELL-WILLIAMS :  The 
staff  of  the  Director  of  Contracts  have 
'  received  adequate  training  in  the  business 
with  which  they  have  to  deal,  which  is 
;  that    of    knowing    when   the    enormous 
I  variety  and  quantity  of  stores  required 
I  for    the    Arm}'     can     he    satisfactorily, 
:  quickly,  and  economically  obtained.     The 
,  inspection  of  the  stores  is  conducted  by 
skilled  officers  and  men  on  behalf  of  the 
Department  receiving  the  stores,  and  not 
'  by  the  contract  branch.     No  complaints 
have  been  received  in  regard  to  the  visits 
i  of  officers  from  the  contract  branch  referred 
to   in  paragraph    2.       These    Wsits    are 
!  made  under  the  orders  of  the   Director 
of  Contracts,  to  ascertain  by  personal  in- 
spection, either  the  progress  that  is  being 
made  in  the  execution  of  a  current  con- 
tract, or  the  capacity  of  a  firm  to  under- 
take    orders.        Imjuiries     into    labour 
questions  also  entail  personal  visits. 

■        MISCONDUCT  OF  GOVERNMENT 
I  CONTKACTOUS. 

Mr.    HOWELL    (Middlesex,    Totten- 
,  ham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of   State  for  War   whether   he  is  aware 
that  Messrs.  Samuels,  Army  contractors, 
,  of  Ludgate  Hill,  supply  military  stores  to 
I  several  Volunteer  retriments  ;  whether  he 
will  take  steps   to   communicate  to   the 
commanding   officers  of    such   regiments 
,  the  fact  that  Messrs.  Samuels  have  been 
struck  off  the    War  Office   list  of   con- 
tractors for  supplying  defective  stores  for 
I  the  use  of  troops  in   South  Africa ;  and 
whether  he  will  give  directions  that  no 
further  orders  for  military  stores  should 
be  given  to  the  firm  in  question. 
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♦Mr.  J.  POWELL-WILLIAMS:  The 
War  Office  has  recently  been  informed 
that  Messrs.  Samuels  supply  stores  to 
several  Volunteer  regiments,  but  has  not 
been  informed  of  the  names  of  such  regi- 
ments. Means  will  be  taken  to  acquaint 
Volunteer  commanding  officers  of  the 
decision  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
respect  to  this  firm. 

DEPUTY  JUDGE  ADVOCATE. 
Mr.  HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  at  what  date 
Lord  Basil  Blackwood,  who  appears  in 
the  Army  List  for  March  as  holding  the 
post  of  Deputy  Judge  Advocate  to  Her 
Majesty's  Forces  in  South  Africa,  re- 
ceived this  appointment,  and  whether  the 
Government  were  aware  when  they  made 
the  appointment  that  he  was  a  barrister 
of  less  than  three  years  standing. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  He  was  appointed 
on  the  15th  February  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  Sir  F.  Jeune. 

Mr.  HUMPHREYS-OWEN  :  Can  the 
hon.  Gentleman  answer  the  last  few  words 
of  the  question  1 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man seems  to  be  confusing  the  Deputy 
Judge  Advocate  with  the  Deputy  Judge 
Advocate  General. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  Does  not 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  appoint  the 
Deputy  Judge  Advocate  General  ? 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  I  believe  so. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  HORSES  BY  RAIL. 
Mr.  BUTCHER  (York) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  regulations  of  the  War  Office 
require  that  horaes  for  the  use  of  the 
Regular  Army  and  the  Yeomanry  shall  be 
carried  by  rail  in  open  cattle-trucks 
instead  of  in  horse-boxes,  and  shall  be  so 
carried  without  rugs  or  clothing;  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  during  the  recent  severe 
weather,  the  adoption  of  this  regulation 
has  caused  serious  injury  to  horses,  espe- 
cially clipped  horses,  involving  consider- 
able pecuniary  loss,  and  whether  reports 
have  been  received  from  remount  officers 
condemning  the  regulation  above  referred 
to  as  cruel  and  uneconomical ;  and 
whether  the  officials  of  the  department 
who  have  the  charge  of  transport  will  be 


given  a  discretion  in  proper  cases  to  pro- 
vide clothing,  and  to  allow  the  horses  to 
be  carried  in  horse-boxes  instead  of  in 
cattle  trucks. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM:  The  regulataoM 
provide  for  the  conveyance  of  horses  in 
cattle-trucks,  which  during  severe  weather 
are  to  be  covered  with  tarpaulin  sheets. 
Last  December,  however,  instructions 
were  given  to  cover  the  trucks  with 
tarpaulin  sheets  in  all  cases,  and  the 
issue  of  horse  blankets  has  been  ordered 
for  all  horses  travelling  by  rail  during 
inclement  weather.  Since  these  orders 
have  been  issued  there  have  been  no 
complaints  from  remount  officei-s,  but  dis- 
cretion is  left  them  to  use  horse,  boxes  in 
special  cases  if  necessary.  It  is  usually 
not  possible  to  use  horse-boxes  when 
large  numbers  of  horses  have  to  be  trans- 
ported at  once,  because  the  necessary 
rolling  stock  cannot  be  collected. 

NEW  FORGING  PRESS  AT  WOOLWICH. 
Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Sheffield, 
Hallam):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  Statefor  War  whether  tenders  havebeen 
invited  for  the  construction  at  Woolwich 
of  a  3,000  ton  forging  press  ;  whether  a 
press  of  this  size  and  power  is  far  larger 
than  is  necessary  for  the  production  of 
forgings  of  the  size  to  which  the  War 
Office  have  repeatedly  promised  the 
private  trade  that  the  production  of  the 
Royal  Ordnance  Factories  should  be 
limited ;  and  whether  any  and  what  change 
of  policy  in  that  respect  is  contemplated ; 
and,  if  not,  for  what  purpose  is  the  3,000- 
ton  forging  press  required. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  Tenders  havebeen 
invited  for  a  3,000-ton  forging  press  for 
erection  in  the  ordnance  factories  at 
Woolwich  to  take  the  place  of  the  present 
steam  hammer,  which  is  worn  out.  The 
press  is  larger  than  is  necessary  for  the 
production  of  forgings  of  the  size  hitherto 
made  in  these  factories.  It  is,  however, 
intended  to  restrict  the  use  of  the  press 
in  ordinary  time  to  the  production  of 
forgings  of  the  size  hitherto  made  ;  but  it 
is  considered  necessary  to  have  a  reserve 
of  power  available  in  case  of  emergency. 

Mr.  swift  MacNEILL  :  Will  the 
authorities  consult  experts  on  forging 
subjects,  such  as  Tlie  Times  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 
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RIFLE    RANGES    IN    ESSEX.  he  any  information  beyond  the  statementa 

Mr.  gray  (West  Ham,  N.) :  I  beg  to  I  which  have  appeared  in  the  press.  They 
ask  the  Under  Swretary  of  State  for  War  I  are  not  sufficient  to  enable  anyone  to 
whether,  seeing  that  the  rifle  range  at '  express  an  opinion  whether  a  criminal 
Dford  is  likely  to  be  closed  at  no  distant '.  offence  has  been  committed.  The  case 
date,  and  that  there  are  Crown  lands  in  '  is  not  one  in  which  the  Director  of  Publio 
Essex  on  which  suitable  rifle  ranges  might '  Prosecutions  would  at  present  be  justified 
be  constructed  without  great  cost,  he  will  \  in  taking  any  action. 
make  inquiries  into  the  subject  with  a 

view  to  providing  additional  facilities  for  '  CORDITE-D  \NGEK  FROM  SPONTANE- 
Volunteer  corps  and  rifle  clubs  recruited       OUS   COMBUST  ON 

in  West  Ham  and  neighbouring  districts.  ■     ™E  "REVENGE. 

^  Sir    CHARLES    CAMERON    (Glas^ 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :    The   question   is    gow,  Bridgeton) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
under  consideration.  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  his  atten- 

tion  has   been   called   to   the  statement 
THE  BLAKELY  (tUN.  that  a  fire  was  recently  discovered  in  the 

Mr.  WEIR:  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  magazine  of  one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships. 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  he  will  consider  ^^ich  could  not  be  ascnbed  to  anythmg 
the  desirability  of  taking  steps  to  repeal  ^^^^V^  ^^^  spontaneous  combustion  of 
the  Act  of  ParHament  of  8th  April,  1859,  ^^^'^^  .f  ^'T.f  ^^.  ""!  ''JIT'''  '^'''^'^^  ' 
Vic.  22,  c.  13,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  *?l^^^f  *^1^' '^  ^^f  [^T""  ^«  ?^^^^^^^ 
invention  of  Lord  Armstrong  for  guns  of  the  fire  be  as  stated  an  official  inquir3r 
constructed  on  the  principle  invented  and  ll^^^^!'^  held,  and  with  what  result ;  and 
patented  by  the  Fate  Captain  Blakely,  if  the  fire,  as  steted,  was  found  on  inquiry 
kA.,  whosi  invention  for  guns  was  re- 1  ^  !>«  ^ue  to  the  spontaneous  combustion 
fused  bv  the  War  Office,  and  Subsequently  ^^  }^^^^^\  <^o^J^'  ^^fj^^^  any  steps  are 
adopted  by  the  Department  without  any  beinc  taken  to  guard  against  similar 
recinitiori  or  reW   to  the  true  and    f^cidents  through  cordite  hurriedly  manu-- 

ri^nal  inventor  I  '*^^^^®^  ^  meet  the  present  demand. 

A/r„  A  T  xiATirmTP.  T  fv.;«ir  fKo  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
ho^MemW^^I?adyi.eVS^S|gALTY  (Mr.  Goschkn.  St.  George's, 
that  h  *e  of  Captain  Blakelv's  Hanover  Square) :  The  occurrence  re- 
aerviceJlre  founded  on  a  misapprehension,  j  ^?^^  ^  '?  presumably  what  happened  in 
K  being  80,  it  is  impossible  to  repeal  the  magazme  of  the  "  Revenge  when  one 
X    \f  t  cartridge  spontaneously   ignited  and  set 

tne  statute.  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^j^^^.^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^      rpj^^ 

Mr.  weir  :  I  shall  call  attention  to  other  boxes  of  cartridges  in  the  magazine 
this  matter  on  the  Estimates.  were  not  affected.     Af\  ith  regard  to  this 

•  occurrence  I  made  a  statement    in   the 

TAHMv^fManAin  PHnnF^HAWK^TFv:H^^^®'^"^®P^>'^^  ^^®  ^^"-  ^^^  gallant 
JAMKSON^RAID-RHODE^^^  ,  Member  for  Eastbourne,  on  Febniary  8,* 

i-iAT»oi-ixT   /T^ \i*      TT  •        •*.  \    i  that  an  inquiry  had  been  held,  and  that 
Mr.    CARSON   (Dublin   University) :  Lj^^  ^.j^^l^^^j  ^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^ 

I  b^  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  ^^^^^  ^  ^j^^  Ordnance  Committee  for 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Public  Pro- ,  ^^^^^^^  investigation.  The  cause  of  the 
secutor  has  been  directed  to  the  abstrac- 1  explosion  has  not  yet  been  ascertained 
tion  and  receipt  of  certain  letters  from  ■  ^.^j^  certainty.     With  regard  to  the 

the  office  of  Mr.  Hawksley,  solicitor ;  j  ^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^'^  question,  there  is  no 
whether  the  mformation  in  his  possession  1^^^^^^^.^^  whatever  for  the  imputation 
shows  that  such  abstraction  and  receipt  |  ^j^^^  ^^e  explosion  was  in  any  way  due 
constitute  criminal  offences ;  and  whether  ,  ^  ^^^^^^  manufacture  to  meet  the  pre- 
the  Pubhc  Prosecutor  intends  to  take  ^^^^  ^^^^^  The  cordite  which  ignited 
any  steps  with  a  view  to  the  prosecution  \  ^^  ^^^  j^  ^g^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^  ^^^ 
of  the  parties  imphcated.  |  ^^^^^  ^^  y^^^^  ^.^^  «  Revenge."    The 

The    ATTORNEY    GENERAL    (Sir   position  of  the  Navy    as   regards    the 


Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  No 
communication  has  been  made  to  the 
Diri^ctor  of  Public  Prosecutions,  nor  has 


supply  of  cordite  has  not  been  such  as  to 

*  See  The  Parliamentary  L 
Series],  Vol.  IxxxdiL,  page  917. 
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require  the  placing  of  any  special  or  |  Guaranteed  Loan  of  1855  was  aimed  by 
hurried  orders.  The  orders  for  1899- 1  the  Secretary  of  State  for  JForeigii 
1900  were  placed  in  due  course  in  June  >  Affairs  and  Costaki   Pasha  in   August, 


last  year,  and  those  for  1900-1901  will  be 
placed  almost  immediately. 

FLOGGING  IN  NAVAL  PRISONS. 
Captain  NORTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment if  he  can  state  whether  the  rules  of 
Her   Majesty's  prisons  apply    to  naval 
prisons  ;     and    who    is    the    confirming 
authority  in    the   case   of    sentences   of  I 
flogging  in  naval  prisons  under  the  new  : 
Pnsons  Act.  ! 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  rules  of  Her  ! 
Majesty's  prisons  are  applied  by  Ad- 1 
miralty  regulations  to  naval  prisons,  so 
far  as  the  special  circumstances  of  the 
naval  service  admit.  In  cases  of  punish- 
ment by  flogging  in  naval  prisons  under 
the  new  Act,  the  Visitors  adjudicate.  No 
superior  confirming  authority  is  provided 


1898  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  application  is 

to  be  made  to  Parliament  during  this 

,  session  for  ratification  of  the  convention, 

I  he  will  explain  what  is  the  cause  of  the 

!  delay. 

♦Mr.    BRODRICK:   The  negotiations 

I  on  the  subject  are  incomplete  and  are  at 

I  present    suspended.      I    regret  that  no 

.  statement     can     be    made    at     present 

respecting  them. 


WESTERN    AUSTRALIA— GOLDFIELDS 
DISTRICT    PETITION. 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  it  was  with  the  know- 
ledge and  sanction  of  the  Colonial  Office 
that  the  Governor  of  Western  Australia, 
on  sailing  for  £ngland,  left  the  petition 
to  the  Queen  from  the  residents  of  the 


for.     These  rules  are  applied  to  prisons  !  goldfields  districts  for  the  consideration 
abroad  as  well  as  at  home,  and  reference  •  ^^    ^^^^^    Ministers ;    and,   whether    the 
to  a  superior  authority  would  lead    to  '  ^^*^  course  is  to  transmit  such  petitions 
inconvenience    with   prisons    on   foreign  I  direct  to  Her  Majesty. 
"^^^^ons.  I      ^^   J   CHAMBERLAIN:  I  have  no 

official    information    in   regard    to    thn 


i 


DELAGOA  BAY— CONTRABAND  OF 
WAR,  ETC. 

Colonel  MILWARD  (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  information  in  his 
possession  shows  that  the  Portuguese 
.•officials  at  Delagoa  Bay,  as  representing  ! 
a  neutral  but  friendly  and  allied  Power, 
have  done  their  utmost  to  prevent  the 
p^is^age  of  intending  combatants  and 
•contraband  of  war  through  Portuguese 
territory. 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE  ' 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr.  Brod-  , 
RICK,  Surrey,  Guildford) :  Her  Majesty's 
<}ovemment  have  no  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Portuguese  Government  have  in 


in 
petition  referred  to.  The  proper  and 
constitutional  course  in  regara  to  all 
petitions  from  the  self-governing  colonies 
is  for  the  Governor  to  submit  them  to 
his  Ministers  and  forward  them  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  with  their  remarks. 

INDIAN  CURRENCY. 
Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  if  he  can  state  what  amount  of  gold 
in  India  and  England  respectively  has  the 
Indian  Government  acquired  in  connec- 
tion with  the  proposed  changes  in  its 
currency  system ;  by  what  methods  this 
gold  has  been  drawn  into  the  Indian 
Government's    treasuries,    here    and    in 


landed  at  Lorenzo  Marques. 


TURKISH 


CON- 


j  r   i-j  ^    J    i.1.  •    J  .L    •  India;  and  to  what  extent,  if  any,  has 

any  degree  failed  to  do  their  duty  in  pre-,  the  issue    and  circulation    of    cu^ncy 
venting  contraband  of  war  from  being  .  n^tes  been  increased  as  resulting  from,  or 

m  dependence  on,  the  gold  m  these  trea- 
suries ;  if  he  can  inform  the  House  at 
what  date  the  Indian  mints  recommenced 
coining  to  replenish  the  active  circulation 
of  rupees,  to  what  extent  this  increase  in 
silver  currency  has  proceeded  up  to  date, 
and  whether  the  mints  or  the  currency 
denartment  paid  out  gold  to  any  appre^ 
ciable    extent  in    exchange    for  'fifteen 


LOAN    CONVERSION 
VENTIONS. 


Mr.  PIERPOINT  (Warrington):  I 
})fg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
i^tate  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  a 
convention  for  tne  conversion  of  the 
^fii^ue  of  the  Four  per  Cent.  Turkish 
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rupees  or  currency  notes ;  and  what  the  ' 
amount  or  rate  of  profit  derived  from  the 
issue  of  new  token  rupees  is,  and  whether 
such  profit  will  be  credited  to  the  cur- 
rency department  or  to  the  general 
revenues. 

♦The  SECEUSTARY  for  INDIA  (Lord 
G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex,  Ealing):  (1) 
The  Government  of  India  holds  at  present 
about  £7,900,000  of  gold  in  India,  and 
£1,500,000  in  England.  (2)  The  methods 
by  which  it  was  attracted  are  as  follows  : 
In  India  Government  offered  to  receive 
gold  in  exchange  for  currency  notes  or 
rupees  at  the  rate  of  one  sovereign  for 
fifteen  rupees  ;  in  Endand  the  Secretary 


increased  vary  from  5  to  28  per  cent.,  and 
that  no  corresponding  increase  of  duty  is 
proposed  in  the  cases  of  transparent  soap 
and  confectionery  in  the  manufacture  of 
which  spirit  is  used,  he  will  reconsider  the 
question  of  disturbing  existing  duties  on 
the  nine  articles  specified. 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQ.UP:R  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  customs  duties  paid  on 
the  articles  mentioned  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question  amounted  in  the  year 
1898-99  to  £2,349,  and  the  increase  in 
the  duties  is  estimated  to  produce  about 
£150.  In  the  manufacture  of  these 
articles   spirit,  on  which  increased  duty 


of  State  in  Council  sold  telegraphic  orders  '  has  to  be  paid,  is  used,  and  I  do  not  think 

for  rupees  on  the  treasuries  in  India  at    it  would  be  fair  to  the  British  manufac- 

the  rate  of  one  rupee  for  16/^.     (3)  The    turer  who   has  to  pay   these   increased 

receipts  of  gold  in  the  treasuries  began  ;  rates  to  admit  the  like  articles  of  foreign 

to    assume     large     dimensions      about    manufacture  without   any   proportionate 

February,   1899,    at   the  end  of   which  |  increase  of  duty.     No  increase  has  been 

month    the  outstanding  currency  notes  j  proposed  in  the  duties  on  confectionery 

amounted  to  264  lakhs,  while  at  the  end  ,  made  with  spirit  and  transparent  soap,  as 

of  March,  1899,  they  were  2,820  lakhs ;  i 

by  the  last  return  they  amounted  at  the 

end  of  February,  1900,  to  2,727  lakhs. 

(4)  The  coinage  of  rupees  was  resumed  ; 

on   the  25th  of  January  last.     (5)  The  ' 

addition  to  the  coinage  so  far  is  believed  i 

to  have  been  about  140  lakhs  of  rupees.        ^^^^  ^^  ^^..^^^.^  ^^.^^^^    w«  «.*« 

(6)  Gold  has  been  paid  out  to  the  amount !  portTon'oVthe  incr^se  on  spirh 

of  about  £244,000.    (7)  The  rate  of  profit  -  existing  duty  throughout 

in  coinmg  rupees  from  fresh  silver  when  ! 

idlver  is  at  its  present  price  is  about  | 

fifty-two  per  cent.     (8)  The  Government 

of  India  have  not  reported  their  views  as  ! 

to  the  mode  of  showing  such  profit  in  the  j 

accounts. 


the  proportionate  increase  would  be  too 
small  to  be  expressed  in  any  current 
coin. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  :  On  what 
principle  has  the  variation  been  made  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  On  the  pro- 


CUSTOMS    DUTIES    ON    SPIRIT- 
METHOD  OF  LEVYING. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
what  was  the  total  amount  of  customs 
duties  paid  according  to  the  last  Annual 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Customs 
on  the  following  nine  articles,  namely, 
chloral,  hydrate,  chloroform,  colodion, 
aoetic,    butyric,    and     sulphuric  ethers : 


ISLINGTON  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 
Mr  lough  (Islington,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  the  Islington 
Board  of  Guardians  have  refused  to  accept 
a  report  from  their  clerk  as  to  the  conduct 
of  certain  officials ;  and  whether  he  pro- 
poses to  take  any  action  in  the  matter. 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Tyrone,  S.) :  I  understand  that 
the  facts  are  as  stated.  The  Local 
Gk)vemment  Board,  however,  have  no 
definite  particulars  as  to  the  allegations 


iodide,  bromide,  and  chloride  of  ethyl ;   contained  in  the  report  referred  to,  but 


at    what    amount  does  he  estimate   the  ;  inquiry  is  being  made  on  the  subject, 

inereased  customs  duties  proposed  under  ! 

the    Finance    Bill    of    this    session    to  I 

be  levied  on  these   nine   articles ;    and  ' 

whether,  in  view  of  the  fact    that  the 

revenue  to  be  realised  is  so  small,  that  the 

lyoporttons  by  which  the  duties  hitherto 

leried  ou  dteee  articles  is  proposed  to  be 


MONTGOMERYSHIRE     WORKHOUSES. 
Colonel      PRYCEJONES      (Mont- 

fomery  Boroughs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
^resident  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  are  four 
workhouses  in  the  county  of  Montgomery 


'M7 
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uijuintained  at  the  public  expense,  and  one 
of  them  is  capable  of  housing  all  the  in- 
njateis,  whetner  he  will  make  inquiries, 
and,  if  found  piucticable,  take  steps  to 
le^iuce  their  number,  thereby  effecting  a 
large  annual  Having  to  the  ratepayers  of 
that  county. 

Mn.  T.  W.  liUSSELL:  The  Local 
Ciovemment  Board  have  directed  inquiries 
to  V>e  made  on  the  subject. 

(;kkex    park— seat    accommo- 
dation. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Poplar)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether  he  could 
Hoo  his  way  to  provide  seats  on  the  grass 
and  under  the  trees  in  the  Green  Park 
for  the  use  of  those  who  frequent  the 
[lark  who  are  for  the  most  part  unable  to 
[my  for  chairs. 

Thk  FIIIST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Akkks  Douglas,  Kent,  St. 
AugUHtine*«) :  There  are  118  free  garden 
Hciits  on  or  facing  the  walks  in  the  Green 
Park,  and  the  supply  seems  to  me  sufficient. 
There  are  many  objections  to  placing 
seatH  in  sochidud  places  under  the  trees, 
but  I  will  consider  whether  more  of  the 
HoatH  near  or  on  the  walks  can  be  reversed 
so  as  to  face  the  park. 

TKAWblNCJ  IN  IMtOmiJITKI)  SCOTTISH 
WATKUS. 

Mh.  WKIK:  I  lu^g  to  ask  the  Lord 
.\dvooato  wliothor  ho  is  aware  that  the 
rapt-ain  (»f  a  HritiMh  tniwler  has  been  sen- 
(i^nt'iHl  by  tho  lligli  ('ouit  of  Viborg  to 
oiglU'Oon  months  |>onal  servitude  and  a  fine 
of  CI  Hi)  for  tishmg  in  pmhibited  waters, 
roHJHt  ing  tlio  authority  of  the  State,  and 
caiiHing  t  hiHMigh  oan^lossness  the  u}Metting 
of  a  rtrilung  luuit  ;  and,  having  ri^gard  to 
(he  light  penalties  intlicttHl  on  the  masters 
of  trawlers  who  make  a  pmoticeof  trawling 
in  piohibittMl  waters  aixHuid  the  coasts  of 
Htuitland.  will  the  Fishery  \Vmm\\  for  Scot- 
laud  eonsidei'  the  dt^Mi inability  of  making  a 
liye  law  for  the  im)M>siti(m  of  heavier 
lumalt  itM  and  p\uiishments  than  those  now 
in  foroe. 

»r»K  LOKU  AUVOOATK  (Mr,  A. 
(htAUAM  MruuAY,  Huteshire):  My 
attention  luui  not  l^een  specially  called  to 
th«  lUise  referrtnl  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
in  the  Hrst  (Uiragraph  of  his  question,  and 
I  am  conse(]ueutly  unable  to  say  whether 


the  facts  there  stated  aro  aeemato.  Ai 
regards  the  second  paragraph,  PariiamiBl 
alone  can  enact  penaltieB  and  the  Liw 
Courts  impose  theoL  The  FiaheiyBond 
have  nothing  to  do  with  them. 

SCOTTISH    LUNACY    BOARD 
MEETINGS. 

Mr.  WEIR:   I  beg  to  ask  the  Lori 
;  Advocate  if  he  ^411  state  the  number  of 
\  board    meetings    held    by   the    Lunacy 
i  Board  for  Scotland  in  1897,  1898,  and 
■  1899,  respectively ;  the  number  of  boiid 
I  meetings  attended  by  the   chairmaii  in 
j  each  of  these  years  ;  and  the  number  of 
!  board  meetings  attended  by  each  of  the 
I  other  unpaid  commissioners  daring  the 
,  same  period. 

,    ♦Mr.   a.    graham    MURBLAY:   In 
'  1897  twenty  meetings  were  held  by  the 
i  General  Lunacy  Board.     The  chainnan- 
I  ship  was  changed  during  the  currency  of 
I  this  year.      The  two  unpaid    members 
I  attended  at  fifteen  meetings  respectiTely. 
\  In  1898  twenty-six  meetings  were  held, 
the  chairman  being  present  at   twenty- 
five,  and  the  other  unpaid  members  at 
sixteen   and   nineteen    meetings   reqwc- 
tively.     In  1899  twenty-seven  meetings 
were  held,  the  chairman  being  present  at 
twenty*  three,    and     the     other     unpaid 
members  at   twenty-three   and    twenty- 
four  meetings  respectively.     I  must  add 
that  while  these  are  the  numbers  of  the 
formal  meetings  of  the  Board,  they  do 
not  nearly  represent  the  amount  of  work 
I  done  by  the  chairman  and  other  unpaid 
members    in     connection    with     lunacy 
;  administration. 

DEPOUTATION  OF  IRISH  PAUPERS. 
i      Mr.  flavin  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
;  dent  of  the   Local    Grovernment   Board 
I  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  clerk  of  the 
;  Blackburn  Board  of  Guardians  made  an 
'  application  before  the  magistrates  for  an 
'  oraer  for  the  removal  from  the  Blackburn 
Workhouse  of  an  inmate  named  Edward 
I  Murray   to   his  birthplace   at    Kilmeua, 
'  County  Mayo,  he  having  been   bom  in 
:  Ireland   in    1815,   and    having  lived  in 
,  England    continuously    since    the    year 
I  1837 ;    and   whether,    considering    that 
j  legislation  has    l)een    promised    dealing 
;  with     the    question    of    deportation    of 
paupers  into  Irdand,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  will  refuse  to  sanction  the 
transfer  of  Edward  Murray  into  Lreland 
at  the  expense  of  the  Irish  ratea. 
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Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  The  hon.  ing  purposes  about  ten  acres  of  his  hold- 
Crentleman  will  remember  that  I  answered  ing  at  a  loss  of  about  8s.  for  the  year; 
a  question  as  to  this  c^se  on  Friday  last,  whether  he  is  also  aware  that  the  tenant 
With  regard  to  the  second  paragraph  the  served  his  notice  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed 
Local  Government  Board  have  no  power  j  in  April,  1898,  and  since  that  date  also 
to  interfere  with  the  discretion  of  the  asked  the  agent  of  Trinity  College  to  have 
guardians.  the  rent  fixed  out  of  court  by  Land  Com- 

I  mission  valuer,  which  request  the  agent 
FAIR  RENTS  IN  COUNTY  KERRY.  \  of  Trinity  College  refused.  And,  also, 
Mr.  flavin  :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  ^^^^  O'SuUivan  and  other  tenants  on 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  he  Trinity  College  property  accepted  the 
can  state  the  number  of  applications  j  valuation  of  the  landlords  valuer,  Mr. 
lodged  by  tenants  in  North  Kerry  to  |  ^^a,  m  1882  ;  and  whether  the  Sub-Land 
have  fair  rents  fixed  in  Listowel  and  |  Commission,  when  dehyenng  judgment 
Tralee,  respectively ;  whether  he  is  aware  i  ^^  this  ca^e,  will  fix  the  judicial  rent  so  as 
that  the  cases  of  tenants  whose  applica-  \  ^  <^ake  effect  the  gale  day  next  after  the 


tions  were  made  three  years  ago  are  still 
unheard;  and  whether  representations 
will  be  made  to  the  Land  Commission 
vrith  a  view  of  remedying  the  existing  con 


ser\'ice  of  the  originating  notice. 

I  also  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that,  at 
the  recent  Land  Commission  Court  held 


gested  condition  of  tenants'  applications  i  ^  Cahirciyeen,  the  valuer  examined  by 
to  fix  fair  rents  by  more  frequent  sittings    Tnnity  College  against  the  tenants  was  a 

of  the  Sub-Land  Commissioners.  ,  l^^^^^^^i^^^   ^^.™^   ^^P^^^  *^*^®«  ^\ 

Magill,  and  that  in  many  of  the  tenants 

♦The  attorney  GENERAL  for  cases  then  listed  for  hearing  the  first 
IRELAND  (Mr.  ATiaNSON,  Londonderry,  ^  judicial  rent  was  100  per  cent,  over  the 
N.)  :  There  are  eighty-six  cases  from  the  |  valuation  ;  but  that,  notwithstanding 
Union  of  Tralee,  and  112  from  the  Union  this,  the  landlords' valuer.  Captain  Magill, 
of  Listowel  that  have  not  yefb  been  listed  swore  that  the  rent  for  a  second  judicial 
for  hearing.  None  of  the  applications  to  tenancy  should  be  in  the  majority  of 
fix  fair  rents  from  those  districts  have  cases  much  higher  than  that  fixed  in"  the 
been  outstanding  for  as  long  a  period  first  judicial  term ;  and  whether  he  will 
as  three  years.  A  list  which  will  include  I  ask  the  Land  Commission  to  reconsider 
cases  from  North  Kerry  ^  ill  be  issued  =  their  decision  in  this  court. 
«  soon  as  the  list  containing  cases  from  .  _.  a  rnr  ivrcirkxr  rpu  «  *. 
(he  southern  portion  of  the  county  and  \  *^^  ATKINSON:  The  first  question 
At  present  in  course  of  disposal  has  been  '  F^^^^^  ^^  *  ^«  Z^Y"^'^  at  present  pend- 
<somDleted.  ^"^  before  the  Sub-Commission  for  deci- 

'^  sion.     The  Land   Commissioners,    under 

Mr.  flavin  :  Is  it  not  the  case  that   the  circumstances,   decline,   and,   in  my 
originating;  notices  have  been  served  in  j  opinion,  properly  so,  to  call  upon  the  Sub- 
that  district  for  a  period  of  over  two  '  (Jommission   for  information  as    to    the 
years,  and  yet  have  not  been  heard  1         i  various  matters  mentioned  in   the  qucs- 
^%#         AmT^TXTci/^xT      T  .1^    i  tion.     The  same  remark   applies   to  the 

♦Mr.    ATKINSON:    I    presume    the  I  ^^^^  question  on  the  Paper. 
Land  Commission  make  the  best  arrange- 
ments they  can.  Mr.    FLAVIN  :    Is    the    right    hon. 
■ciT  ATTTXT     TV.                  1     AT      Geutlcman  awarc  that  the  valuer  in  this 
Mr.    FLAVIN  :  I    beg    to    ask    ^Ir.    ^^  ^as  actually  sworn  in  open  court  that 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  he  |  ^^^  ^^^^^^  j^^^j^i^l  ^^^^s  should  be  higher 
is    aware    that  a   tenant  named  Denis  |  ^han  the  first  1 
0*Sullivan,      residing     at     Cahirciveen, 

County  Kerry,   a  tenant   under  Trinity  '    *Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  I 
College,   Dublin,   holding  about  twenty- '. 

nine  acres  of  poor  land  at  a  rental  of ;  UNITED  IRISH  LEAGUE  MEETINGS  AT 
£7  12s.  6d.  per  year,  and  a  valuation  of  ]  DONER AILE. 

£5  58.,  gave  evidence  in  his  application  |  Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  that  it  cost  him  I  Secretary  to  the  Lora  Lieutenant  of 
in  addition  to  the  rent  a  further  sum  of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  by  whose  orders 
X14  78.  in  handfeeding  the  cattle  for  the  and  on  what  grounds,  on  the  occasions  of 
f^st  year.  And  also  that  he  let  for  graz-  the  meetings  of  the  United  Irish  League^ 
VOL.  LXXXI.    [Fourth  Series.]  2  P 
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held  once  a  week  in  Doneraile,  County 
Cork,  of  which  Eev.  J.  M.  Callaghan 
is  president,  a  policeman  stations  himself 
at  the  entrance  to  the  place  of  meeting 
and  takes  note  of  each  individual  entering. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour)  :  This  question  is  apparently 
based  on  a  newspaper  report  dated  the 
27th  instant.  The  statement  in  the 
question  is  absolutely  devoid  of  founda- 
tion. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  It  is  founded  on  the 
rev.  gentleman's  own  complaint. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  Then  he  is  entirely 
in  error. 

IRISH  CONGESTED  DISTRICTS 
BOARD. 

Mr.  flavin  :  I  beg  to-ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Kerry 
County  Council  unanimously  passed  a 
resolution  asking  that  a  representative 
from  Kerry  be  placed  on  the  Congested 
Districts  Board ;  and  whether,  owing  to 
the  poor  and  congested  condition  of  a 
large  portion  of  Kerry,  some  means  can 
be  found  by  which  a  Kerry  representa- 
tive will  be  added  to  the  Board.  ' 

Mr.    ATKINSON    (for   Mr.   G.    W.  I 
Balfour)  :  I  have  already  answered  two 
similar  questions  on  this  subject  to  the 
effect  that  the  number  of  members  of  the  , 
Board  is  fixed  by  statute,  and  that  there  is  i 
no  vacancy  at  present  on  the  Board. 

*Mr.  FLAVIN :  Have  vacancies  been 
created  and  filled  for  any  other  county  in 
Ireland  which  is  not  so  much  congested 
us  Kerry  is  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 
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IRISH  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ORDERS. 
Mr.  FLAVIN:  I  l)eg  to  ask  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Killarney  Rural  District 
Council  have  passed  a  resolution  unani- 
mously asking  that  a  Bill  should  be 
introduced  into  Parliament  to  repeal 
Section  5  of  the  Act  of  62  and  63  Vic, 
c.  31,  validating  the  Orders  of  the  Local 
Government,  dated  the  15th  May,  1899, 
and  the  17th  July,  1899;  and  whether 
the  Government  will  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  acceding  to  the  request  of  the  ' 
members  of  the  Killarney  Rural  District  ] 
Council  by  introducing  such  a  Bill.  I 


Mr.  ATKINSON:  The  reply  to  the 
first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative.  I 
have  already  stat^  that  it  is  under  con- 
sideration whether  it  may  not  be  advis- 
able in  the  course  of  the  present  session 
to  give  the  Local  Government  Board,  by 
legislation,  power  to  vary  areas  of  charge 
fixed  by  previous  Orders. 

♦Mr.  FLAVIN :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  how  soon  legislation  will 
be  introduced  ? 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  I  cannot  add  any- 
thing to  what  I  have  already  stated. 

SCARIFF  WATER  SUPPLY. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clare, 
K) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
the  Irish  Local  Government  Board  has 
received  a  petition  from  the  inhabitants 
of  Scariff  in  connection  with  the  water 
supply  scheme  for  that  district ;  and  what 
is  being  done  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  G.  AV.  Bal- 
four) :  The  petition  referred  to  has  been 
received.  The  Local  Government  Board 
will  issue  orders  for  a  local  inquiry  into 
the  matter  in  pursuance  of  Section  15  of 
the  Public  Health  Act  of  1896. 

IRISH  FORESHORE  RIGHTS— LORD 
MIDLETON  AND  THE  BALLINA- 
CQRRA     FORESHORE. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E) :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Maurice  Healy),  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  what 
grounds  the  Board  of  Trade,  when  alienat- 
ing foreshore,  make  a  distinction  as 
regards  first  communicating  with  the  har- 
bour authority  between  foreshore  under 
water  and  foreshore  which  is  not  under 
water;  will  he  explain  why  it  is  that,. 
seeing  that  foreshore  which  is  available 
for  conversion  into  piers  and  quays  is  the 
most  valuable,  the  Board  of  Trade  let  it 
pass  into  private  hands  without  consulting 
I  the  harbour  authority ;  and,  also,  why,. 
I  in  selling  the  Ballinacurra  foreshore  U> 
Lord  Midleton,  the  Board  of  Trade  did 
I  not  make  it  a  condition  that  Lord  Midle- 
ton should  grant  to  the  Cork  Harbour 
Board  the  lease  which  he  had  agreed  to 
grant  in  1884,  and  the  granting  of  which 
the  Board  of  Trade  then  prevented  b\* 
I  refusing  their  consent. 


The  president  of  the   B0ARI> 
OF    TRADE  (Mr:    Ritchie,   Croydon): 
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The  'Board  of  Tirade,  when  considering 
an  application  for  a  grant  of  foreshore 
helow  high-water  mark,  communicate  with 
the  harbour  authority  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain their  views  as  to  the  effect  on  navi- 
gation of  the  works  proposed  to  be 
erected  on  such  foreshore.  In  cases  of 
accreted  land  above  tidal  influence,  no 
such  question  can  arise.  After  the  Board 
had  agreed  to  grant  a  conveyance  of  the 
land  in  question  to  Lord  Midleton,  in 
order  to  avoid  litigation  as  to  title,  they 
received  a  letter  from  the  Harbour  Com- 
missioners asking  that  the  land  might  be 
granted  to  them.  The  Board  endeavoured 
to  induce  Lord  Midleton  to  agree  to 
grant  to  the  Harbour  Commissioners  a 
long  lease  of  the  land,  but  they  had  no 
power  to  insist  on  such  a  condition.  The 
Ik>ard  are  not  aware  whether  the  land 
M>ld  is  identical  with  that  which  the 
Harbour  Commissioners  desired  to  lease 
from  Lord  Midleton  in  1884. 

'Captain  DONELAN  :  May  I  ask  is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
Cork  Harbour  Commissioners  wrote  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  January,  1899, 
requesting  that  this  foreshore  might  be 
vested  in  them  for  public  purposes,  and 
that  it  was  not  until  the  following  August 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  wrote  in  reply 
stating  that  a  similar  application  had  been 
received  from  Lord  Midleton  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  Yes,  but  it  does  not 
in  any  way  qualify  the  answer  I  have 
given.  I  understand  that  before  the 
application  had  been  received  from  the 
Cork  Harbour  Commissioners  an  arrange- 
ment had  practically  been  come  to  with 
Jjord  Midleton. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  Then  why  was  it  not 
communicated  to  the  Cork  Harbour 
Commissioners  for  a  period  of  eight 
months  t 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  The  Board  of  Trade 
could  not  have  acceded  to  the  application 
of  the  Cork  Harbour  Commissioners 
without  running  the  risk  of  serious  litiga- 
tion. They  could  not  give  them  the  title 
to  land  which  was  claimed  by  Lord 
Midleton  as  having  been  in  possession  of 
his  family  for  200  years. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  Will  the  correspondence 
between  Lord  Midleton  and  the  Board  of 
Trade  be  made  available  to  Members  of 
the  jSouse  1 
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Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  think  there  is  no 
necessity  for  anything  of  the  kind. 

Captain  DONELAN :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  suggest  to  Lord  Miole- 
ton  the  desirability  of  carrying  out  this 
improvement  1 

*Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  ! 

R.I.C.— district  inspector  TAYLOR. 
Mr.  FLAVIN:  I  beg  to  a«k  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  District  Inspector 
Taylor,  of  Kenmare,  visits  and  stays 
with  Mr.  Warden,  of  Derryguin,  fre- 
quently; and  that  he  also  drives  with 
Mr.  Warden  to  and  from  the  Sneem  petty 
sessions  court ;  and  whether  Mr.  Taylor, 
who  is  a  police  officer,  is  acting  according 
to  the  police  regulations  in  associating  him- 
self so  publicly  with  Mr.  Warden,  a  local 
landlord,  seeing  that  Mr.  Taylor  appears 
in  cases  where  Mr.  Warden  adjudicates  at 
the  petty  sessions  court. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  I  was  not  pre- 
viously aware  that  the  facts  are  as  repre- 
sented in  this  question.  I  need  hardly 
say  that  the  constabulary  regulations  do 
not  prohibit  an  officer  of  the  force  from 
visiting,  associating  or  driving  with  a 
magistrate  of  his  district  under  the  cir- 
cumstances stated.  The  Inspector 
General  reports  that  the  district  in- 
spector is  an  excellent  officer,  and  that  he 
performs  his  duties  with  great  zeal, 
efficiency,  and  independence  of  all 
parties. 

*Mr.  flavin  :  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  District  Inspector  Taylor  also 
prosecutes  in  cases  where  Warden's 
tenants  were  the  defendants,  and  Mr. 
Warden  also  adjudicates  in  those  cases  1 

[No  answer  was  given.]  . 

EDUCATION,   &c..   SCHEMES-ORDERS 
IN  COUNCIL. 

Mr.  GARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  propose  the  adoption  by  the  House 
of  Commons  of  an  Order  similar  to  that 
adopted  by  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment,* to  the  effect  that  where  by  statute 
any  scheme,  before  it  can  be  sanctioned 
by  Order  in  Council,  is  ordered  to   lie 
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upon  the  Table  for  a  prescribed  number  ! 
of  days,  it  shall  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
in  a  printed  form,  and  not  otherwise ;  and 
thereupon  shall  forthwith  be   circulated 
to  the  Members  of  this  House. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :    I  understand 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  right  in 

his  statement  with  regard  to  the  practice ^  ^  ^ _^^^ 

in  another  place.     I  see  no  reason  why  j  Agricultural' Holdings  BUI  first 'on" Mon 
that  practice,  which  is  obviously  a  con- 1  ^  ^he  Finance  Bill  will  be  taken  on 

venient  one,  should  not  be  adopted  here  ;  Friday,  which  will  not  be  a  day  to  be 
and  I  will  communicate  with  the  authori-   counted.       The     debate     on    municipal 

i  trading   must  be  disposed  of  before  the 
I  holidays,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  see  the 


pose  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  private 
Membeps  on  Tuesday,  except  so  far 
as  it  may  be  necessary  for  the  Finance 
Bill.  I  was  under  the  impression  that 
we  should  have  to  take  a  new  clause  in 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  but  I 
now  hope  that  that  necessity  may  be 
avoided.  My  idea  will  be  to  take  the 
Railways  Bill  first  on  Thursday,  and  the 


ties  of  the  House  on  the  subject. 


SEA  FISHERIES  BILL. 

Mr.  H.  S.  foster  (Suffolk,  Lowes- 

toft) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 

Treasury  whether  the  Second    Reading 

of  the  Sea  Fisheries  Bill  ^Wll  be  taken  be 


House  sitting  on  Tuesday  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  if  Members  will  meet  the  plan 
half-way  and  enable  the  Government  to 
get  the  Municipal  Trading  Resolution 
after  the  Railways  Bill  on  Thursday,  I 


fore  Easter ;   and  whether,  in  view  of  its  I  should  like  to  move  first  on  Friday  that 
importance  to  the  fishing  industry,  a  full !  the  House  at  the  end  of  the  sitting  on 

^     ... Ml  1^.      •         i.     -.T  '  Monday  do  adjourn  for  the  holidays.     In 

that  case  the  House  would  gain  haH  a 
day,  and  for  the  purposes  of  many  Mem- 
bers a   whole   day's   additional   holiday. 
As  regarded  the  Education  Code,  I  am 
not  sure  whether  it  would  not  be  more 
convenient  to  postpone  the  discussion  till 
after  Easter,  but  I  cannot  make  a  definite 
statement  on  that  subject  until  to-morrow, 
when  I   have  to   answer  a  question  ad- 
I  dressed  to  me  by  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  the  Member  for  the  Dartford  Divi- 
!  sion  of  Kent.     The  House  will  see,  there- 
'  fore,  that  as  at  present  advised  I  suggest 
I  that  for  Tuesday  the  business  8hM  be 
I  the  Finance  Bill,  if  the  stage  is  necessary, 
I  otherwise     private    Members'    business : 
I  Wednesday,  private  Members'  business : 
Thursday — (1)  Railways  (Prevention    of 
Accidents)   Bill,   (2)   Mimicipal  Trading 
Resolution;  Friday — (1)  Motion  for  the 
Holidays,  (2)  Finance  Bill,  Third  Read- 
Monday,  the  Agricultural  Holidays 

non- 


opportunity  will  be  given  for  its  discus 
upon  the  motion  for  the  Second  Reading. 

Mr.    a.   J.    BALFOUR:  We  do  not 

fropose  to  take  this  Bill  before  Easter, 
cannot  give  any  pledge  at  the  present 
moment  as  to  when  or  where  it  will  be 
placed  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Sir  HENRY  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton): Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  now  fulfil 
his  promise  to  state  what  is  the  actual 
business  to  be  taken  before  the  House 
adjourns  for  the  Easter  recess,  and  on 
what  days  it  will  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  enumera- 
tion of  the  Bills  and  the  times  at  which  I 
hope  to  deal  with  them  are  as  follows  : — 
The  Bills  the  stages  of  which  are  prac- 
tically  completed  are  the  Finance  Bill, 


Army  (Annual)  Bill,  and  Electoral  Dis- 1  Bill,  and  possibly  the  one  or  two 
abilities  (Military  Service)  Bill.  The  i  contentious  Bills  I  have  named. 
Second  Readings  that  have  to  l>e  taken 
are  the  Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  the  Railways  (Prevention  of 
Accidents)  Bill,  and  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Bill.  We  shall,  I  hope,  also 
finish  the  small  remains  of  the  debate 
relating  to  municipal  trading;  and  I 
should  like  to  get  the  Police  Reservists 
(Allowances)  Bill  and  the  Naval  Re8er>'e 
(Mobilisation)  Bill.  As  to  these  I  do  not 
think  hon.  Members  will  wish  to  say 
much.  As  regards  the  actual  distribu- 
tibn    of  the  programme,  I  do  not  pro- 


Mr,  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire,  K): 
As  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Bill  applies 
to  Scotland  as  well  as  to  England,  and  as 
the  debate  is  hardly  likely  to  be  con- 
cluded in  one  sitting,  will  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  reconsider  his  proposal 
to  take  it  on  Monday  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  question 
is  rather  an  unfair  one.  I  want  to  give 
the  House  as  long  a  holiday  as  I  can,  and 
the  hon.  Member  s  complaint  would  have 
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no  foundation  if 
till  Thursday. 


I  put  the  holidays  off     *xMr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  There 
is  no  question  before  the  House. 


Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I 
suppose  we  may  take  it  that  the 
Australian  Federation  Bill  will  not  be 
taken  before  the  holidays  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  will  not. 

Mr.  GRAY:  Assuming  that  the  debate 
on  it  is  not  taken  before  Easter,  I  take  it 
that  although  the  Code  will  come  in  force, 
the  House  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  it  ap<irt  from  the  Education 
Estimates. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  discus- 
sion on  the  new  Education  Code  does  not 
take  place  on  Thursday,  I  shall  give  a 
pledge  that  the  new  Code  shall  not  come  ! 
into  operation  until  the  House  has  had  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  it.  That  oppor- 
tunity will  be  given,  apart  altogether 
from  the  filducation  Estimates,  at  a  very 
early  date  after  Easter. 

Mr.  FLOWER  (Bradford,  W.) :  How, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  time  for  the 
discussion  of  the  Code  runs  out  on  the 
14th  instant,  does  the  Leader  of  the 
House  propose  to  deal  with  the  new 
Code  ?  Does  he  propose  to  withdraw  it 
entirely  from  the  Table  of  the  House, 
which  I  presume  is  the  only  course  open 
to  him? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  is  under  a  misapprehension 
«is  to  the  exact  legal  position.  Anyhow, 
as  soon  as  the  month  during  which  the 
Code  lays  on  the  Table  comes  to  an  end, 
the  Education  Department  has  the  right 
to  put  the  Code  into  force,  but  the  right 
of  Parliament  to  deal  with  the  Code  does 
not  lapse  with  the  month,  and  at  any 
time  during  the  year  the  House  may  give 
any  verdict  which  it  likes  upon  the  pro- 
priety of  the  Code.  It  is  quite  true, 
therefore,  that  unless  this  is  discussed 
before  the  holidays  there  \dll  be  a  certain 
period — a  very  short  period — in  which 
technically  the  Education  Department 
will  have  the  right  to  put  the  Code  in 
force  without  the  House  having  had  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  it,  but  I  propose 
to  get  over  that  difficulty  by  giving  a 
ple^e  to  the  House  that  the  Education 
Department  will  not  put  the  Code  in  force 
during  that  period. 


Mr.  BROADHURST  (Leicester) :  May 
I  appeal  to  the  Leader  of  the  House  to 
postpone  the  deb'^te  on  municipal  trad- 
ing till  after  Easter]  There  is  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  upon  it,  and  we  only  had 
an  hour  and  a  half  to  discuss  it  last 
Thursday,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  un- 
reasonable to  ask  for  more  time. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  May  we  take  it 
chat  the  Charitable  Loans  (Ireland)  Bill 
will  not  be  taken  before  Easter  1 

xMr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes,  Sir. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfarshire): 
May  I  again  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  the  Agricul- 
cultural  Holdings  Bill.  I  should  be  the 
last  to  wish  to  curtail  the  holidays  of  the 
House,  but  nifjny  Members  want  to  take 
part  in  the  debate  on  this  Bill.  Is  it  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  intention,  if  the 
debate  is  not  finished  on  Monday,  to 
move  the  closure 


*Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 


Caitain  SINCLAIR:  I  do  not  wish 
I  to  put  the  (question  in  an  irregular  form, 
I  but  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intend 
I  to  terminate  discussion  on  Monday  under 
'  any  circumstjinces  1 

'    *Mr.  speaker  :  That  is  a  matter  for 
I  the  House. 

I      Captain  SINCLAIR  :  Then,  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  hope  that  the  dis- 
.  cussion  will  be  concluded  that  night  1 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  hope  cer- 
i  tainly  is  that  the  Bill  will  be  finished,  and 
:  I  say  it  must  r>e  before  we  separate  for 
the  holidavs. 


WORKMEN'S      COMPENSATION       ACT 
(1897)    EXTENSION    BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments,  from  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  &c. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  123.] 

Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Standing  Committee  to  be  printed.  [No. 
123.] 


Mr.  flower  :  But  a  certain  number  i      Bill,    as  amended   (by   the    Standing 
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ation  upon  Monday,  30tfa  April,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  165.] 


FINANCE  BILL. 
As  amended,  considered. 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.^ :  On  Thursday  last,  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  Finance  Bill,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  I-lington  drew  attention  to 
the  very  anomalous  state  of  the  law  with 
regard  to  the  exemption  from  duty  of  ; 
estates  of  soldiers  and  sailors.  As  he  I 
pointed  out,  the  estates  of  private  I 
soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines  are  abso- 
lutely exempted  from  estate  duty,  what- 
ever the  amoimt  of  them  may  be. 
What  is  the  obvious  result  of  this  ?  At 
the  present  moment  a  number  of  men  of 
considerable  means  are  sending  as  privates 
in  our  forces  in  South  Africa,  and  the 
heirs  of  any  of  them  who  lose  their  lives  in 
the  campaign  will  be  entirely  exempt 
from  the  payment  of  estate  duty.  As  the 
law  stands  there  is  no  such  exemption  for 
the  estates  of  officers  and  non-commis- 
sioned officers.  A  man  who  has  been 
promoted  on  account  of  good  conduct  to 
the  place  of  a  non-commissioned  officer,  or 
who  has  for  the  same  reason  obtained  a 
commission,  loses  under  the  existing  law 
the  privilege  of  exemption.  My  hon.  | 
friend  held  that  this  was  extremely  unfair, 
and  suggested  that  exemption  should  be 
extended  to  meet  these  cases.  The  ques- 
tion was  debated  for  a  considerable  time 
in  Committee  on  Thursday,  and  I  think 
it  was  felt  that  the  proposal  then  made 
went  somewhat  too  far.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bnghtside  Division  of 
Sheffield  pointed  out  that  there  might  be 
cases  in  which  the  widow  or  the  children 
of  an  officer  might  be  possessed  of  large 
means  of  their  own,  although  the  officer 
himself  possessed  very  small  means,  and 
yet  by  his  death  they  would  under  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  fcr  Islington 
have  obtained  an  exemption  to  which,  I 
think,  nobody  can  feel  that  they  are  pro- 
perly entitled.  I  have  endeavoured  to 
see  if  it  were  possible  to  deal  with  the 
matter  by  some  addition  to  the  present 
system  under  which  gratuities  and  pen- 
sions are  granted ;  but  on  examination 
and  consultation  with  the  Secretary  for 
War  I  found  that  it  would  be  practically 
impossible,  for  various  reasons  which  I 
iu:pd  not  detain  the  House  by  detailing. 


This  matter  is  on  an  entirely  different 
footing,  and  even  in  the  point  of  time 
alone  it  would  have  been  absolutely  im- 
possible to  fit  any  provisions  dealing  with 
this  subject  into  the  existing  system. 
I  therefore  propose  the  clause  which 
stands  on  the  paper — that  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Admiralty  or  the  War 
Office  the  Treasury  shall  be  permitted  to 
remit  so  much  of  the  death  duties  as  the 
circumstances  may  seem  to  iustify,  pro- 
vided that  in  no  case  shall  the  remission 
exceed  the  sum  of  £150,  which  would  be 
the  amount  of  death  duty  on  a  sum  of 
£5,000,  and  that  it  shall  only  apply  to 
property  going  to  the  widow  or  the 
children  of  the  deceased  officer.  I  hope 
that  in  its  present  form  the  clause  will 
receive  the  approval  of  the  House.  I  am 
sure  we  are  all  desirous  to  do  everything 
that  is  fair  to  the  relatives  of  officers  who 
die  in  their  country's  service. 

New  Clause —  . 

"(I)  Where  any  person  dies  from  wounds 
inflicted  or  disease  contracted,  within  twelve 
months  before  death,  while  on  active  service 
against  an  enemy,  whether  on  sea  or  land,  and 
was,  when  the  wounds  were  inflicted  or  the 
disease  contracted,  either  subject  to  the 
Naval  Discipline  Act  or  subject  to  military 
law,  whether  an  an  officer,  non-commissioned 
officer,  or  soldier  under  Part  Five  of  the  Army 
Act,  the  Treasury  may,  if  they  think  fit,  on 
the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
or  of  the  Admiralty  as  the  case  requires, 
remit,  up  to  an  amount  not  exceeding  one 
hundred  and  fifty  jvounds  in  any  one  case,  the 
whole  or  any  part  of  the  death  duties  (within 
the  meaning  of  sub-section  three  of  section 
thirteen  of  the  Finance  Act,  1894)  leviable  in 
respect  of  property  passing  upon  the  death  of 
the  deceased  to  his  wi(iow  or  children. 

"  (2)  This  section  shall  take  eflectin  the  case 
of  apy  i)erson  dying  since  the  eleventh 
day  of  October,  one  thousand  eight  hundreil 
and  ninety -nine."— (itfr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. ) 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  clause 
be  read  a  second  time.'' 

Mr.  BROADHURST (Leicester):  This 
clause  is  of  enonnous  importance,  and 
under  the  altered  circumstances,  with  the 
limitation  imposed,  it  becomes  rathei* 
difficult  to  vote  against  it. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  May  I 
intervene  in  order  to  explain  what  I 
omitted  to  do  just  now,  that  I  have  had 
two  cases  of  great  hardship  before  me 
during  the  last  two  months — one  affecting 
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the  widow  of  an  officer,  and  the  other 
the  relations  of  a  non-commissioned 
officer. 

Mr.  BROADHURST;  I  quite  agree 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  fully 
redeemed  the  pledges  he  gave  last  Thurs- 
day, but  I  would  press  him  while  he  is 
makiDg  this  concession  to  go  fuither, 
and  say  if  he  cannot  promise  some 
equal  advantage  to  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  private  soldiers  and  sailors. 
That  was  a  point  I  submitted  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  Thursday 
last.  I  think  a  private  soldier  has  a 
ri^ht  to  demand  it.  I  pointed  out  that 
this  was  a  new  proposal  of  legislation, 
and  capable  of  great  extension.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  he  had  brought 
under  his  notice  several  cases  where 
valuable  lives  were  lost  in  the  endeavoiu: 
to  save  others,  both  in  the  lifeboat  and 
fishing  services.  Such  cases,  1  think,  are 
entitled  to  this  concession,  and  should 
have  it  in  addition  to  the  amounts  which, 
in  one  or  two  cases,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman awarded  at  my  instance.  All 
these  matters  must  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration. There  are  many  dangerous 
trades — miners,  sailors,  and  others  are 
constantly  engaged  in  dangerous  work  in 
which  enormous  numbers  of  lives  are 
lost,  and  such  cases  ought  to  come  within 
this  clause.  That  is  a  point  we  are 
entitled  to  urge,  but  I  shall  not  vote 
against  this  new  clause,  although  it  does 
not  go  so  far  as  I  could  have  wished. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said 
he  agreed  with  the  point  which  had  been 
made  as  to  persons  who  lost  their  lives  when 
endeavouring  to  save  those  of  others, 
and  could  have  wished  that  the  general 
class  of  case  might  have  been  included  in 
the  clause.  There  was,  however,  great 
difficulty  in  safeguarding  all  these  matters 
at  one  time,  and  the  new  clause  therefore 
ought  to  be  taken  as  an  instalment  of 
what  was  to  come.  He  thought  the  cKuse 
would  meet  the  various  cases  fairly  well, 
and  the  House  might  leave  the  details  of 
the  working  to  the  Treasury.  He  thought 
the  clause  would  be  received  with  great 
contentment  by  the  community,  and  that 
it  would  do  away  with  the  grievance  now 
felt. 

Mr.  MADDISON  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said  the  clause  now  proposed  was  a 


very  great  improvement  upon  those  dis- 
cussed on  the  last  occasion,  but  it  had 
one  weak  spot,  which  was  that  whilst  the 
officers  received  this  consideration  the 
rank  and  file  did  not.  As  a  compromise 
the  clause,  no  doubt,  wiis  a  very  fair  one. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  (Yorkshire, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  wished  to  know  whether  it 
was  clearly  understood  that  the  word 
"  remit  "  also  meant  "  refund."  It  was  a 
matter  of  some  importance,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  see. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  A  drafting 
Amendment  will  put  that  right. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  characterised  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  a 
compromise  which,  although  it  did  not 
cover  all  that  was  desired,  went  some  way 
in  that  direction.  No  one  desired  to  object 
to  anything  in  the  nature  of  allowances 
being  given,  but  grave  objection  was 
taken  to  the  fact  of  such  a  thing  being 
fixed  on  the  death  duties.  The  clause 
proposed,  however,  specifically  fixed  a 
limit  of  £150,  and  he  therefore  did  not 
oppose  it,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
come  to  a  unanimous  conclusion  upon  it. 

Mr.  galloway  (Manchester,  S.W.) 
urged  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
give  the  Treasury  a  descretionary  power 
to  include  property  passing  to  mothers. 
There  were  many  such  cases  in  which 
there  might  be  great  hardship  if  this  were 
not  done. 

Captain  PRETYMAN  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  pointed  out  that  the  somewhat 
acrimonious  character  of  the  previous 
debate  on  this  question  arose  from  a  mis- 
understanding between  hon.  Members. 
On  the  one  side  it  was  thought  there  was 
a  want  of  sympathy  with  the  officers, 
and  on  the  other  that  there  was  no 
sympathy  to  the  private  soldiers.  The 
new  clause  had  dispelled  that  misunder- 
standing, and  for  his  part  he  accepted  it 
most  heartily,  and  congratulated  hon. 
Members  opposite  on  having  come  to  the 
same  conclusion. 

♦Mr.  butcher  (York)  thought  the 
clause  put  down  by  tbe  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  avoided  many  of.  the 
objections  which  had  been  raised  t< 
the   clauses    previously  proposed.      The 
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existing  exemption  in  favour  of  estates  of 
"  common  soldiers,  seamen,  and  marines  " 
did  not  meet  the  case  of  the  non-com- 
missioned oflficer,  who  would  get  no 
exemption  at  all.  The  clause  now  pro- 
posed would  remove  this  defect,  and  he 
thanked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
having  brought  such  a  proposal  before 
the  House. 

♦Sir  henry  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, K)  desired  to  express  his 
concurrence  in  the  way  in  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  settled 
this  difficult  question,  but  also  to  ask  one 
question  upon  a  point  which  was  merely 
a  matter  of  drafting.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  word  "children"  would 
include  "grandchildren."  It  might 
happen  that  "  children  "  had  predeceased 
their  father,  leaving  only  grandchildren 
surviving,  and  in  that  case  would  the  word 
"  children  "  embrace  grandchildren  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  The 
use  of  the  word  "  issue  "  would  meet  that 
difficulty. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  (Antrim,  N.) 
thought  the  words  of  the  clause  ought  to 
cover  those  who  were  drowned  whilst  on 
active  service.  If  a  man,  for  instance, 
was  proceeding  across  a  bridge  or  assist^ 
ing  to  bridge  a  river  and  got  pushed  into 
the  water  and  was  drowned,  the  clause 
ought  equally  to  apply  to  him. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Mr,  GEDGE  (Walsall)  pointed  out 
that  the  clause  as  worded  would  not 
cover  cases  where  death  took  place  from 
accident  He  moved  the  insertion  of  the 
words  "or  by  accident." 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  line  2,  after  the  word  *  contracted,'  to 
insert  the  words  *or  by  accident.'*' — {Mr. 
Gedge.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  said  he  had 
no  objection  to  insert  after  the  word 
"  inflicted  "  the  words  "  accident  occur- 
ring." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Jfr,  Butcher, 


Clause  amended,  by  inseitiiigy  in  line 
1,  after  the  word  "inflicted,"  tSe  words 
"accident  occurring,"  and  by  inserting, in 
line  4,  after  the  word  "inflicted,"  the 
words  "the  accident  occurred." — (Mr. 
Chancellor  of  th^  Exchequer.) 

Mr.  GRANT  LAWSON  said  the  pro- 
posed exemption  would  not  apply  in  cases 
where  the  duty  had  already  been  paid. 
If  money  once  got  into  the  Treiwury 
it  could  not  be  got  out  again.  He  sug- 
gested that  words  should  be  inserted 
which  would  enable  those  coming  within 
the  scope  of  the  clause  to  get  duty  re- 
funded where  it  had  been  paid. 

Clause  amended  by  inserting  in  line  8, 
after  the  word  "  remit "  the  words  •*  or 
in  the  case  of  duty  paid,  repay." — {Mr, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Mr.  galloway  proposed  the  inser- 
tion of  the  word  "  mother."  He  believed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make 
the  clause  extend  to  grandchildren,  and 
the  case  of  a  mother  might  be  more 
deserving  than  that  of  grandchildren. 
He  understood  the  whole  question  was 
one  of  discretion,  and  not  an  absolute  in- 
struction. There  were  cases  in  which  a 
mother  might  have  been  entirely  depend- 
ent on  a  son. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  line  12,  after  the  word  *  his '  to  insert 
the  word  *  mother.'  " — {Mr,  Galloway,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  mother '  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  press  this  Amend- 
ment. A  mother  is  not  the  only  person 
who  may  have  been  dependent.  A  father, 
a  grandfather,  or  a  sister  may  also  be  de- 
pendent. I  do  not  think  we  can  go 
beyond  the  widow. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) 
suggested  that  his  hon.  friendand  the  Attor- 
ney General  might  be  reconciled  by  sub- 
stituting for  "children"  the  words 
"  lineal  descendants  or  ascendants."  There 
was  a  very  strong  case  for  the  father  and 
mother,  in  spite  of  what  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said.  Surely  it  was  very 
hard  that  a  mother,  a  father,  or  grand- 
children should  not  be  relieved  in  the 
same  way  as  the  others. 
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Mr.  BROADHURST  reminded  the 
Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  that  they  came  to  a 
friendly  understanding  last  week,  when  the 
relief  was  limit-ed  to  the  widow  and 
children.  If  they  once  began  to  move 
from  the  point  then  agreed  upon  there 
would  be  considerable  difficulty. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet)  said  the  words  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  King's  Lynn  were 
distinctly  limited.  They  would  meet 
the  case  of  a  father  or  mother,  and  of  a 
grandfather  and  grandmother,  and  also 
of  children  and  grandchildren,  and  stop 
at  brother  and  sisters,  cousins,  and  so  on. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  made— 

"In  line  13,  by  leaving  out  the  word 
*  children/  and  inserting  the  words  '  lineal 
deecendaats,  in$ttead  thereof.*' — (Mr.  Attorney 
General,) 

Mr,  GIBSON  BOWLES  mov^d  the 
insertion  of  the  words  "  or  ascendants." 
The  clause  included  children  and  ^and- 
children.  They  had  got  them  all  m  the 
descending  line,  but  surely  they  should 
have  them  in  the  ascei\ding  line.  There 
would  not  be  many  of  them.  It  would 
have  the  smallest  possible  effect  on  the 
revenue.  He  trusted  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  agree  to  this. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  After  the  words  last  inserted,  to  insert  the 
words  •  or  ascendants.' " — (Mr,  Gibson  Bowles. ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

♦Sir.  M.  hicks  BEACH  hoped  that 
hon.  Members  would  not  agree  to  this 
Amendment.  He  thought  this  particular 
benefit  ought  to  be  confined  to  the  widow 
and  lineal  descendants. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  I 

Amendment  made — 

"  In  line  13,  by  inserting,  after  the  words  last 
inserted,  the  words '  if  the  value  of  the  property  I 
for  estate  duty  so  passing  does  not  exceed  | 
£5^000.'  ''—{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

Clause,  as  amended,  added. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  drew    attention   to  the  pro- 


I  posal   to   increase   the  duty    on  chloral 
I  hydrate,    chloroform,     collodion,    acetic, 
I  butyric,  and  sulphuric  ethers,  and  iodide, 
!  bromide,  and  chloride  of  ethyl.     The  in- 
creased duty  was   estimated  to  produce 
;  only  an  additional  £150,  and  it  certainly 
.  appeared  to  be  mere  pedantry  in  a  War 
■  Budget  to  increase  duties  on  nine  articles 
for  the  purpose  of  raising  that  insignificant 
,  sum.  Moreover,  the  duties  were  increased 
'  in  a  most  arbitrary  fashion,  the  increases 
'  ranging  from  5  per  cent,  to  28  per  cent. 
He     therefore     moved    to     omit    from 
Clause  5  the    words  enacting  these   in- 
creases of  duty. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  Bill — 

"  In  page  3,  to  leave  out  from  line  31  to  the 
end  of  line  4,  in  page  4,  both  inclusive.'' — (Sir 
Charles  Cameron.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 


I      Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  quite  agree 
,  that  this  is  a  very  small  matter  as  regards 
i  the  revenue,   but  whenever  the  duty  on 
■  spirits — with  which  we  are  dealing  in  this 
I  clause — has  been  increased,  these  higher 
I  duties  have  been  charged  on  articles  into 
the  composition  of  which  spirit  enters.  It 
has  been  the  invariable  rule  in  such  cases 
to  increase  the  duty  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  spirits  used  and  the  amount 
by  which  the  duty  on  spirits  is  increased. 
I  do  not  think  I  should  he  justified  in 
agreeing     to    the    Amendment,     which, 
although  the  amount  of  revenue  involved 
is  small,  so  far  as  I  can  judge,  is  a  depar- 
ture   from    the    regular    system.     If    I 
agreed  to  this  suggestion  the  result  would 
be  that  in  regard  to  these  articles  foreign 
manufacturers  would    be    placed   at    an 
advantage    as     compared    with    British 
manufactiu'ers.      I    do    not    think    that 
would  be  fair,  and  I  cannot  agree  to  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  GEDGE  moved  to  omit  the  first 
sub-section.  The  history  of  the  clause 
which  this  sub-section  proposed  to  omit 
was  exceedingly  curious.  When  the 
Finance  Act  ot  1894  was  before  Parlia- 
ment, the  present  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  Second  Reading  made  a 
very  vigorous  speech,  in  which,  amongst 
other  objections,  he  brought  forward  a 
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very  great  hardship  which  the  clause  j  Captain  PRETYMAN  said  he  fully 
referred  to  was  afterwards  inserted  to  •  endorsed  what  the  right  hon.  GenUeuuin 
prevent.  The  case  in  question  was  that  had  stated,  although  it  tended  to  ti^ten 
of  a  man  who  had  insured  his  life  or  |  the  Act  in  some  small  particulars.  They 
saved  some  small  amount  for  the  benefit  |  had  to  recognise  the  fact  that  this  clause 
of  his  family,  but  who  afterwards  married  I  was  brought  forward  in  the  interests  of 
a  wealthy  woman.  By  reason  of  his  hav- 1  the  taxpayers,  and  it  was  a  matter  of  give 
ing  a  life  interest,  en  joyed  perhaps  for  a  very  I  and  take.  In  the  existing  proviso  in 
short  time,  in  her  fortune,  when  he  died  i  Clause  4  there  were  certainly  some 
the  two  estates  for  the  purpose  of  the  i  exemptions  which  were  not  defensible, 
duty  were  aggregated,  and  by  reason  of  |  They  had  been  referred  to  in  Committee, 
the  small  property  he  had  provided  being  j  and  he  did  not  think  it  was  necessary  to 
aggregated  with  the  larger  fortune,  his  I  repeat  them.  There  were  certain  hard- 
children  had  to  pay  a  much  higher  rate  i  ships  which  required  correcting,  and  the 
of  duty,  even  though  they  had  never  ;  object  which  the  Committee  had  in  view 
had  any  benefit  from  his  marriage.  The  '  was  to  relieve  the  taxpayer  by  removing 
Government  of  the  day  very  carefully  ■  those  hardships.  With  regard  to  the 
considered  the  matter,  and  the  then  ■  specific  case  of  the  widow  who  married 
Attorney  General  brought  in  a  clause  to  !  again,  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
meet  the  case.  That  was  the  very  clause  i  Walsall,  it  was  one  which  was  very  diflB- 
this  sub-section  proposed  to  exclude.  \  cult  to  follow,  but  he  did  not  think  the 
Althqugh  he  had  not  at  all  expected  the  !  hardship  was  a  severe  one,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  move  :  instance  given  was  certaiiUy  not  a 
to  repeal  that  J^'inance  Act,  he  had  '  common  one.  Cases  had  frequently  arisen 
thought  after  the  objections  which  were  where  the  youngest  child  had  to  pay, 
again  and  again  urged  against  it  by  the  '  ir^  stead  of  3  or  4  per  cent.,  as  much 
then  Opposition,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- ;  as  8  per  cent.,  because  a  different  pro- 
man  would,  at  all  events  where  hardships  j  perty  altogether  passed  to  a  dififerent 
had  been  shown  to  exist,  do  something  to  ;  person.  That  hardship  had  been  re- 
remove  those  hardships.  One  or  two  j  peatedly  brought  before  this  House,  and 
little  things  had  been  done  in  that  direc- ,  had  been  taken  into  consideration  by  the 
tion,  but  here  was  a  case  exactly  the  |  Chancellor  of  the  "Exchequer,  and  it  was 
opposite :  a  clause  put  in  to  meet  an  ,  in  removing  that  great  hardship  that  a 
admitted  hardship  was  now  to  be  taken    very   small   hardship  might    have   been 


out  for  no  reason  whatever.  He  appealed 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  not  to 
let  it  be  said  that  the  Grovernment  when 
in  power  adopted  a  course  entirely 
different  from  that  pursued  in  opposition. 


created   in  the   case   to  which    the  hon. 
Member  for  Walsall  had  referred. 


Mr.    GIBSON   BOWLES    said    that 
undoubtedly  this  clause  screwed  up  the 
Finance  Act.     As  regarded  aggregation, 
Amendment  proposed —  there   used  to  be  no  stronger   advocate 

„T  -1-      o"    *   1  4,  £        i.u     of   it  than  the    Chancellor    of   the    Ex- 

"In  page  o,  line  3/,   to  leave  out  from  the      ,  i   ^i_      a  ^^  n  i       t^ 

l»eginnmg  of  Clause  12  to  the  word  *  interest,'  in  !  chequer  and  the  Attorney  General.  It 
line  41,  inclusive."— (3/r.  Gcdge.)  was  always  felt  that  hitherto  aggregation 

;  had    been    unsatisfactory,    and    a    Com- 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  j  mittee  was  appointed  to  consider  the 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  matter.  He  was  very  much  surprised 
Bill."  !  that  the  only  logical  way  of  dealing  with 

I  this  matter  was  now  going  to  be  rejected 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  deny  alto-  in  favour  of  this  extraordinary  and  com- 
gether  that  I  have  taken  up  one  line  ,  plicated  clause.  In  reference  to  this 
while  in  opposition  upon  this  question  |  subject  he  thought  that  upon  a  pre^Hious 
and  another  while  in  office.  This  is  not ,  occasion  they  had  obtained  a  concession 
my  clause,  but,  in  the  first  place,  it  is  the  ;  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
result  of  considerable  debate  in  this  House;  j  Member  for  West  Monmouthshire,  but 
and  secondly,  it  is  the  result  of  a  very  i  now  it  was  going  to  be  taken  away  from 
careful  inquiry  by  a  competent  Committee.  ■  them  by  a  meml)er  of  their  own  house- 
I  do  not  think  I  could  take  any  other  hold.  He  was  afraid  that  it  was  the  hon. 
course  than  that  of  adopting  the  recom-  Member  for  Woodbridge  who  whispered 
mendation  of  that  Committee.  !  these  hard  cases  in  the  ear  of  the  Chim- 

Jfr,  Gedffe, 


969        EccksiasHcal  Assessments      {2  April  1900} 


(Scotland)  Bill 


970 


cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  immediately  drafted 
a  clause  to  get  rid  of  these  hard  cases. 
We  ought  to  deal  with  this  matter 
upon  settled  principles,  and  not 
with  a  view  of  meeting  hard  cases. 
This  Act,  having  gained  £40,000  by 
screwing  up,  then  proposed  to  give  back, 
not  to  the  same  taxpayers,  but  to  some- 
body ebe,  another  £40,000  through 
the  ordinary  proviso  at  the  end  of 
the  clause.  That  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
most  complicated  proviso,  because  the 
same  property  would  have  to  pay  two 
different  rates  of  death  duties,  and  that 
would  add  a  very  extraordinary  compli- 
cation to  the  Act.  The  object  should 
be  to  make  the  Act  less  complicated,  and 
ease  it  down  rather  than  screw  it  up. 
He  had  strong  objections  to  this  clause, 
and  he  was  afraid  that  if  a  division  was 
taken  he  should  have  to  oppose  it.  He 
felt  a  strong  objection  to  this  clause  on 
the  ground  of  proprieties  of  taxation  and 
the  difficulties  it  would  introduce  into 
the  administration.  A  Finance  Act 
should  be  dealt  with  on  settled  principles, 
and  not  by  the  introduction  of  compli- 
cated proposals  to  meet  particular  cases. 
The  proviso  introduced  was  a  most  com- 
plicated one,  and  he  was  sure  it  would 
work  in  a  most  extraordinary  way. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

ECCLESIASTICAL    ASSESSiMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

[Second  Reading.] 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

♦Mr.  URE  (Linlithgowshire) :  This  Bill 
is  a  recognition  given  for  the  first  time  by  a 
responsible  Government  of  an  injustice 
inflicted  on  a  certain  class  of  landowners 
in  Scotland.  The  recognition  is  some- 
what tardy,  but  we  nevertheless  hail  it 
with  satisfaction.  Speaking  for  myself,  if 
the  BiU  would  remedy  the  injustice  it 
recognises  I  should  not  be  inclined  to  offer 
it  any  opposition.  But  it  will  do  nothing 
of  the  kind,  and  makes  no  such 
attempt.      If     the     Bill    were 


to-day  the  injustice  would  reappear 
to-morrow,  with  perhaps  a  different 
complexion,  but  in  an  exaggerated  form. 
Before  proceeding  to  a  division  to-night 
we  must  make  up  our  minds  whether  it  is 
right  and  fair  that  the  ownership  of  land 
in  Scotland  should  be  linked  to  an  obliga- 
tion to  support  the  ecclesiastical  edifices  of 
one  denomination  of  professing  Christians 
or  not,  because  this  Bill  gives  a  legislative 
imprimatur  to  the  obligation.  If  it  is  right 
then  all  landowners  ought  to  bear  the 
burden  ;  if  it  is  wrong  all  of  them  ought 
to  escape  the  burden.  But  merely  to 
shuffle  the  cards  and  to  attempt,  as  this 
Bill  does,  a  readjustment  of  the  burden  by 
lightening  it  upon  one  man,  relieving  a 
second,  and  overloading  a  third,  is  merely 
to  court  disaster,  and  to  leave  the  last 
state  of  the  luckless  landowner  worse 
than  the  first.  To  make  good  my  posi- 
tion it  is  right  that  I  should  invite  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  existing 
state  of  the  law  on  the  subject. 
By  a  series  of  statutes,  dating  back  up- 
wards of  three  centuries,  the  old  Scotch 
Parliament  laid  upon  the  shoulders  of 
the  parishioners  the  duty  of  providing 
j  church,  manse,  and  burial  ground  for 
I  the  parish.  There  was  a  fine  spirit  of 
I  equity  pervading  these  old  laws.  The 
I  burden  was  laid  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
parishioners  because  it  was  supposed  they 
would  derive  the  advantage.  According 
to  the  ecclesiastical  law  of  Scotland  the 
parishioners  were  entitled  to  go  to  the 
parish  church  to  hear  the  Word  preached, 
to  have  the  sacraments  administered  and 
to  claim  the  spiritual  superintendence  of 
the  clergyman.  The  old  laws  did  not 
inquire  whether  the  parishioner  would 
attend  the  church  or  not ;  that  was  a 
matter  of  perfect  indifference,  dissent 
'  being  a  negligible  quantity  in  those  days. 
It  was  assumed  he  would  attend  if  he  were 
capable  of  attending  and  if  he  were  an 
examinable  person — a  person  over  the  age 
of  twelve  years  is  the  law,  provided  that 
Church  accommodation  should  be  given 
to  him  in  the  parish.  The  obligation  of 
the  heritor  to  provide  an  ecclesiastical 
edifice  in  the  parish  in  which  he  was  a 
landowner  was  linked  closely  with  his 
I  right  to  share  in  all  the  advantages. 
There  was  connected  with  his  ownership 
a  right  to  share  in  the  area  of  the  parish 
church,  and  he  was  entit  ed  to  have  a 
share  in  the  allocation  of  the  seats  in  the 
church  edifice.  So  closely  was  this  right 
connected  with  his  obligation,  that  when 
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a  landowner  died,  the  right  to  share  in  j 
the  area  of  the  parish  church  passed  to 
his  heir,  and  if  he  sold  his  land,  so  closely  I 
did  the  old  laws  recognise  the  burden  and 
the  obligation  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  \ 
right   on   the    other,  that   without    any 
mention  being  made  the  ri^ht  passed  to  | 
the    purchaser.      These    old    laws    said  | 
nothing  about   the    method    by    which , 
this  obligation  should  be  allocated  among  j 
the  different  landowners  in  the  parish.   In  , 
those  days  there  was  no  valuation  of  the  , 
Jand  in  Scotland,  except  perhaps  a  valua- ' 
tion  made  about  1280,  and  the  old  laws  ' 
contemplated  that  the  burden  should  be  i 
borne   proportionately  to   the  rental  of  ' 
the  land.      In  the  days  of  Cromwell,  of 
whom  we  have  heard  much  receptly,  a 
valuation  was  made  for  taxation  purposes 
of  all   the  land    in    all   the   parishes   of 
Scotland,  and  this  valuation  was  adopted 
as  the  basis  for  ecclesiastical  assessment. 
It  was  known  then  as  it  is  known  to-day  as 
the  valued  rent,  and  the  man  whose  land 
was  valued  in  the  days  of  the  Protector 
is    known   now   as    then    as    a    valued 
rent     heritor.       It    cannot    be    denied 
that   the    absolute   value    of    the    land 
in    Scotland    to-day    is    different    from  I 
its   absolute   value  m  the    days  of  the 
Protector,    but    then,  so    long     as    the 
conditions  of  a  parish  remained  entirely 
unchanged,  a  valuation  made  even  in  the 
middle  of  the  seventeenth  century  affords  a 
perfectly  fair  basis  of  assessment,  because 
the  different  heritages  in  the  parish  were 
valued  at  the  same  time,  and  on  the  same 
principle,  and  the  ratio  remained  constant. 
But  where   the   conditions  of  a    parish 
have  changed,  where  the  landowners  have 
increased  enormously  in  number,  where 
great  industrial  commercial  communities 
have  settled  down,  where   great   public 
bodies   have     become    landowners,    and 
where    great     railway    companies     and 
mining     enterprises     exist    it    is    quite 
obvious    that  to   retain    the     valuation 
made  in  the  days  of  the  Protector  would 
inflict  an    injustice     on    the    respective 
owners  of  land,  because  that  basis  of  taxa- 
tion would  mean  that  recent  landowners 
and  the  industrial  enterprises  which  had 
sprung  up  in  recent  years  would  escape 
altogether.      Accordingly,   whenever  the 
conditions  of  a  parish  had  changed,  when 
it  no  longer  retained  its  pastoral  or  agri- 
cultural character,  and  where  assessment 
on  the  basis  of  the  old  valuation  would 
lead  to  injustice,  that  assessment  w^  to 
be  abandoned   in   favour  of  the   actual 
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rent  of  the  land.    So  Lord  Chancellor 
Eldon  and  Lord  Thurlow  laid  down  in  a 
case  about  which  we  hear  a  great  deal — 
namely,  the  Peterhead  case.     It  is  said 
that  the  judgment  in  that  case  inflicted 
an  injury  which  has  rendered  necessary 
all     these     tinkering    proposals     about 
ecclesiastical  assessment,  and  that  it  in- 
troduced a  novel  and  startling  change 
into  the  old  law  of  Scotland.     The  Peter- 
head case  did  nothing  of  the  kind.     It  is 
of  venerable  antiquity.       The  judgment 
was     given      on     24th     June,      1802, 
and    it    is    a    little     difficult     to    be- 
lieve    that     the     legislative     zeal    of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  has  been  stimu- 
lated into  activity  by  a  supposed  wrong 
inflicted  in  the  early  years  of  the  century. 
The  cause   is,   in   this  instance,  too  far 
removed  from  the  effect.     The  House  of 
Lords  in  the  Peterhead  case  did  nothing 
more  than  give  full  and  free  play  to  the 
old    statutes     of    which    I    have    been 
speaking.     What  Lord  Chancellor  Mdon 
said  was  that,  wherever  it  would  work  in- 
justice to  adopt  the  old  valuation  as  a 
basis  of  assessment,  wherever  large  indus- 
trial communities  had   sprung  up,   and 
wherever  the  number  of  landowners  had 
largely   increased,  the    actual    or     real 
rent  must  be  taken  as  the  basis,  and  that 
things  must  be  regarded  as   they  were, 
and  not  as  they  existed  in  the  days  of 
Oliver  Cromwell  and  Charles  II.     That 
seems  to  me  a  perfectly  correct  principle, 
I  and  I  do  not  think  that  it  can  be  dis- 
puted that   it   did  any  more   than  give 
j  full    effect    to    the    spirit    of    the    old 
i  statutes.     That  being  the  existing  state 
I  of  the  law  in  Scotland,  all  landowners  in 
every  parish  being  liable  to  ecclesiastical 
assessment  in  proportion  to  their  rental,  and 
having  a  right  to  share  in  the  advantages 
of  the  ecclesiastical   edifice,  what  is  the 
change  this  Bill  proposes  1     In  the  first 
place  it  proposes  to  put  into  the  .hands  of 
two-thirds  of  the    valued    rent    heritors 
power    to  assess   the    remaining    third, 
and     to     insist    that    for     the     future 
the   old   valuation   shall   be  adopted  as 
of  assessment.     The  conditions 


J/r.  Ure. 


may  have  totally  changed,  may  have 
changed  to  such  an  extent  that  great  in- 
justice will  result  from  adopting  the  okl 
valuation  made  in  the  days  of  the  Protec- 
tor, and  that  in  order  to  have  complete 
justice  it  is  necessary  that  the  landowners 
should  be  assessed  in  accordance  with  the 
actual  rental  of  the  land.  Yet  although 
this  injustice  will  result,  the  Bill  provides 


973        Ecdemuticdl  Assessments      {2  April  1900} 


that  two-thirds  of  the  valued  rent  heritors  I 
shall   have   power  to  assess  the  ren.ain- 
ing  third,  that  the  minority   shall  have 
an  additional  hurden  imposed  on  them, 
that  in  future  all  the  remaining  heritors 
8hall  escape   the  burden  altogether,  and 
that  it  shall  he  borne  exclusively  by  the 
valued     rent     heritors.       What    is    the 
reason  for  a  proposal  such  as  this  1     It  is 
not  in  order  to  give  free  vent  to  the 
ecclesiastical  generosity  of  the  valued  rent 
heritors.      No  Act  of  Parliament  is  re- 
quired for  that.     If  they  are  going  to  pay 
out  of   their  own  pockets  for  their  own 
churches,   manses,    and    burial    grounds 
there  is  no  law  in  Scotland  or  anywhere 
else   to  prevent  them.     But  really  the 
case  for  which  this  Bill  is  meant  to  pro- 
Wde  is  one  where  the  majority  of   the 
valued  rent  heritors  are  supposed  to  sit 
in  the  parish  church  and  to  receive  the 
ministrations   of  the    parish    clergyman. 
And  their  sense  of  justice  revolts  at  the 
idea  of  taking  other  people's  money  for 
cheir    churches,    manses,     and    burying 
grounds  when  these  other  people,  out  of 
their  own  pockets,  provide  the   ecclesias- 
tical advantages  which  they  themselves 
enjoy.     That  would  be  a  good  and  laud- 
able object ;  but  it  needs  no  Act  of  Par- 
liament to  put  it  in  force.     Nor  is  that 
the  proposal  in  the  Bill.     The  proposal  of 
the    Bill  is   not    that    these    gentlemen 
should  pay  out  of  their  own  pockets  for 
their  own  ecclesiastical  advantages.     The 
proposal  is  that  they  would  be  entitled, 
against  the  will  of  the  majority,  to  force 
the  minority  to  bear  an  additional  burden 
in  order  that    the  majority  should  live 
quiet  lives  in   their  parishes,   and    not 
be     disturbed     by     heart-burnings    and 
bickerings.     Now,   can  the  most  experi- 
enced Member  of  this  House  quote  any 
precedent  in   support  of  a  proposal  by 
which  Parliament  places  it  in  the  power 
of  a  majority  of  the  ratepayers  to  inflict 
such  an  injustice  on  the  minority  1  Can  a 
precedent  be  appealed  to  by  which  Par- 
liament has  relinquished  its  functions  to 
rate  or  tax  the  parish  and  leave  it  to  the 
wish,  or  it  may  be  the  whim  or  caprice 
of  a  majority,   to  im^se   that  taxation 
upon   a  minority  which    may   probably 
object      altogether,      on      conscientious 
grounds,  to  tsJce  any  share  of  the  ecclesi- 
astical assessments — a  minority  moreover 
of  which  nine-tenths  are  probably  pa3ring 
out  of  their  own  pockets  for  the  support 
of  the  churches  in  which  they  themselves 
worship,    and    the    manses    in     which 
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the    clergy    live     who     administer 
sacraments    to    them  1       There    is     no 
sort    of  precedent    for    a    proposal  like 
that.      Why,     Sir,    should     Parliament 
be    asked    to    sanction    a    proposal    by 
which  the  great  industrial,  mining,  and 
railway  corporations  and  the  gi*eat  munici- 
palities will  be  relieved  altogether  of  a 
burden  in  order  that  an  increased  burden 
may   be  laid   on  a  third  of  the  valued 
renters.     If  the  assessment  is  right  every 
one  of  them  should  pay  the  assessment ; 
if  it  is  wrong  it  should  be  taken  off  the 
shoulders  of  every  one.     The  Bill  goes  on 
to  provide   another  class  of  exemptions. 
It  proposes  to  exempt  from  ecclesiastical 
assessment   the   churches,    manses,    and 
burying  grounds  of  dissenters.      Well,  so 
far     as     the     churches      and     burying 
grounds  are    concerned,    the   promoters 
of  this    Bill  come,   not  one  day,  but  a 
quarter   of  a   century    behind   the  fair. 
The    thing    has    been  done,    rightly   or 
wrongly,  in  the  year  1874.      By   the   37 
and  38  Vic.  c.  20,  Parliament  has  exempted 
the   churches   and   burying  grounds    of 
dissenters  from  paying  any  of  these  rates. 
But  then  why  should  the  manses  escape  ? 
Why,  the  occupants  of  the  manses  are  not 
asking  for  any  relief.     The  occupants  of 
the  manses   are   the  very  men  who  are 
best  able  to  appreciate  the  value  of  the 
services  of  their  ecclesiastical  brethren  of 
the  Established  Church,  and  they  are  the 
very  men  with  whom  motives  of  brotherly 
love  and  charity  are  supposed  to  operate 
most  powerfully.     They  do  not  ask  for 
relief,  and  why  do  you  offer  them  this 
relief  ?    On  what  principle  do  you  exempt 
the  manses  of  the  dissenters,  and  still  leave 
the  burden  on   the  \illas  and  cottages  of 
the  dissenters  1 1s  there  any  great  principle 
in  taxing  the  one  which  does  not  apply 
to  the  other  ?    The  Bill  goes  on  to  give 
exemption   to  another  class — the  small 
feuars    or    gentlemen     whose    rent-roll 
does   not   exceed   £50.      These    are    to 
be     exempted     altogether     if    only  the 
sum  which    they  would    otherwise    be 
compelled  to  pay  is  met  out  of  private 
charity.      I   venture  to  ask,  if  private 
charity  is  to  be  invoked  for  the  purpose 
of  relieving  ratepayers  from  a  legitimate 
impost,  why  should  we  draw  the  line  at 
£50  ?     Why  should  the  opulent  church- 
men   of    the     Established     Church     of 
Scotland      be       restrained      in       their 
freewill    offerings  ?     I    am    afraid    that 
their  ability  to  contribute  is  underrated 
as  well  as  their  willingness.    I  know  them 
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well.  They  are  of  as  proud  and  inde- 
pendent a  spirit  and  as  liberal  as  the 
dissenters  ;  and  if  you  only  place  before 
them  fairly  the  question  whether  they 
want  outsiders,  who  have  nothing  to  do 
with  their  Church,  to  help  them  to  pay 
for  their  churches,  manses,  and  burying 
grounds,  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
of  the  answer  which  they  would  give. 
They  would  scorn  to  take  the  money,  if 
the  question  were  fairly  placed  before 
them;  and  if  you  only  tell  them  you 
want  them  to  do  for  themselves  what  the 
dissenters  do  for  themselves.  I  think 
that  you  would  find  that  they  are  both 
able  and  willing  to  pay  for  their  churches, 
manses,  and  burying  grounds  out  of  their 
own  pockets.  Why  is  this  line  drawn  at 
the  jB50  rental,  and  the  smaller  feuars  to 
be  relieved  out  of  private  charity  1  I 
rather  suspect  that  it  is  because  the  small 
feuars  are,  for  the  most  part,  dissenters, 
and  active  dissenters ;  that  they  all  have 
votes ;  that  nearly  all  go  to  the  poll ; 
that  they  are  very  active  at  public 
meetings  ;  that  they  write  letters  to  the 
newspapers;  that  they  heckle  your 
candidates;  that  they  make  themselves 
noisy  and  troublesome ;  and  that  this 
proposal  is  put  forward  in  order  to  throw 
a  sop  to  the  small  feuars,  and  to  burke 
a  general  fissault  upon  a  system  which 
you  well  know  to  be  defenceless.  That 
is  the  real  reason  why  the  small  feuar  is 
to  be  relieved  out  of  private  charity. 
When  this  Bill  was  introduced  last 
session  there  was  a  memorandum  pre- 
fixed which  said  that  the  small 
feuars  were  to  be  relieved  because 
of  the  friction,  irritation  and  difficulty 
of  collecting  the  assessment  from 
them.  If  the  difficulty  of  collecting  an 
assessment  affords  a  good  reason  for 
relief,  there  are  good  many  more  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  besides  small  feuars  in 
vScotland,  who  will  come  to  this  House 
clamorous  for  relief ;  and  it  says  nothing 
for  the  frankness  or  candour  of  such  a 
proposal  as  this,  that  its  promoters  rely 
on  such  an  argument.  The  real  cause  of 
the  mischief  is  that  the  condition  of  our 
paiishes  in  Scotland  has  wholly  changed 
since  those  old  days  when  every 
parishioner  was  a  landowner,  and  every 
landowner  attended  the  parish  church, 
and  all  ecclesiastical  assessments  were 
based  on  the  comfortable  theory  that  all 
landowners  were  Established  Churchmen, 
and  all  Established  Churchmen  were 
landowners.     In  our  days  the  population 
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has  enormously  increased,  the  distribution 
of  the  population  has  changed  ;  great  in- 
dustrial undertakings  have  sprung  up, 
great  mining  enterprises  have  been 
established,  great  railways  have  been 
built,  and  great  municipalities  have 
arisen.  The  opinions  and  the  social 
customs  of  the  people  have  changed, 
and  in  particular  the  religious  habits, 
so  that  .  what  was  eminently  suit- 
able for  the  sixteenth  and  seventeenth 
centuries  is  wholly  unsuitable  for  modem 
arrangements.  It  would  be  only  by  a 
wonderful  stretch  of  the  imagination 
that  anybody  could  now  say  that  the 
parishioners  are  co-extensive  with  the 
landowners,  and  that  the  landowners  of 
the  parish  are  co-extensive  with  the 
attendants  in  the  Established  Church. 
But  even  the  enormous  increase  in  the 
number  of  Dissenters  and  small  feuars 
does  not,  to  my  mind,  afford  the  most 
I  striking  illustration  of  the  distance  we 
I  have  travelled  since  the  statute  of 
I  1572,  and  of  the  difference  between 
I  the  old  ecclesiastical  arrangements  and 
;  those  of  the  present  day.  The  most 
;  crying  injustice  of  all  is  that  inflicted 
'  upon  the  great  railway  companies :  the 
I  great  municipalities  and  the  great  indus- 
trial undertakings  that  have  been  planted 
in  different  parishes.  All  these  under- 
takings, be  it  remembere<;l,  which  own 
land  in  the  parishes,  are  compelled  to 
pay  for  ecclesiastical  advantages  which^ 
from  the  very  nature  of  the  case,  they  are 
utterly  debarred  from  enjoying.  Take 
the  University  of  Glasgow.  It  is  a 
heritor  in  many  of  the  country  parisbesw 
and  I  would  like  to  know  what  share  of 
church  seat  room,  in  parishes  where  it 
holds  land,  is  allocated  to  the  University, 
and  what  advantages  it  derives  from  the 
ministrations  of  the  parish  clergyman. 
Yet  when  a  church  has  to  be  repaired, 
or  a  manse  erected,  the  University  of 
Glasgow,  being  on  the  list  of  heritors, 
must  pay  a  share,  probably  a  hand- 
some share,  of  the  cost.  Again,  take  the 
Corporation  of  Glasgow.  In  that  long 
chain  of  parishes,  through  which  pass 
the  pipes  that  convey  the  waters  of  Loch 
Katrine  to  the  city,  the  corporation 
is  included  a^  one  of  the  principal 
heritors.  If  you  perambulated  every  one 
of  these  paiishes,  you  would  not  find  a 
trace  of  the  Corporation  of  Glasgow. 
The  husbandman  tills  his  ground  and 
reaps  his  crops  on  the  surface  to-day,  as 
he  did  in  the  days  of  Oliver  Cromwell : 
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but  if  you  go  down  many  feet  beneath 
the  surface,  there  is  a  longitudinal  space 
where  repose  the  Loch  Katrine  water- 
pipes  ;  and  it  is  because  of  that  space  and 
these  pipes  that  the  Corporation  of 
Glasgow  figures  as  the  principal  heritor 
in  most  of  these  parishes.  I  should  like 
to  know  what  advantage  the  Corporation 
of  Glasgow  derives  from  the  ministrations 
of  the  parish  ministers  of  Aberfoyle,  and 
Killeam,  or  Strathblane  ;  and  what  share 
in  these  parish  churches  is  allocated  to 
the  community  of  the  second  city  in  the 
Empire  ?  We  all  know  that  they  derive 
no  advantage  whatever ;  and  yet,  when 
in  any  of  these  parishes  an  ecclesiastical 
edifice  requires  to  be  erected,  or  to  be 
repaired,  the  Corporation  of  Glasgow  is 
come  down  upon,  and  is  compelled  to  pay 
most  handsomely  for  the  churches  which 
it  cannot  enter,  and  for  the  manses  the 
occupants  of  which  it  can  never  listen  to. 
Hitherto  I  have  spoken  only  of  the  burden 
of  obligation ;  but  I  wish  to  say  a  woixl 
about  the  rights.  Every  parishioner  has 
a  right  to  a  share  in  the  area  of  the  parish 
church.  Do  you  propose  to  deprive 
them  of  that  right  by  this  Bill,  or 
to  leave  their  rights  at  the  mercy  of 
two-thirds  of  the  valued  rent-owners  ;  or 
to  the  rather  precarious  mercy  of  the 
private  donor — the  man  who  is  pre- 
pared to  give  private  charity  for  the 
purpose  of  relieving  the  small  feuar  ? 
Are  you  going  to  put  it  in  the  power  of 
two-thirds  of  the  heritors  and  private 
givers  to  the  funds  of  the  Church  of 
•Scotland  to  deprive  this  gentleman  of  his 
right  to  relief  f  I  know  very  well  that 
there  is  a  power  in  the  Bill  that,  in  the 
discussion  upon  plans  for  a  new  church 
or  a  new  manse,  the  gentleman  who  is  to 
be  relieved  of  his  assessment  is  to  bear 
no  part  or  lot.  He  is  to  be  excluded 
entirely  from  offering  an  opinion  on  these 
plans.  But  this  provision  is  futile. 
The  whole  discussion  will  be  over, 
and  the  plans  wil]  be  settled  long 
before  the  kirk  session  has  collected 
the  money  necessary  to  relieve  the  small 
This  is  all   a  bagatelle.      The 
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real  question  is,  what  are  you  going  to  do 
with  the  rights  1  What  do  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  do  with  regard  to  the 
rights  of  small  feuars,  whom  it  is  pro 
posed  to  relieve  under  this  Bill  of  their 
burdens  and  obligations  1  If  the  proposal 
is  this,  that  they  are  to  be  deprived  of 
their  rights  at  the  wish,  the  whim,  the 
caprice  of  a  majority  of  their  own  fellow 


I  ratepayers,    then    this    gives    additional! 
emphasis  to  our  objection  to  the  proposals 
.  contained  in  the  Bill,  by  which  Parlia- 
i  ment   is  invited   to   relinquish    its  own 
rights  and  its  own  privileges,  and  allow 
,  the   assessment   to   be   imposed   not    by 
Parliament,  but   by   the  wish  of  a  small 
and  interested  number  of  people  in  the 
'.  parish.     I  wonder  whether,  for  once  in  a 
;  while,    one    may     be    able    to     appeal 
i  to      Members     for     England,      Wales, 
and     Ireland,  and#  a-k     them    to    leave 
us     to     settle     this     question     without 
their  intervention  at  all.      If  there  ever 
was  a  case  in  which  such  a  Bill  might  be 
legitimately  left  I  think  this  is  that  case^ 
!  This  Bill  relates  peculiarly  and  distinctly 
i  to    Scotland.      It    is    a    Bill    which    i& 
characteristically    connected     with     our 
i  ecclesiastical   system    of    Scotland,    andl 
with  regard  to  which  any  other  nationalit;^*- 
can  really  have  very  little  interest,  and' 
probably  very  little  knowledge.     I  know 
I  if    my  appeal    was    successful  what  the 
result     would    be.      The    result    would 
inevitably    be    that    this   poor,   shiftless 
measure   would   absolutely   vanish    from 
,  existence,  and  some  day  there  would  be 
found   either  this   Government  or  some 
other    ready    and    willing    to    take    its 
courage  in  both  its  hands  and  snap  for 
ever  the  link  which  connects  land-owner- 
ship   in    Scotland    with    the  buixien  of' 
bearing    ecclesiastical    assessments,    and. 
trust  to  the  independence   of  spirit,  the 
pride,   and,  I  would  acid,  the  abundant 
generosity  of  the  friends  and  adherents 
of  the  Established  Church  to  pay  for  the 
churches  that  they  themselves  worship  in,, 
for  the  manses  whose  occupants  preach  to 
them   the   Wonl,   and   for   the    burying 
grounds  in  which  some  day  they  will  rest. 

Sir  CHARLFi;  CAMERON  (Glasgow,, 
Bridgeton) :  I  rise  to  second  the  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  so  ably  and  lucidly 
submitted  by  my  hon.  friend.  He  has 
relieved  me  from  the  necessity  of  attempt- 
ing to  describe  what  ecclesiastical  assess- 
ments are,  and  I  would  only  add  to  what 
he  said  that,  being  intermittent,  coming 

,  at  irregular  intervals,  and  being  assess- 

i  ments  to  which  a  number  of  those  called 
upon  to  pay  them  strenuously  object, 
many  of  them  on  strong  conscientious 
grounds,  they  give  rise  to  very  consider- 
able friction  and  very  considerable  irrita- 

'<  tion.  There  is  hardly  a  parish  in  which 
there  are  not  many  objectors  who  refuse 

1  to  pay,  and  who  allow  their  goods  to  bCi 
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seized  ;  constantly  there  are  scandals,  and 
certainly  they  do  nothing  to  strengthen 
the  establishment.  The  ostensible  object 
of  this  Bill  is  to  get  rid  of  these  scenes. 
The  ostensible  pretence  is  that  it  is  to  get 
rid  of  a  grievance.  A  grievance  certainly 
exists,  but  so  far  as  this  Bill  is  concerned 
it  may  be  described  as  a  pill  to  cure  an 
earthquake.  One  grievance  which  it 
does  not  pretend  to  redress  is  levying 
assessments  on  the  manses  occupied  by 
ministers  of  dissentirtg  churches.  The 
Bill  is  illusory.  It  proposes  to  give  a 
greater  advantage  in  that  direction.  It 
proposes  to  relieve  churches  and  bur\nnff 
grounds  of  rates,  but,  as  has  been  pointed 
out,  that  has  been  done  long  ago,  and  it 
is  really  a  pretence  of  doing  so  that  is 
made  in  this  Bill.  The  fact  that  dissent- 
ing churches  and  burying  grounds  have 
been  relieved  from  assessments  by 
37  and  38  Victoria  was  brought 
before  the  attention  of  the  House 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Border  Burghs  in  the  debate  we  had  on 
the  Bill  last  year,  and  I  cannot  conceive 
how  those  in  charge  of  the  Bill  did  not 
avail  themselves  of  the  knowledge  put 
before  them  in  drafting  this  Bill.  As  to 
the  proposal  to  relieve  ministers  of  dis- 
senting denominations,  my  hon.  friend 
has  pointed  out  that  no  case  has  ever 
"been  made  on  their  behalf.  No  scandal, 
so  far  as  I  remember,  has  ever  arisen  on 
the  manse  rate.  In  some  cases,  ministers, 
especially  those  belonging  to  the  United 
Presbyterian  Church,  have  refused  to  pay, 
and  when  they  have  refused  to  pay  the 
matter  has  never  been  pressed.  The 
money  has  been  found  in  sotne  other 
way,  and  no  cause  of  complaint  conse- 
quently has  arisen.  But  the  grievance 
occurs,  as  my  hon.  friend  has  said,  chiefly 
among  the  poorer  heritors,  because  among 
the  poorer  heritors  will  be  found  a  larger 
number  of  dissenters.  The  Bill  does 
•absolutely  nothing  to  carry  out  its 
ostensible  object.  It  provides  for  the 
kirk  session  giving  relief  from  assessment 
to  heritoi-s  under  £50  rental  if  the  kirk 
session  contributes  the  deficiency.  As 
the  law  stands  at  the  present  moment 
there  is  nothing  to  prevent  similar  relief 
being  obtained.  In  innumerable  cases  at 
the  present  moment,  rather  than  face  the 
disagreeables  incidental  to  the  collection 
of  the  assessments,  members  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  put  their  hands  in  their 
pockets  and  subscribe  everything  neces- 
sary, and  no  assessment  is  levied.  Thi&Bill 
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has  absolutely  no  machinery  to  enooorage 
or  to  enforce  any  contribution,  and  as  the 
Bill  now  stands,  practically,  if  assessments 
were  levied  for  ecclesiastical  purposes, 
everything  would  go  on  as  at  present. 
The  amount  to  be  raised  would  be  decided, 
and  the  assessment  would  be  levied  unless 
the  kirk  session  handed  over  an  amount 
j  equivalent  to  what  would  be  the  loss  by 
I  loosing  the  ratepayers  under  £50.  No 
I  change  whatever  would  be  made  in  the 
I  proceedings  that  would  take  place  under 
I  the  existing  law..  Another  feature  of  the 
[  Bill  is  that  it  makes  no  provision  for  any 
i  lesser  reduction.  It  does  not  say  that 
the  kirk  session  is  to  hand  over  an  amount 
equivalent  to  that  required  to  dispense 
with  rates  under  £20,  as  in  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  last  year.  The  deduction 
should  be  made  equivalent  to  the  amount 
which  the  voluntary  contribution  woukl 
cover.  It  says  nothing  of  the  sort.  It 
says  only  for  the  amount  handed  over 
sufficient  to  admit  of  the  reduction  on 
rentals  under  £50  the  deduction  should 
be  made.  The  Bill  so  far  as  this  object 
is  concerned  is  an  absolute  sham.  It  is 
to  the  extent  of  two-thirds  illusory,  as  has 
been  shown,  so  far  as  it  provides  for  the 
exemption  of  dissenting  churches ;  and  so 
far  as  it  provides  for  those  under  £50 
rentals,  it  is  an  absolute  sham.  Not  the 
smallest  guarantee  is  taken  before  com- 
mencing operations  that  any  money  shall 
be  subscribed.  The  machinery  goes  on 
as  at  present  unless  the  money  is  volun- 
tarily subscribed.  Matters  will  stand 
precisely  as  they  have  stood  for  man}* 
years.  Many  attempts  have  been  made 
to  grapple  with  this  Church  rates  ques- 
tion. Aly  esteemed  friend  Mr.  McLaren, 
who  for  many  years  represented  Edin- 
burgh in  this  House,  brought  in  a  Bill  in 
which  he  proposed  to  make  the  payment 
of  these  church  rates  voluntary,  as  in  the 
case  of  England.  That  was  a  radical 
method  of  dealing  with  the  matter.  The 
objection  was  that  it  relieved  the  land- 
lonl  of  a  burden  and  made  him  a  present 
of  money  which  belonged  to  the  State. 
That  objection  was  put  forward  only  by 
the  extreme  voluntaries.  Later  on,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Universities  of  Glasgow  and  Aberdeen 
brought  in  another  Bill,  and  he  proposed 
that  the  relief  afforded  should  be  a  reality. 
He  made  a  guarantee  by  the  kirk  session 
of  the  necessary  money  a  condition  prece- 
dent for  the  operation  of  the  Bill  That 
would  have  assured   us  that  the  relief 
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^rould  be  a  reality,  and  that  the  money 
^auld  be  in  hand  for  the  relief  of  the 
awtepayers  before  the   work    was    com- 
anenced.  Everyone  would  know  how  he  was 
to  stand.   The  present  Bill  makes  promises 
««f  abatement,  but  there  is  not  the  smallest 
•certainty  that  the  abatement  will  ever  be 
^ven.    When  the  expense  is  incurred,  no 
one  knows  anything  of  the   extent  to 
which  it  would  be  contributed,  or  whether 
^here  would  be  any  money  in  the  hands  | 
•ef  the  kirk  session  to  enable  them   to  ! 
^vail  themselves  of  this  Bill.     The  Bill,  i 
therefore,    effects   nothing  whatever  on 
sthis  grievance  which  would  not  be  e([ually  ' 
^attained  by  voluntary  action  without  the 
iud  of  this  Bill  at  all.     So  far  as  this  Bill 
contains  any  principle,  the  principle  is  a 
4ihoroughly  retrograde  one.     If  there  was 
no  provision  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
fabrics  of  the  Church  at  the  public  ex- 
sense  I  do  not  think  any  party  in  this 
House  would  dream  of  imposing  a  rate 
ior  that  purpose.     Under  tins  Bill,  as  my 
iion.  friend  has  pointed  out,  new  taxation 
IS  imposed  on  various  people.     Under 
CSause  1,  as  he  explained,  it  is  patent 
ithat  two-thirds  of  the  heritors  coerce  the 
minority  into  acquiescing  in  the  rate,  and 
it  will   impose  a  new  ourden  on  their 
shoulders.     He  did  not  exhaust  that  part 
of  the  case.     He  did  not  point  out  that 
it  was  not  two-thirds  in  number,  but  two- 
thirds  in  value,  and  that  they  might  vote 
personally  or  by  proxy,  and  that  any  law 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.     Under 
the  law  as  recognised  and  administered 
for  more  than  half  a  century  properties 
have  been  boueht,  sold,  and  held  subject 
to  certain  well  understood  charges  on 
lihese  various  properties.    The  Bui  pro- 
poses .to  shift  these  burdens   from   one 
shoulder  to  another  at  the  discretion  it 
may  be  of  a  single  heritor,  and  that  man 
voting  by  proxy.     I  agree  with  my  hon. 
and  learned  friend  that  the  proposal  to 
Allow  the  incidence  of    taxation  to  be 
regulated  in  that  arbitrary  way  is  most 
retrograde  and  vicious.     Is  it  going  to  be 
in  the  interest  of  the  Church?    In  the 
debate  last  year  the  Lord  Advocate  used 
these  words : — 

**  The  first  propoMil  in  the  Bill  was  limited 
only  to  caiieH  m  which  theasMeBsment  had  l)een 
in  use  to  he  imposed  on  the  valued  rent.  It 
had  been  dlMcnsfled  on  the  one  side  an  if  thii* 
was  oniverMal,  hut  that  was  not  sa  In  that  case 
it  allowed  a  majerity  ef  the  valued  rent  heritors 
Co  resolve  whether  the  assessment  should 
continue.  He  would  remind  the  House  that 
in  many  parishes  in  Boetland— in  fact,  over  the 
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whole  of  Scotland— where  the  heritors  were 
frien<lly  to  the  Church  they  had  very  often, 
sooner  than  \mt  the  real  rent  heritors  to  the 
annoyance  of  assessment,  voluntarily  dealt 
with  that  assessment  as  on  valued  rent,  and 
did  not  insist  that  the  assessment  should  be 
altered  to  real  rent.  When  they  came  to  the 
details  of  the  Bill  in  Committee  lie  thought  it 
would  be  for  the  consideration  of  his  friend  in 
charge  of  the  Hill  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  put  in  some  such  Amendment  as 
would  provide  for  practical  unanimity  of  the 
heritors  to  determine  that  the  assessment  should 
be  levied  on  valued  rent  instead  of  by  a  bare 
majority."  * 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  raised  the 
half  to  two-thirds,  and  made  that  two- 
thirds  of  value  and  not  of  individuals. 
Under  Clause  3,  which  exempts  church 
manses  and  burial  grounds,  a  certain 
amount  of  new  taxation  is  imposed. 
You  have  in  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  relief  to 
dissenting  churches.  The  injustice  of 
assessing  dissenting  churches  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  fabrics  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  is  evident  and  manifest ; 
but  the  injustice  of  taxing  persons  who 
belong  to  other  denominations — the  Free 
Church,  the  United  Presbyterian  Church, 
and  the  Roman  Catholic  Church — for  the 
maintenance  of  these  ecclesiastical  build- 
ings is  precisely  of  the  same  nature  and 
precisely  as  great.  Why  should  you 
exempt  the  dissenting  churches,  say,  in  a 
parish  where  two-thirds  of  the  population 
are  dissenters,  and  then  proceed  to  levy 
two-thirds  of  those  exemptions  on  the 
dissenters  as  individuals  1  There  is  no 
principle  in  that.  The  only  principle  is, 
i  if  possible,  to  get  rid  of  the  objecting 
ratepayers,  who  insist  upon  being  sold 
up,  and  whose  case  calls  public  attention 
I  to  the  grievance.  There  are  two  objects 
I  only  attained  by  the  Bill.  The  one  is 
;  that  you  allow  a  majority  of  the  valued 
i  heritors  to  coei-ce,  it  may  be,  a  majority 
I  in  numl)er,  and  you  relieve  the  dis- 
I  sentin^  churches  from  this  rate.  The 
;  ostensible  object  is  to  relieve  the 
i  small  heritors.  That  part  of  the  Bill  is 
an  absolute  sham.  The  Bill  provides  that 
the  machinery  shall  go  on  as  at  present. 
The  plans  must  be  considered  and  the 
assessment  allocated  and  levied  on  the 
total  rental  within  the  parish  subject  to 
the  deductions  on  £50  rentals.  That  is 
the  last  step  in  the  machinery  of  the  Bill, 
and  there  is  no  guarantee  that  the  step 
will  ever  be  taken,  and  unless  it  is  taken 
there  is  no  obligation  on  the  kirk  session 

*  See   7%'.   ParliaitieHtai'y  Debates  [Fourth 
Series],  VoL  Ixx.,  page  039. 
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to  raise  the  money,  and  if  it  is  not  raised, 
or  the  whole  sum  is  not  raised,  the  Bill 
becomes  a  dead  letter.  The  clause  makes 
no  provision  for  remission  of  any  lesser 
sum  than  that  on  £50.  I  do  not  know  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  selects  £50.  He 
might  as  well  have  chosen  £100,  or  even 
the  more  modest  sum  of  £20,  and  the 
sham  might  have  been  more  apparent 
than  it  is.  There  is  another  provision  in 
the  Bill  which,  to  my  mind,  is  absolutely 
impracticable.  It  is  to  the  effect  that  no 
heritor,  who  by  reason  of  any  exemption 
or  deduction  is  relieved  altogether  from 
assessment,  shall  be  entitled  to  take  part  in 
the  discussion  or  vote  at  any  meeting  on 
the  plans.  How  is  that  to  come  into  opera*- 
tion  1  The  exemption  is  the  last  stage  of 
the  proceedings.  The  discussion  of  the 
money  requir^  is  the  first  step,  and  that 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  part  of  the  machi- 
nery which  will  be  absolutely  unworkable. 
Last  year*s  Bill  was  perfectly  frank  in 
saying  that  a  man  exempted  from  pay- 
ment should  not  vote  on  the  question. 
My  hon.  friend  has  called  upon  the  Lord 
Advocate  to  say  whether  he  has  that  in- 
tention in  the  present  Bill.  It  seems  to 
me  it  would  be  the  case  in  parishes  where 
valued  rent  is  retained  under  Clause  1  of 
the  Bill.  A  person  who  under  Clause  3 
of  the  Bill  loses  his  power  would  in  the 
absence  of  any  specific  direction  retain 
his  right.  If  that  be  the  case  it 
would  make  the  anomaly  greater  than 
ever.  That  is  one  point  in  which  the 
Bill  this  year  is  in  any  respect  different 
from  that  of  last.  Otherwise  the  prin- 
ciples, so  fur  as  there  are  principles,  are 
vicious  ;  its  drafting  is  as  bad  as  could 
well  be  imagined,  and  altogther  the  Bill 
is  such  a  thorough  sham  that  I  have  great 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  motion  of  my 
hon.  friend. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  *  now/  and  at  the 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  *  upon 
this  day  six  months.'  " — {Mr,  Urc.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

*Mk.  GORDON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) :  The 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  addressed  the 
House  has  been  strong  in  the  use  of  the 
word  "sham."  The  thanks  of  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House  and  of  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
are    undoubtedly   due    to    the    Govern- 

S//'  Charles  Cameron, 


ment  for  having  taken  up  a  matter  of 
this  kind  as  a  Government  BilL  The 
subject  is  small  when  Wewed  from  West- 
minster, but  it  is  one  which  has  caused 
serious  irritation  from  time  to  time  in 
various  localities  where  these  assessments 
have  been  levied  on  the  small  f  euars.  The 
proof  of  the  irritation  has  been  proved  in. 
this  House  by  the  repeated  efforts  made* 
on  the  GU>vomment  benches  and  by 
private  Members  to  urge  Parliament  to* 
accept  measures  which  would  satisfactorily 
solve  the  question.  There  are  two  inte- 
rests undoubtedly  involved  in  this  Bill, 
but  I  cannot  for  the  life  of  me  see  why 
the  hon.  Members  opposite  should  throw 
their  opposition  against  the  Bill  when  the 
Government  are  simply  making  an  effort 
to  relieve  the  small  ratepayers  whose  con- 
tributions to  this  fund  are  infinitedmaly 
and  very  often  the  cost  of  coUection  i» 
out  of  proportion  to  the  sum  reoeived. 
I  hold  in  my  hand  particulars  of  one  case, 
in  Perthshire,  where  the  law  has  recently 
operated.  The  number  of  proprietors  was 
312 ;  under  £50  they  were  198,  but  these 
198  small  heritors  only  contributed  amon^ 
them  the  sum  of  £99  odd.  If  anyone  wifi 
consider  the  trouble  of  coUecting  £99  odd 
from  198  heritors  he  will  see  at  once  the 
improvement  that  this  Bill  will  introduce 
in  the  ecclesiastical  and  social  condition 
of  Scotland.  The  total  assessment  re- 
quired was  only  £532,  and  that  involved 
a  rate  of  about  5^d.  in  the  £.  The 
other  interest  involved  in  this  Bill  is 
undoubtedly  that  which  rouses  the  oppo- 
sition of  many  hon.  Members  opposite^ 
namely,  the  interests  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland.  But  the  Church  in  this  case  i* 
not  asking  for  anything.  The  Church  is 
simply  asking  Parliament  to  permit  her 
to  relieve  ratepayers  of  those  charges 
now  levied  in  favour  of  herself  and  to- 
permit,  with  legal  sanction,  the  removal 
of  a  difficulty  which  is  frequently  solved 
by  private  compromise,  but  which,  a& 
hon.  Members  know,  is  liable  to  be 
obstructed  by  cranks,  or  obstructives. 
The  Government,  I  trust,  will  push  thi* 
to  a  conclusion.  It  has  been  stated  that 
the  Government  has  had  no  popular 
pressure  for  the  introduction  of  this  BilL 
I  would  beg  to  remind  my  right  hon. 
friend  that  the  unusual  strength  of  the 
present  Cabinet  leads  the  country  to 
expect  steady  progress  ^vith  Govern- 
ment measures  without  popular  pressure. 
Last  year  I  was  surprised  on  a  quiet 
Wednesday     afternoon,     when      I     hadi 
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charge  of  a  somewhat  similar  Bill,  to  iitid 
the  whole  of  the  Opposition — for  once 
united — employing  their  official  ^Vhips  to 
try  to  defeat  a  measure  which  certainly 
was  for  the  benefit  of  the  ratepayei-s,  who 
have  used  their  influence  at  election  and 
at  other  times  (and  many  of  them  are 
supporters  of  Members  on  the  other  side) 
to  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to  solve 
this  difficulty.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Mansfield  Division,  as  we  all  remem- 
ber, met  us  in  former  days  like  the  old 
Soman  general  with  Veni,  virli,  but  wo 
have  failed  to  hear  the  imi  follow. 
Surely  the  time  has  come,  I  am  sure 
it  has  come  in  Scotland,  when  men, 
whether  they  have  grown  old  ;in  the 
service  of  the  country,  or  whether  they 
are  young  and  unused  to  such  narrow  and 
parochial  views  of  Church  life,  are  sick  of 
this  Disestablishment  question  standing 
in  the  way  of  Church  reform.  The  truth 
is  that  life  is  now  larger  and  wider  than  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Linlithgow 
supposes.  He  SJiid  this  Bill  was  an 
attempt  to  burke  the  larger  question.  I 
challenge  the  hon.  Member  or  any  of  his 
friends  by  his  side  to  start  a  Disestablish- 
ment meeting  in  Scotland,  and  I  defy  him 
to  get  a  good  platform  of  liberal-minded 
Scotchmen  to  support  the  mo^'enlent. 
Scotland  is  looking  for  a  solution,  no 
doubt,  of  ecclesiastical  questions.  Scot- 
land is  shrewd  enough  to  know  that 
the  old  Church  of  bcotland  is  bised 
on  a  Constitution,  and  has  privileges 
superior  to  any  other  ecclesiasticiil  IkkIv 
in  Europe.  While  I  am  glad  to  know 
that  Chui-ch  Union  is  in  the  air  in  Scot- 
land, thus  acknowledging  the  fact  that 
our  old  distinctive  peculiarities,  which 
alone  divided  the  Christianity  of  Scotch- 
men, are  fading  away  even  in  those  circles 
where  once  they  were  perhaps  too  highly 
prized,  and  possibly  in  another  generation, 
or  sooner  in  these  liberalising  days,  we 
shall  find  the  Disestablishment  societies 
of  England  and  Scotland  are  matters  of 
past  histor}",  and  that  Presbyterian  Sco^ 
land  will  l>e  completely  united. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  (Fifeshire,  W.) :  A 
more  contemptible,  small,  and  indeed 
ridiculous  measure  has  seldom  engaged 
the  House  of  Commons  on  an  occasion 
of  this  kind.  The  whole  scope  and  object 
of  this  Bill  is  to  reduce,  if  you  can,  by  a 
small  means  a  certain  amount  of  un- 
popularity which  has  always  attached  to 
paying  for  anjrthing,  and  as  there  are  a 


number  of  small  heritors — people  who. 
hold  little  bits  of  land — who  do  not  like 
to  contribute  to  the  Established  Church 
of    their  country,    it    is    thought    good 
electioneering   to   remove   from    them  a. 
gi'ievance,  instead  of  taking  the  bull  by 
the    horns    and    making     Church    rates- 
voluntary  throughout  the  whole  of  Scot- 
land.    That  is  obviously  the  reasonable 
I  thing   to   do.      As  the  thing   stands  at. 
i  present,  the  burden  of  maintaining  the 
!  churches    and    manses    of     Scotland    is 
i  thrown   upon   the   land.      Well,  that  is. 
an     excellent    social     obligation     which 
I  many  on  this  side  of  the  House  have  no 
I  cavil   with.      The    whole    burden   being. 
I  throwni   upon   the   land,  the   land   itself 
I  is    cut   up   into  small    bits.      The    Bill 
i  says  that  because  it  is  cut  up  into  small 
I  bits  is  the  reason  why  the  large  heritors 
I  should  pay  and  why  the  smaller  should 
not  pay,  but  that  is  a  thing  which  nobody 
'  can  understand.     We  have  lost   in  this 
;  House  since  the  subject  was  last  under 
!  discussion  the  late  Lord   Advocate,  Mr. 
'  J.  B.  Balfour,  now  President  of  the  Court- 
\  of  Session.     In  the  interesting  speech  he 
;  made  on  this  subject  he  used  the  following, 
remarks — 

"  He  would  asHume  that  this  was  the  kind" 

of  rate  which  was  rightly  imposed  on  land,. 

;  and  on  that  assumption  the  aim  in  the  alloca- 

]  tion  of  everj'  rate  on  land  witli  which  lie  was 

■  a(M[uainted  was  to  make  the   burden  of  the 

.  nite  proportionate  to  the  extent  or  value  of" 
the  land  held  by  the  person  assessed.     The 

,  large  owner  should  pay  proportionately  to  his. 

I  amount,  and  the  small  owner  to  his.  It 
was  not  a  rate  upon  some  i)ersonal  quality  of" 

,  the  owner,  but  upon  the  lan<l." 

■  The  reason  why  you  want  to  make  the 
small  owner  no  longer  obliged  to  pay  this 
is  because  the  payment  is  unpopular,  but 
you  ride  off  on  an  explanation  about  the 
troulile  of  collection.  You  have  got  in 
Scotland  an  Established  Church  which 
represents   the   religious  feelings  of   the 

:  great  bulk  of  the  inhabitants,  and  which 
certiiinly  is  not  in  any  way  disagreeable 
to  many  of  us.  You  find  that  the  small 
owners  do  not  like  paying,  and  you  come 

,  forward  in  a  spirit  of  relief  and  say  you 
will  relieve  them  from  that  obligation. 
You  siiy  that  is  a  large,  wide,  and  liberal 
measure  dealing  with  the  <iuestion,  and 
you  invoke  the  name  of  the  Member  for 

\  the  Mansfield  Division  in  your  support. 

I  If  you  are  going  to  maintain  the  Esta- 
blished Church  in  Scotland,  maintain  the 

I  principle  on  which  in  all  these  years  pas 
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it  has  rested,  namely,  that  the  obligation 
of  paying  for  churches  and  manses  should 
be  cast  upon  the  land.  The  whole  argu- 
ment addressed  to  the  House  last  year  by 
Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  really  was  not  touched. 
Nobody  replied  to  it.  You  are  seeking 
to  upset  the  historical  principle  of  main- 
taining the  churches  in  Scotland,  simply 
because  you  find  as  electioneerers  it  does 
you  harm,  and  because  a  certain  number 
of  the  smaller  heritors  in  Scotland,  do  not 
want  to  pay.  You  may  pass  this  Bill  if 
your  majority  enables  you  to  do  it,  but 
one  thing  you  will  never  be  able  to  do,  is 
to  persuade  anybody  that  it  is  a  large, 
liberal,  or  just  way  of  dealing  with  this 
question. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  (Durham):  I  cannot 
agree  that  this  is  an  electioneering 
measure,  when  it  proposes  to  redress  a 
grievance.  If  it  can  be  proved  that  the 
Church  will  be  strengthened,  that  the 
.  church  buildings  will  be  maintained,  and 
that  new  churches  will  be  rauied  under 
the  new  provisions  with  less  trouble  to 
the  minority  of  the  people  in  a  parish, 
I  would  say  that  so  far  that  is  all  very 
decidedly  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  I  should 
like  the  House  for  one  moment  to  con- 
sider that  this  Bill  is  only  another  step 
forward  in  the  direction  in  which  Scot- 
land has  been  moving  for  a  long  time 
past.  It  used  to  be  the  case  that 
churches  were  largely  built  in  England 
and  Scotland  out  of  public  moneys.  In 
England,  as  we  all  know,  until  quitemodern 
times,  there  was  a  system  of  church 
rates.  Many  years  ago  these  building  grants 
fell  entirely  into  abeyance,  and  in  1868  the 
Church  Rates  Bill  was  passed.  Since 
then  the  Church  of  England  has  built 
and  looked  after  the  parish  churches,  and 
it  is  found,  and  this  is  the  most  remark- 
able part  of  the  story,  that  in  proportion 
as  you  decrease  the  amount  given  to  the 
Church  from  the  public  funds,  the 
voluntary  contributions  become  greater 
and  greater.  It  is  really  very  astounding 
when  you  cast  your  eye  over  the  amount 
given  in  England  voluntarily  to  the  build- 
ing and  repair  of  churches.  I  would  suggest 
that  if  any  great  change  is  to  be  made  in 
Scotland  it  would  be  wise  to  move  in  the 
direction  we  have  hitherto  moved  in  Eng- 
land— that  is,  as  far  as  possible  to  rely 
frankly  on  the  voluntary  contributions, 
and  deal  with  these  difficulties  in  the  way 
they  are  dealt  with  in  England  and  Ire- 
land.    We  have  had  little  account  taken 

Mr.  Birrell 


to-night  of  the  amount  to  which  these 
assessments  come.  In  1880  or  1881 
there  was  a  Return  moved  for  by  Lord 
Balfour  of  Burleigh  for  a  period  of  ten 
years  ending  with  1879.  The  total 
amount,  roughly,  was  £400,000,  or  about 
£40,000  a  year.  That  is  the  amount 
which  has  to  be  raised  in  order  to  main- 
tain the  fabrics,  etc.  It  is  a  slur  on 
the  character  of  the  Established  Church 
to  suppose  that  it  cannot  maintain  its 
own  church  roofs  and  windows,  and  that 
the  people  are  unwilling  when  the  occa- 
sion comes  to  put  their  hands  in  their 
pockets  and  pay  for  these  matters.  I 
have  never  seen  any  objection  in  any 
church.  Established  or  Disestablished,  to 
the  sending  round  of  the  hat.  We  aie 
in  Scotland  a  thoroughly  religious  people, 
and  there  is  no  difficulty  in  raising  sums. 
I  come  now  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  the 
proposals  of  the  Bill.  I  look  at  it  as  a 
reform  of  the  law  to  remove  or  attempt 
to  remove  a  grievance.  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  referred  to  the  fact  that  the 
Cforporation  of  Glasgow  had  to  pay  the 
assessment,  and  argued  that  there 
was  something  unjust  and  improper 
in  their  having  to  contribute  to 
maintain  the  church  of  the  parish.  I 
cannot  for  myself  see  that  there  is  the 
slightest  injustice  in  that.  If  money  is 
made  out  of  the  parish  I  see  no  hardship 
when  you  come  to  the  assessment  of  the 
parish  in  raising  money  in  that  way.  To 
carry  out  the  principles  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  you  might  excuse 
spinsters  and  bachelors  from  paying  the 
school  rate  of  the  parish  because  they  do 
not  get  the  benefit  of  the  rate  they  pay. 
I  say  that  to  reganl  with  regret  the  fact 
that  these  corporations  and  railways  have 
lands  in  the  local  parishes  is  to  make  a 
great  mistake  iis  to  where  the  grievance 
lies.  Let  us  look  at  the  precise  redress 
of  this  particular  grievance.  If  you  pro- 
pose to  alter  the  practice  of  the  law  of 
rating,  surely  what  you  have  to  do  is  to 
make  the  rate  fall  equally  and  justly 
upon  everybody,  but  this  Bill  proposes 
delibei-ately  to  prefer  the  inequitable 
system  of  assessment  to  the  equitable  and 
modern  system.  We  talk  about 
valued  rent  and  real  rent,  real 
rent  being  the  actual  just  rental  which, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  is  paid  for  the  land, 
and  when  you  come  to  railway  companies, 
and  so  forth,  I  say  that  it  is  unreasonable 
when  there  is  a  common  purpose  in  which 
the  parish   ought   to  be  assessed,    that 
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these  undertakings  should  escape  scot- 
free.  Sulnsection  2  of  Clause  3  is  cer- 
tainly a  most  remarkable  section.  The 
grievance  which,  I  think,  ought  to  be 
redressed — if  it  is  a  grievance — is  that 
the  poor  people  are  assessed.  If  that  is 
a  grievance  against  the  Established 
Church,  I  should  be  very  glad  to  get  rid  of 
it.  The  Government  say  that,  inasmuch 
as  it  is  a  grievance  and  trouble  to  the 
poorer  ratepayers  to  have  to  contribute 
this  assessment,  let  us  say  that  nobody 
who  appears  on  the  valuation  roll  at  less 
than  £50  should  be  troubled  to  pay  the 
rate.  I  would  rather  follow  the  basis  of 
the  Church  Bates  Bill  and  say  it  should 
be  voluntary,  and  I  would  make  it  volun- 
tary payment  to  ever}^  extent.  I 
should  say,  "Relieve  the  ratepayers 
frankly,  and  not  say  that  tnose 
whose  properties  are  valued  under  £50 


and  because  the  principle  has  not  been 
adopted  which  I  wuuld  prefer  now  as  I 
did  then.  Therefore,  I  am  not  disposed 
to  throw  back  this  subject  for  another 
fifteen  or  sixteen  years.  I  can  only  say 
I  regret  that  the  Government,  in  attempt- 
ing to  redress  the  grievance,  has  not 
faced  it  on  a  sounder  principle,  from 
which  better  results  might  have  been  ob- 
tained. 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A. 
Graham  Murray,  Buteshire) :  When 
this  debate  comes  to  be  considered  in 
Scotland,  I  do  rot  think  the  friends  of 
the  Church  can  complain  of  the  weight  of 
the  arguments  against  the  Bill.  I  cannot 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Linlithgow, 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
and  occupied  a  large  portion  of  his 
speech     by      an     interesting     historical 


need  not  pay  unless  they  choose  to  do  so."  j  retrospect,  which  doubtless  brought 
The  proposal  in  this  Bill  is  a  very  i  very  sound  history  to  the  knowledge  of 
roundabout  way  of  keeping  up  the  appear- ;  many  Members  of  the  House.  But 
ance  of  equal  dealing  all  round.  Surely  i  really  I  do  not  intend  to  follow  him  on 
the  Government  have  not  been  advised  |  that  ground.     I  have  not  a  word  to  say 


properly  in  this  matter.  The  heritors 
ought  to  know  what  their  assessments 
were  likely  to  be,  and  what  they  were 
to  be  assessed  for.  As  far  as  I  understand 
the  proposal — and  my  hon.  and  learned 
friend  will  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong — 
it  appears  to  me  that  if  I  am  to  be 
assesised,  my  liability  to  pay  or  not  to 
pay  will  depend  very  largely  upon 
whether  a  church  bazaar  has  been  a 
success  or  a  failure.  I  believe  there  is 
a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  the  relief  of 
the  small  ratepayers.  Let  as  put  down 
the  real  rent,  with  the  provision  that  the 
ratepayers  shall  not  be  bound  to  con- 
tribute, but  shall  only  contribute  volun- 
tarily, exactly  as  is  the  case  with  the 
English  ratepayers  in  the  matter  of 
Church  rates.  I  do  not  like  to  part  with 
the  subject  altogether  without  saving  a 
few  words  of  fnendly  farewell.  I  ' 
resetted  for  many  years  that 
subject,     if     taken     up     at    all,     was 


against  what  he  said  in  the  historical 
sense,  except  to  remind  him  in  passing 
that  when  he  spoke  of  the  decision  in  the 
Peterhead  case  in  1802  it  was  quite 
obvious  that  he  took  the  case  which  has 
been  practically  the  cause  of  all  the  fric- 
tion we  have  had  in  this  matter.  But 
the  Court  of  Session  in  that  day  decided 
the  other  way,  and  the  decision  was  re- 
versed in  the  House  of  Lords.  I  do  not 
intend  to  say  anything  about  the  Peter- 
head case,  because  I  am  quite  certain 
that  the  House  and  the  people  of  Scotland 
are  not  concerned  in  the  antiquarian 
disputes  of  lawyers,  but  in  the  practical 
grievance  that  exists  at  the  present  time 
This  Bill  was  never  ambitious  in  aim,  and 
never  claimed  any  great  things.  What 
it  did  was  that  it  claims  to  be,  like  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  behind  me 
have  j  last  year,  a  genuine  attempt  to  remove 
this  j  the  cause  of  friction  that  existed  in  the 
past,  and  which,  so  far  as  I  know,  never 


not  taken  up  on  a  grand  principle.  ;  did  good  to  anybody. 
I  feel  to  some  extent  rather  guilty  in  re- 
^rd  to  these  small  ratepayers,  Ix^cause  it 
IS  about  sixteen  years  since  I  proposed 
one  of  the  earlier  Bills,  on  the  ground 
that  you  did  not  deal  e(]ually  and 
fairly  with  all  the  ratepa3'ers  of 
Scotland.  Perhaps,  however,  it  is  un- 
wise to  oppose  a  measure  which  docs 
some  small  amoimt  of  good  because 
it  does  not  do  a  great  deal  more  good. 


Is  it  a  fact  that 
that  friction  did  exist  1  I  need  not  deny 
that,  because  the  first  remarks  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who  seconded 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill  bore  testimony 
to  the  occurrence  of  that  friction.  When 
I  come  to  the  Bill  itself,  and  to  the  re- 
marks the  hon.  Member  for  Linlithgow 
made  in  moving  the  rejection,  frankly  I 
admit  that  one  part  of  the  speech  anawetoi 
the  other.    The  B\\\,  as  evet^OTva  >k£\<2w^ 
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who  has  read  it,  is  divided  into  two 
portions.  The  hon.  Member's  argument 
-against  the  first  portion  of  the  Bill  is, 
**  Here  is  a  duty  payable  by  law  :  Why 
take  that  away  1  Is  it  not  a  horrible 
thing  to  prevent  a  person  paying  what  by 
law  he  ought  to  pay  1 "  And  yet  when 
he  came  to  the  second  part  of  the  Bill  he 
condemned  that,  "because,"  said  he, 
"you  are  trying  to  relieve  the  small 
•cure,  and  you  are  really  doing  that 
because  you  know  the  whole  thing  is 
a  system  which  is  utterly  without 
defence."  I  do  not  know  how  the  hon. 
Member  reconciles  the  two  statements, 
because  really  his  argument  upon  the  first 
part  of  the  Bill  entirely  answers  his 
argument  upon  the  second ;  and  vice  versa, 
his  argument  on  the  second  part  completely 
answers  his  argument  on  the  first.  I  may 
notice  in  passing  that  he  conveniently 
omitted  to  mention,  as  far  as  the  first  part 
of  the  Bill  is  concerned,  that  it  is  strictly 
limited  to  those  cases  where  the  assess- 
ments have  been  on  the  valued  rent,  and 
that  it  is  no  more  than  allowing  the  legal 
perpetration  of  the  system  which  has  very 
largely  obtained  in  Scotland  owing  to  the 
good  sense  and  generosity  of  those  con- 
cerned. The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow,  on 
the  other  hand,  really  treated  this  as  a 
Committee  point.  He  quoted  the  observa- 
tions which  I  made  last  year,  in  which, 
speaking  on  the  Bill  of  my  hon.  friend 
behind  me,  which  provided  that  a  bare 
majority  might  come  to  the  conclusion,  I 
urged  him  to  amend  his  Bill  so  as  to  allow 
of  practical  unanimity  being  necessary. 
We  take  two-thirds  of  the  value.  I 
frankly  admit  that  that  is  a  Committee 
point,  and  one  we  should  be  perfectly 
willing  to  discuss  in  Committee,  my 
general  view  on  the  subject  being  the 
same  as  last  year,  namely,  that  any 
measure  which  has  any  coercive  effects 
ought  to  have  something  tantamount 
to  practical  unanimity  behind  it.  Per- 
haps I  ought  to  notice  one  other 
observation  which  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill  when  talking  of  this  "indefensible 
system."  He  drew  a  moving  picture  of 
the  change  which  had  taken  place  in 
Scotch  life  and  Scotch  society,  and  he 
told  us  that  in  the  old  days  heritors  and 
parishioners  were  one  and  the  same  thing — 
that  landowners  and  parishioners  were  the 
same.  I  never  knew  of  such  a  state  of 
society,  and  I  have  yet  to  read  the  history 

Jfr,  A,  Graham  Murray, 


in  which  it  is  recorded.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber then  went  on  to  say  that  what  more 
than  anything  else  made  him  appreciate 
the  injustice  of  the  present  system  of 
Church  assessments  was  the  position  of 
civic  institutions  and  municipalities^  and 
he  specially  instanced  the  case  of  the 
Glasgow  Corporation,  who,  as  he  wdl 
knows,  by  a  case  which  the  Glasgow  Cor- 
poration was  unfortunate  enough  to  lose 
not  long  ago,  and  in  which  both  he 
and  I  took  part,  had  to  pay  the  assess- 
ment  of  the  parish  kirk  session.  He 
asked  what  good  the  Corporation  ^t  from 
the  administration  of  the  parish  kirk 
session.  Does  not  the  hon.  Member  see 
that  the  logical  outcome  of  that  aigument 
is  that  no  corporation  or  public  authoritj 
ought  to  be  taxed  at  all  1  Does  the  Cor- 
poration of  Glasgow  give  birth  to  any 
children  who  have  to  be  educated,  or  does 
it  have  persons  vaccinated,  or  does  it 
matter  to  it  whether  the  Registratioo 
Act  is  carried  out  or  not  ?  And  so  we 
might  go  through  all  the  rates  which  are 
levied.  With  resard  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Bill,  the  hon.  Baronet  was  very 
prodigal  with  the  word  "sham.**  He 
said — 

"  This  scheme  is  a  sham,  because  yoa  do  not 
get  the  exemption  unless  an  adequate  sum  is 
contributed  by  the  kirk  session,  and  there  is 
no  guarantee  that  the  kirk  session  will  con- 
tribute that  money." 

There,  again,  if  that  is  a  correct  argu- 
ment, all  I  can  say  in  reply  is  that 
enabling  legislation  is  always  a  sham, 
because 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON:  I  am 
sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
wish  to  misrepresent  me.  What  I  sud 
was  that  the  powers  proposed  were  a 
sham,  because  everything  which  could  be 
done  under  the  Bill — everything  which 
the  Bill  would  enable  the  Church  to  do  by 
voluntary  subscription — could  already  !» 
done  without  any  Bill. 

♦Mr.  a.  graham  MURRAY:  My 
answer  to  that,  with  all  respect^  is  that 
such  is  not  the  case.  I  do  not  think  I 
am  misrepresenting  the  hon.  Baronet, 
but  certainly  one  portion  of  his  ar^ment 
was  that  this  was  no  real  relief,  because 
there  was  no  adequate  security  that  the 
kirk  session  in  any  particular  case  would 
find  the  money.  If  that  is  a  strict 
argument,  I  say  that  all  enabling  legisla- 
tion is  a  sham,  because  when  you  pass 
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enabling,  as  opposed  to  mandatory  legis- 
lation, you  have  no  absolute  guarantee 
that  the  particular  conditions  will  be 
carried  out.  Let  me  say  just  a  word 
Hjpon  the  actual  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
We  have  had  some  criticisms  of  the 
measure  from  my  hon.  friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Durham.  Of  course,  I  should 
treat  the  hon.  Member  very  gently,  be- 
cause he  is  in  the  unfortunate  position  of 
Jt  man  with  a  nostrum  of  his  own,  and 
auch  people  have  always  very  tender 
feelings.  What  he  has  never  been  able 
to  forgive  us  is  that  we  did  not  bring 
forward  a  BiU  founded  on  the  resolution 
which  he  was  fortunate  enough  to  pass  in, 
I  think,  1884.  I  believe  I  can  satisfy 
fcim  that  there  is  no  real  difficulty  in  the 
working  eut  of  the  provisions  of 
the  BiH.  The  matter  to  which  he 
rather  took  exception  was  that  the 
assesement  is  not  actually  imposed,  but 
only  proposed  to  be  imposed.  The 
object  of  Section  2  is  that  the  scheme 
ahall  be  law  before  the  parochial  kirk 
session.  In  many  cases  we  believe  that 
will  be  an  end  of  the  whole  matter,  and 
that  in  many  instances  the  entire  sum,  if 
it  is  not  large,  will  be  subscribed.  Even 
if  that  is  not  so,  \*hen  a  proposal  for 
assessment  is  made  there  is  an  opportunity 
for  the  kirk  session  to  come  forward  and 
produce  the  sum  which  is  necessary  in 
order  to  get  the  exemption.  But  after 
all  is  said  and  done  there  is  something 
else  underlying  the  opposition  to  this 
Bill,  and  hitherto  the  most  frank  advo- 
cate of  that  "something"  has  been  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Fife.  He  was 
pretty  explicit  this  year,  but  he  was  even 
mere  so  last  year.  I  should  like  to  1 
remind  the  Honse  of  one  sentence  which  | 
he  uttered  last  year,  because  he  then  put  i 
in  a  shorter  and  more  concrete  form  what  | 
he  said  this  year.  These  were  his 
words —  ' 

"The  real  object  of  the  Bill  wasto|?etrid 
of  aiCTments  against  the  existence  of  an  Estab- 
lished Chvreh,  and  he  was  entitled  as  a  sup- 
pcvt^  •£  disestablishmeist  to  object  to  the 
principle  being  whittled  away  in  this  manner, 
so  that  eventnally  when  they  were  face  to  face 
with  tiie  great  qoestion  of  the  Establbhment 
there  would  he  fpractically  no  Establishment 
at  aU.»  *  ^  ^ 

That  is  the  argument  of  Demetrius.  The 
hon.  Member  for  West  Fife  says,  ^  My 
craft  is  in  danger."      He    cannot  look 

*  See  2%«  Parliamentary  Debates  [Fourth 
Series],  VoL  Ixx.,  pagee4a 


forward  with  equanimity  to  the  idea  of 
having  to  fight  a  General  Election  in  which 
he  would  no  longer  have  a  sore  to  rub  in 
against  the  Establishment.  I  only  hope 
that  in  the  changed  circumstances  which 
we  know  are  going  to  greet  the  hon. 
Member  when  he,  alas !  takes  his 
energies  and  abilities,  of  which  we  are  all 
so  proud,  to  another  kingdom,  he  may 
find  the  necessity  of  a  grievance  of  the 
Scotch  Church  not  so  poignant  as  it  has 
been  hitherto.  But  really,  when  we 
come  to  discuss  the  argument  underlying 
the  opposition  to  this  Bill,  I  can  only  ask 
the  House  whether  the  hon.  Member's 
own  description  of  the  Bill  as  con- 
temptible and  small  is  not  more  rightly 
applied  to  the  feeling  which  generates  the 
opposition  to  an  honest  attempt  to  remove 
friction,  simply  because,  in  so  doing,  you 
would  do  away  with  a  certain  grievance. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  do  not  wish  to  in- 
terrupt the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  if 
there  is  one  thing  I  detest  more  than  another, 
it  is  keeping  alive  a  grievance  against  a 
religious  body  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
using  it  as  an  argument  against  that  body. 
The  point  I  made  last,  and  which  I 
attempted,  apparently  unsuccessfidly,  to 
make  this  year,  was  that  the  principle  of 
the  Establishment  is  that  the  people  who 
own  the  land  in  Scotland  should  pay  for 
it,  and  I  maintain  that  the  principle 
should  not  be  whittled  away  in  order  to 
remove  objections  which  otherwise  obtain 
to  it.  If  they  have  an  Establishment, 
let  them  pay  for  it. 

♦Mr.  a.  graham  MURRAY:  The 
hon.  Member  must,  I  think,  entirely 
appreciate  that  the  whole  point  of  our 
Bill  has  been  to  leave  the  principle  as  it 
is,  and  that  the  legal  rights  and  liabilities 
after  this  Bill  is  passed  will  be  exactly  the 
same  as  they  were  before.  In  making 
that  remark  I  may,  perhaps,  answer  the 
hon.  Baronet  as  to  a  matter  which 
puzzled  him.  There  is  no  intention 
in  this  Bill  of  taking  away  any 
right  which  a  cure  or  a  parishioner  may 
possess,  such  as  a  right  to  a  seat  in  the 
church.  With  respect  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Fife,  he  has  been,  as  he  said, 
unsuccessful  in  making  this  point  clear  to 
the  House  both  last  year  and  this, 
because  I  honestly  think  he  is  trying  to 
make  a  distinction  where  there  is  no 
diflFerence  at  all.  I  do  not  think  the 
principle  of  the  Establishment  consists  iiv 
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the  necessity  of  exacting  a  tax  which  is 
legally  due,  even  when  the  exaction  of 
that  tax  may  cause  friction  and  heart- 
burning, and  I  cannot  see  that  the  taking 
away  of  that  in  any  way  hurts  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Establishment.  But  I  do 
understand  the  phrase  which  the  hon. 
Member  made  use  of  when  he  said  that , 
he  was  entitled  as  a  supporter  of  dis- 
establishment to  object  to  the  principle 
being  whittled  away,  so  that  eventually 
when  we  were  face  to  face  with  the  great 
question  there  would  be  no  Establishment 
to  deal  with.  I  think  this  measure  is  one 
of  a  useful  character,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  agree  to  the  Second  Reading. 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  (Hawick 
Burghs) :  There  are  two  remarks  in  the 
speech  to  which  we  have  just  listened 
which  certainly  struck  me  as  worthy  of 
attention.  In  the  first  place,  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  friend  said  that  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  will  remove  a  practical 
grievance.  He  was  well  aware  that  if  he 
stopped  there  his  argument  would  com- 
pletely fail,  and  therefore  he  said  it  was 
to  remove  a  practical  grievance  as  the 
Church  is  administered.  That  is  the 
whole  thing.  If  the  Church  were 
to  administer  its  affairs  upon  volun- 
tary lines  the  practical  grievance  would 
disappear.  But  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proceeded  he  made  a  further 
most  damaging  observation  in  regard  to 
his  own  plan,  namely,  that  the  legal  situa- 
tion of  the  parties  will  not  be  altered  in 
any  respect  whatever  by  this  Bill.  If 
that  be  the  case,  I  fail  to  see  why  the 
ratepayers  of  Scotland  and  the  owners  of 
land  should  be  left  to  the  will  of  the  Kirk 
Session  in  the  midst  of  their  respective 
communities  to  know  whether  or  not  they 
are  to  be  subject  to  the  tax  which  by  law 
is  resolved  to  be  laid  upon  them.  The 
fact  is,  I  oppose  and  object  to  this  Bill  for 
the  simple  and  cardinal  reason  that  it 
recognises  and  reaffirms  the  continuance 
of  the  assessment  with  which  it  deals, 
whereas  I  am  in  principle  in  favour  of  the 
total  and  immediate  abolition  of  this 
assessment.  It  is  futile  to  speak  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Durham  as  the  patron  of 
a  nostrum.  It  is  a  nostrum  which  has 
been  well  known  with  reference  to  the 
whole  doctrine  as  to  civic  establishment  of 
religion  and  endowments.  To  promote 
religion  by  levying  rates  is  not  in  my 
opinion  any  part  of  the  duty  of  the  State, 
and  it  is  not  a  service,  but  a  disservice,  to 
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reli&^on  itself.  The  same  obeervntion 
applies  to  a  levy  of  rates  for  the  purpose 
of  promoting  the  convenience  or  saving 
the  pockets  of  those  who  profess  a  parti> 
cular  style  of  religion  or  particular  views- 
as  to  Church  government.  We  are  being 
troubled  with  Bills  of  this  kind  simply 
because  the  Grovernment,  with  this  large 
majority  at  its  back,  is  in  power,  and  if  we* 
are  to  be  troubled  year  after  year  by  this 
kind  of  infatuation,  by  a  ^ill  of  thifr 
description,  we  cannot  be  complained 
against,  and  we  must  be  forgiven 
if  we  feel  ourselves  forced  to 
affirm  and  reaffirm  the  strong  proposition- 
which  experience  in  Scotland  proves,  that 
wherever  you  find  religion  vital  and 
sincere  it  can  pay  its  own  way.  You 
may  call  this  Bill  what  you  like,  but 
in  the  end  you  will  find  that  it  is  this, 
crucial  consideration  which  comes  into- 
play.  The  fact  is  that  this  Bill  is  a  BiU 
for  the  readjustment  and  the  re- 
affirmation of  a  principle  which  is 
unsound  and  erroneous  in  itself.  I  en- 
tirely agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Durham  that  the  right  and  only  way  to 
deal  with  the  question  is  that  that  un- 
sound and  erroneous  principle  should  co» 
at  once  and  for  ever  from  the  Estab- 
lishment of  Scotland  and  the  membership 
within  it.  The  mystery  attending  this. 
Bill  lias  not  been  at  all  cleared  up  by  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
says  that  they  are  the  enemies  of  the 
Establishment  who  oppose  this  Bill.  If  I 
mistake  not,  they  are  the  very  poor  and  the 
very  unwise  friends  of  the  Establishment 
who  have  promoted  the  measure.  Every 
man  in  Scotland  must  admire  the  efforts 
of  the  Church  of  vScotland  on  voluntary 
lines  within  recent  years,  but  I  very  much 
doubt  whether  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
membership  of  that  Church  would  care 
to  suffer  the  imputation  of  meanness 
which  follows  the  proposition  underl3mig 
this  Bill,  namely,  that  they  are  unable  to 
pay  their  own  religious  way  and  to  pro- 
vide for  their  own  religiowe  duties  as 
their  fellow -Christians  and  neighbours  in 
Scotland  do.  I  do  not  desire  to 
examine  in  anything  like  detail  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  It  Es  a  very  short 
measure,  and  its  two  maiit  pro^sions 
are  wholly  bad  and  unjustifiable. 
No  such  measure  as^  thi&  will  ever 
be  of  the  slightest  a\^L  The  Only 
method  of  dealing  with)  the  question 
properly  is  the  cardinal  and  radical 
method    of    going    to-   the  iroot  of    the 
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iniustice.  I  agree  that  there  is  only  ,  whole  of  thi.s  system  and  be  done  with 
ocUum  and  discredit  attaching  to  the  .  it  for  ever  ?  The  uncertainty  attaching 
imposition  of  this  assessment,  and  I  ;  to  this  asso-^ament  becomes  even  more 
desire  equally  with  hon.   Gentlemen  on  '  marked  undei*  Section  3  of  the  Bill.    That 


the  other  side  of  the  House  to  abolish 
that  odium  and  discredit,  but  you  can  do 
that    only    by  abolishing   the  injustice. 


section  no  doubt  marks  an  advance  upon 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  of  last  year. 
The   scheme    of    voluntaryism   is    much 


When  one  looks  at  the  details  of  the  Bill  |  widened  in  this  Bill,  because  the  limit  of 
one  is  instantly  struck  by  the  strangeness  .  value  has  risen  from  JB20  to  JB50.  But  I 
of  the  device  which  Her  Majesty's  ^  ask  this  simple  question  :  If  there  is  to 
Government  have  permitted  themselves  be  any  rate  attaching  to  the  land  of  the 
to  use  in  Section  1.  If  there  is  one  thing  parish  why  should  you  give  preferential 
more  than  another  in  regard  to  the  treatment  to  certain  of  the  owners  of  land 
burdens  on  landed  property  that  ought  to  in  the  parish  ?  Why  should  you  propose 
be  always  kept  in  view  it  is  that  they  ,  to  make  difference  between  ratepayers  ? 
should  be  fairly  and  carefully  calculable  1  According  to  the  provision  of  Section  1 
from  year  to  year,  and  that  they  the  resolution  upon  this  subject  is  to  be 
should  be  imposed  and  varied,  not  by  a  ;  taken  by  the  valued  rent  heritors. 
mivate,  but  only  by  public  authority.  1  There  are  many  parishes  in  Scotland  in 
The  first  section  of  this  Bill  is  in  flat  which  the  majority  of  the  value  is  held 
contradiction  of  that  elementary  rule.  It  by  one  landowner,  and  therefore  we  would 
is  proposed  that  two-thirds  of  the  valued  '  have  introduced  into  the  parishes  of  Scot- 
rent  heritors  in  Scotland  may  resolve  to  land  the  principle  of  "  please  the  land- 
levy  Church  and  manse  rates  according,  owner,"  because  if  you  please  him  he  may 
not  to  the  real  rents,  but  to  what  are  ;  vote  that  you,  the  real  rent  owner,  should 
known  as  the  valued  rents.  What  is  |  not  be  assessed,  while  if  you  displease 
valued  rent  1  At  the  present  day  valued  [  him  he  will  leave  the  law  to  take  its 
rent  does  not  represent  value,  and  it  in  i  course.  You  will  be  assessed  accoi'ding. 
no  way  whatever  represents  rent.      It  is  |  to   the   pleasure   or    displeasure    of   the 


not  a  truth,  but  a  fiction.  It  is  a  com 
plete  delusion  and  an  anachronism.  It 
does  not  represent,  but  misrepresents,  the 


largest  landowner  in  the  parish.  If  that 
be  the  way  in  which  it  is  proposed  to  re- 
move a  grievance,  I  am  quite  sure  you 


state  of  aflfairs  as  regards  the  lands,  and  will  remove  the  existing  grievance ;  but 
the  proposal  of  this  Bill  is  to  per-  •  you  will  only  replace  it  by  another  of  far 
mit  that  at  the  will  of  certain  of  i  deeper  social  effect.  If  you  are  going  to 
your  parishioners  in  Scotland  your  ,  address  yourself  to  this  doctrine  at  all, 
property  should  be  assessed,  not  in  accord-  the  House  would  do  l)ett«r  to  abolish  the 
ance  with  fact,  but  in  accordance  with  ,  whole  system  under  which  it  is  possible 
fiction,  not  upon  its  present  day  value,  to  cause  payment  for  these  objects  to  ])e 
but  upon  the  value  at  which  it  and  other  !  made  by  any  other  persons  than  those 
property  stood  at  the  time  of  Oliver  !  who  share  the  benefits  of  the  buildings, 
Cromwell.  A  more  ridiculous  and  al)surd  |  whether  the  manse  or  the  ecclesiastical 
proposal  has  seldom  been  placed  before  i  edifice  itself.  I  would  conclude  by  saying 
Parliament.  The  fact  is  that  it  is  just  |  that  I  totally  disagree  with  the  view  that 
typical  of  the  stru^le  which  has  been  ;  the  Church  of  Scotland  or  the  people  of 
going  on  in  the  mmds  of  the  Govern-  Scotland  are  in  favour  of  this  proposal, 
ment.  They  desire  to  retain  the  assess- 1  it  has  been  suggested  in  the  course  of 
ment  upon  lands,  but  to  conceal  and  hide  ;  this  debate  that  the  majority  of  the  po- 
it  by  manipulations  of  these  valued  rent  pie  of  Scotland  do  favour  this  ridiculous 
provisions  in  Sections  1  and  2.  Why  do  ,  proposal.  We  can  judge  of  that  only  hy 
they  not  come  boldly  forward  and  say,  j  the  votes  of  this  House.  A  similar 
"  This  grievance  exists ;  it  depends  !  measure  to  this  was  voted  on  last  year, 
wholly  and  solely  upon  the  power  to  and  in  favour  of  it  were  eighteen  Scotch 
raise  these  funds  for  religious  buildings  j  Members,  while  against  it  there  were 
by  means  of  rates  levied  upon  all,  whether  !  twenty-nine.*     Who,  under  these  circum- 

they  use  or  do  not  use  the  buildings  "  1  \ ; — , - 

\Miy  do  not  Her  Majesty's  Government       *  yor  debate  on  Second    R^lmj;   of   the 
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come  forward   and  frankly  say   that  the  i^g^^^^^  1^^     ^^    The   Parliarnentar;/ 

time  for  that  state  of  thmgs  has  come  jyehates  [Fourth  Series],  Vol.  Ixx.,  page  605. 
to  an  end,  and  that  they  must  abolish  the    (Division  List  No.  102,  page  659.) 
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stances,  can  claim  that  the  opinion  of 
Scotland  is  favourable  to  a  measure  of 
this  kind  1  This  is  peculiarly  a  Scotch 
affair.  In  England  the  remedy  has 
been  applied.  In  Ireland  the  griev- 
ance is  entirely  unknown.  Why 
then  vnll  you  not  permit  Scotland 
to  be  governed  in  this  particular  in  accor- 
dance with  the  voices  of  her  represen- 
tatives 1  If  that  were  done  I  have  little 
doubt  of  the  result.  The  result  would  be 
the  rejection  of  this  measure  and  the  total 
abolition  and  repeal  of  these  duties.  If 
these  rates  and  duties  were  abolished  I 
make  free  to  say  that  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land would  not  be  weakened,  but  would 
be  greatly  strengthened  in  the  perfor- 
mance of  its  proper  work,  namely,  its 
spiritual  work. 

♦Mr.  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire)  : 
Although  I  intend  to  oppose  this  Bill 
I  offer  it  a  hearty  welcome,  because, 
whatever  it  may  or  may  not  do,  it 
is  certainly  a  Disendowment  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Durham  says  it  marks  a 
step  in  the  direction  of  disestablishment. 
It  should  at  least,  however,  mark  the  dis- 
appearance of  the  old  argument  levelled 
against  us  from  pulpits  and  platforms,  in 
which  we  were  told  that  if  we  dared  to  lay 
a  finger  upon  the  property  of  the  Church 
we  were  guilty  not  only  of  robbery,  but 
of  sacrilege.  I  hope  such  arguments  are 
gene  for  ever.  I  see  on  the  back  of  this 
Bill  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Andrews  Burghs.  I  wonder  what  the 
fishermen  of  St.  Andrews  Burghs  will 
think  when  they  see  the  name  of  their 
Member  of  Parliament  upon  this  Bill.  I 
remember  an  election  there  in  1885  in 
which  the  hon.  Meml)er's  father,  whose 
memory  we  so  highly  respect,  took  part. 
That  election  was  memorable  in  many 
ways.  The  polling  day  was  on  a  Mon- 
day, and  on  the  Saturday  the  Disestablish- 
ment candidate  was  told  that  a  victory 
was  sure.  But  between  Saturday  and 
Monday  in  Scotland  there  comes  Sun- 
•day,  and  on  that  Sunday  there 
•came  an  eloquent  minister  down  to  St. 
Andrews  Burghs  from  Edinburgh,  and 
he  preached  a  sermon  upon  the  text 
"  Will  a  man  rob  God  1 "  He  told  those 
fishermen  that  if  they  voted  for  dis- 
establishment they  would  share  the  sin 
of  Ananias  and   Sapphira,  and  probably 

their  judgment  as  well.  Those  fishermen 
fled  from  the  Avrath  to  come  and  also  from 
the  poll,  and  the  Disestablishment  candi- 
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date  lost  the  election.     Echoes  of  that 
sermon   still  disturb  the   equaniiiiity  of 
the  fishermen  on    dark  nights;  and  I 
wonder  what  they  will  say  when  they  see 
their  Member's  name  on  the  back  of  a 
Bill  for  robbing  God.      But   it   is  not 
on   those  grounds    that    I    oppose    this 
Bill.     I    may    comfort  hon.    Gentlemen 
opposite  who  are  only  trying  their  'pren- 
tice   hands    at    this     wickedness    that, 
although  I  have  been  cursed    for    the 
action  I  have  taken,  I  am  not   any  the 
worse  for  it.     I  am  a  member    of  the 
Established  Church,  and  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  produce  any  Bill  which  will 
benefit  that  Church,  and  which  will  do  so 
without  injuring  the  public  I  shall  give  it 
a  hearty  support.     But  I  consider  it  my 
first  duty  to  look  to  the  public  welfare. 
This  is  a  Bill  which,  whether  it  benefits 
the  Church  or  not,  at  any  rate  it  does  not 
benefit  the  public,  for  it  not  only  robs  the 
Church,  but  also  the  public,  of  part  of  its 
property.      I  maintain  that  the    teinds 
and    the     ecclesiastical    rates     are     not 
only     public    property,     but    they    are 
public    taxes.      Those    taxes    are  being 
applied    according    to    the    law  of   the 
country  to  the   established    Church   of 
Scotland ;   they  have  been  changed  five 
times  in  their  purpose,  and  many  of  us 
may  live  to  see  them  changed  a  sixth 
time,  but  as  long  as  they  remain  they  are 
public  property,  and  we  should  not  allow 
them  to  be  alienated  or  destroyed.     In 
one  of  its  clauses  this  Bill  destroys  them, 
and  the  rates  on  Dissenting  churches  and 
manses  are  to  go.     And  why  do  you  do 
this  1    It  is  not  the  rates  that  are  unjust. 
It  is  perfectly    fair    that  a   Dissenting 
church  or  a  Dissenting  manse  should  con- 
tinue to  pay  these  taxes,  but  have  you  not 
the  courage  to  say  that  the  purpose  to 
which  they  are  applied  is  unjust  and  should 
be  altered?     And  because  it  suits  the 
temporary  convenience  of  the  Church  you 
are  obliged  to  forego  these  rates  alto- 
gether.     That  is    the    first  ground   on 
which  I  oppose  this  Bill.     But  it  is  a 
measure  whioh  proceeds  to  its  purpose  in 
a  disingenuous  fashion.     Why  is  it  that 
you  have  picked  out  these   manses  and 
churches,  and  why  are  you  going  to  take 
the  rates  off  them  ?     Why  not  take  the 
rates  off  all  Dissenters  ?     You  tell  us  that 
we  are  opposing  this  Bill  in  a  mean  way, 
to   retain  a  disestablishment   argument, 
but  you  are  mean  enough  to  remove  these 
rates  because  you  are  trying  to  remove  a 
disestablishment  argument.     Why  do  you 
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pick  out  those  particular  rates?  I  re- 
member reading  an  essay  by  Leigh  Hunt, 
in  which  he  says  that  fishing  would  be 
perfectly  impossible  if  the  fish  caught 
were  to  make  a  series  of  squeaks,  because 
they  would  call  down  upon  them  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Society  for  the  Prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  Animals.  You  are  now  going 
to  take  the  rates  off  those  who  squeak, 
but  fill  your  basket  with  those  that  are 
silent.  If  you  had  a  preamble,  it  would  be, 
"  Whereas  it  is  now  generally  admitted 
that  in  principle  it  is  unjust  to  put  a  tax 
upon  a  Dissenter  to  support  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  whereas  the  Church  of 
Scotland  gets  a  good  revenue,  and  it  is 
necessary  to  stop  the  mouths  of  those  who 
make  this  a  scandal,  be  it  enacted."  I 
will  look  at  this  Bill  as  a  Churchman. 
Suppose  I  am  capable  of  overlooking  the 
defects  I  have  mentioned,  and  I  ask  myself 
as  a  member  of  the  Church — Will  it  do 
good  to  the  Church  ?  Not  only  \vill  this 
Bill  do  no  good  to  the  Church,  and  fail  to 
remove  the  scandal  you  wish  to  remove, 
but  it  will  perpetuate  and  advertise  it.  If 
jou  want  to  put  an  end  to  the  scandal  of 
collecting  these  rates  you  can  do  it  very 
easily  without  any  Act  at  all.  Why  not 
raise  a  voluntary  subscription  ?  I  never 
knew  before  that  we  required  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  allow  us  to  raise  subscrip- 
tions. If  the  right  hon.  Member  will 
introduce  an  Act  to  put  down  public 
subscriptions  I  am  sure  it  will  be  sup- 
ported from  both  sides  of  this  House. 
Under  the  present  system,  without  any 
Bill  at  all,  public  subscription  will  work 
much  better  than  this  measure.  In  the 
first  place,  you  are  more  likely  to  get  it ; 
And  in  the  second  place,  you  can  apply  it 
more  cheaply,  and  you  can  deal  with 
Dissenters  according  to  the  circumstances 
of  the  case.  You  may  pick  out  one  man 
who  is  noisy,  and  you  may  avoid  another 
who  pays  quietly.  I  wonder  if  any  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  ever  attempted 
to  collect  subscriptions.  If  you  attempt 
to  collect  money  from  your  friends  the 
first  thing  they  do  is  to  find  an  excuse  for 
not  giving  anything.  I  have  known 
friends  of  mine  whose  intellect  I  have 
held  in  contempt ;  when  they  have  been 
asked  for  a  subscription  they  develop 
a  logical  genius  which  entirely 
overwhelms  me.  That  is  what  will 
happen  in  this  case.  Some  Member  will 
go  among  the  congregation  and  ask,  "  Will 
you  subscribe  to  pay  off  the  f euars  1 "  and 
the  answer  will  be :  "  I  understand  you 


are  going  to  relieve  every  man,  great  or 
small,  rich  or  poor.  I  would  have  been 
willing  to  relieve  small  feuars,  but  not 
the  rich."  What  will  be  the  consequence  1 
You  are  not  forced  by  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  raise  this  subscription,  but  you 
have  to  deal  with  people  who  do  not 
read  Acts  of  Parliament  and  who  will  say 
you  have  failed  in  your  legal  duty.  For 
j  these  reasons,  as  a  Churchman  and  as  a 
representative  of  the  public,  I  shall  offer 
a  strenuous  opposition  to  this  Bill. 

♦Mr.  WYLIE  (Dumbartonshire)  said  he 
would  have  preferred  if  the  Lord  Advocate 
had  brought  in  a  Bill  to  relieve  entirely 
the  real  rent  heritors,  who  are  mainly 
feuars  from  Ecclesiastical  assessment,  for 
though  the  feuars  were  in  the  eyes 
of  the  law  landlords,  because  they  had  a 
perpetual  occupancy,  yet  they  were 
tenants,  because  they  paid  a  perpetual 
rent,  and  if  they  were  relieved  it  would 
be  a  measure  of  equity.  The  proposal 
of  hon.  Members  opposite  was  to  relieve 
the  landlords  altogether  and  make  them  a 
present  of  a  very  large  sum  of  money. 
The  old  Scottish  legiSators,  who  framed 
the  Acts  for  maintaining  the  churches  and 
manses  and  schools  by  assessment  on 
the   rent  rof    land,    were    wise  in    their 

feneration,  and  they  did  a  great  work  for 
cotland.  If  those  who  had  framed  the 
Acts  originally  had  known  that  Scotland 
was  going  to  make  such  remarkable  pro- 
gress, and  that  the  rent  of  land  in  Scotland 
was  going  to  increase  by  such  enormous 
bounds,  and  that  the  population  was 
destined  to  increase  in  the  same  way, 
they  would  have  framed  their  enactment 
accordingly  so  as  to  keep  pace  with 
the  prosperity  of  the  country  and 
the  increase  of  the  population,  and 
this  question  would  have  automatically 
solved  itself.  Taking  things  as  they 
were,  they  found  that  the  landlords, 
the  value  of  whose  properties  had 
been  most  increased  by  feu  duties,  had 
been  very  much  relieved  of  their  assess- 
ments by  bringing  their  feuars  into  the 
same  assessable  clause,  whilst  those  who 
had  not  reaped  so  much  benefit  had  to 
bear  the  buniens  unassisted.  For  those 
reasons  he  believed  a  more  comprehensive 
measure  would  have  been  accepted  not 
only  by  the  Scottish  Members,  but  also 
by  the  people  of  Scotland.  He  would 
strongly  uree  upon  the  consideration  of 
the  Lord  Advocate  the  necessity  of  alter- 
ing the  Bill  in  this  respect,  because  hft 
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believed  if  this  were  done  the  measure 
would  meet  with  general  acceptance  upon 
both  sides  of  the  House.  He  thought 
hon.  Scottish  Members  opposite  could  not 
show  their  sympathy  and  good  feeling 
to  the  Church  of  Scotland  subject  in  a 
better  way  than  by  giving  their  cordial 
support  to  this  Bill,  and  accepting  it  at 
least  as  a  large  measure  of  justice. 

♦Mr.  CARVELL  WH^LIAMS  (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield)  said  that  ne  knew 
it  was  somewhat  perilous  for  an  English 
Member  to  intervene  in  the  discussion  of 
a  purely  Scottish  subject ;  but  the  exac- 
tion dealt  with  by  the  Bill  was  analogous 
to  another  exaction  with  which  we  were 
painfully  familiar  some  years  ago.  English 
Church  rates  and  Scottish  Church  rates 
appeared  to  him  to  differ  only  in  this 
respect,  that  whereas  in  England  the  rates 
were  appropriated  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  churches  and  services,  in  Scotland 
they  were  applied  to  the  erection  and  main- 
tenance of  cnurches,  and  also  of  manses, 
but  not  to  the  maintenance  of  services. 
Both  systems,  however,  were  bad,  because 
they  involved  two  things — one  the  em- 
ployment of  coercion  for  the  maintenance 
of  religion,  and  the  other  the  taxing  of 
one  set  of  people  for  the  support  of  the 
religion  of  another  set  of  people.  Con- 
sidering the  different  ecclesiastical  cir- 
cumstances of  Scotland  from  those  of 
England,  he  was  surprised  that  Church 
rates  should  exist  there  so  long  after  they 
had  been  abolished  both  in  England  and 
Ireland.     The  history  of  the  exaction  in 


Scotland  seemed  as  though  it  would  re- 
semble that  of  England.  All  sorts  of  com- 
promises were  proposed  in  England,  but 
the  result  was  that  it  was  enacted  that, 
while  Church  rates  might  continue  to  be 
made,  nobody  was  to  be  compelled  to  pay 
them,  and  as  a  consequence  Church  rates, 
whether  compulsory  or  voluntary,  had 
ceased  to  be  made.  The  Bill  they  were 
discussing  was  less  absiuxl  than  that  of 
last  year,  but  still  contained  some  absurd 
provisions.  The  abatement  in  the  case  of 
those  heritors  who  were  not  assessed  at 
more  than  <£50  was  to  be  dependent  on 
the  goodwill,  or  ability,  of  two-thirds  of 
the  heritors,  and  on  the  liberality,  or 
want  of  liberality,  on  the  part  of  members 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland ;  so  that  it 
depended  on  the  collections  on  Sunday 
whether  the  full  amount  or  not  was  to  be 
paid  on  the  Monday  !  The  result  would 
be  a  difference  in  different  parishes,  and 
even  in  the  same  parish  ;  since  what  was 
voluntarily  subscribed  one  year  might  not 
be  subscribed  the  next.  This  Bill  was  an 
attempt  to  perpetuate  an  odious  tax  by 
making  it  a  little  less  intolerable.  Some 
of  its  opponents  were  to  be  bought  off. 
The  saddle  was  still  to  be  on  the  wrong 
horse,  but  it  was  to  be  made  a  little  less 
galling.  He  hoped  that,  if  the  Bill  passed, 
it  would  increase  the  determination  of  the 
Liberals  of  Scotland  to  get  rid  of  the 
exaction  by  abolishing  the  Establishment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes,  125 ;  Noes, 
83.     (Division  List  No.  93.) 


Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
l^ilev,  James  (Walworth) 
Baira,  John  (Jeorge  Alexander 
Balfour,  Rt.Hn.  A.J.(Manch'r) 
Barnes,  Frederic  (Torell 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Beach,Rt.  Hn.  SirM.  H.  (Bristol 
Bethell,  Commander 
BUI,  Charles 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henrv 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Butcher,  John  George 
Campbell,  J.  H.  M.  (Dublin) 
Cavendish,  V.  C.  W.  (l)erbys.) 
Cecil.Evelyn  (Hertford,  Kawt) 
Cecil,  LorJl  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,  Rt  Hn.  J.  (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.AuHten(Worc'r 
Clare,  Octavius  Leigh 
Colling>s  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 

J/r,  //y/k 


AYES. 

Colomb,  Sir  John  Chas.  Ready 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Gl'sg'w) 
Corn  wallis,  FiennesStanley  W. 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glas$;ow) 
Cross,  H.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dairy mple.  Sir  Charles 
Davies,  Sir  H.  D.  (Chatham) 
Denny,  Colonel 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers 
Doxford,  Sir  Wm.  Theodore 
Elliot,  Hon.  A.  R.  Douglas 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Aihvyn  Edw. 
Fergusson,Rt.  Hn.SirJ.(Man'r 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescae 
Forster,  Henry  William 


Gibl)s,  Hn  AGH  (City  of  Lond. 
(Jiles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
Godson,  Sir  A.  if'rederick 
Golds  worthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Hamilton,  Rt.  Hn.  LordGeorge 
Han  bury,  Rt.Hn.  Robert  Win. 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Haelett,  Sir  James  Horner 
Heath,  James 
Heacon,  John  Henniker 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Hoare,  Ed  w  •  Brodie(  Hain  pst'd  )• 
Hozier,  Hon.  Jas.  Henry  Cecil 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Keswick,  William 
Knowles,  Lees 
Lafone,  Alfred 
Lawrence,  Sir  E.  D.-  (Com.) 
LawRon,  John  Grant  (Vork8.y. 
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Leiffh-Bennett,  Henry  Carrie 
Ixxfor,  Geiuld  Walter  Erskine 
Long,  Rt.  Hn.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Lvttelton,  Hon.  Alfred 
Macdona,  John  Camming 
Maxwell,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  H.  E. 
Mellor,  Colonel  (Lancashire) 
Middlemore,  Jn.  Throgmorton 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,  R.  Jasper  (Shropshire) 
Morton,  A.  H.  A.  (Deptford) 
Mantz,  Philip  A. 
Marray,  Rt  HnA.  Graham(  Bate 
Marray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Niool,  Donald  Ninian 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsay 


Pease,HerbertPike(Darlin'ton 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Piatt- Hmgins,  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pryce- Jones,  Lt.-Col.  Edward 
Purvis,  Robert 
Renshaw,  Charles  Bine 
Richards,  Henry  Charles 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Round,  James 

Russell,  Gen.  F.S.  (Cheltenham 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Rutherford,  John 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (Limehouse) 
Shaw-Stewart,M.  H.  (Redf  rew) 
Sidebottom,  Wm.  (Derbysh.) 
Smith,  James  P.  (Lanarks.) 
S|>encer,  Ernest 
Stirling- Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 


Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Welwter,  Sir  Richard  E. 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Williams.  J.  Powell-  (Bimi.) 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd,  W.  H.  (Yorks.) 
W^olff,  (JJustav  Wilhelm 
Wylife,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  D*Arcy 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes— 
Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr.  Anstrather. 


Abraham,  Wm.  (Cork,  N.E.) 

Aflber,  Alexander 

Asqaith,  Rt.  Hon.  H.  Henry 

Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 

Austin,  M.  (Limerick,  W. ) 

Baker,  Sir  John 

Bay  ley,  Thomas  (Derbyshire) 

BiOson,  Alfred 

Birrell,  Aogustine 

Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 

Broadharst,  Hearv 

Bryoe,  Rt,  Hon.  James 

Bachanan,  Thomas  Rybarn 

Bams,  John 

Bart,  Thomas 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

Caldwell,  James 

Cameron,SirCharles(Gla8gow) 

Carmichael,  Sir  T.  D.  Gibson- 

Channing,  Francis  Allston 

Clooffh,  Walter  Owen 

Colvflle,  John 

Crilly,  Daniel 

Cromlne,  John  William 

Dabdel,  James  Henry 

Dewar,  Arthur 

Donelan,  Captain  A. 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Dann,  Sir  William 


NOES. 

Farquharson,  Dr.  Robert 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmund 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Grey,  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 
Garden,  Sir  Wm.  Brampton 
Haldane,  Richard  Burden 
Harwood,  George 
Hedderwick,  Thomas  C.  H. 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 
Holland,  William  Henry 
Jones,  D.  Brynmor  (Swansea) 
Jones,  William  (Carnarvoash. 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Lawson,  Sir  W.  (Cumberland) 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr.M.A.(Q.'sC.) 
MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
M*Crae,  Geoi^e 
M*Dermott,  Patrick 
M'Evran,  WUliam 
M*Ghee,  Richard 
Maddison,  Fred. 
Morley,  Rt.  Hon. J. (Montrose) 
Morton,  E.  J.  C.  (Devonport) 
O'Connor,  Arthur  (Donegal) 


O'Connor,  J.  (Wicklow,  W.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Palmer,  George  W.  ( Reading) 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Richardson,  J.  (Durham,  S.E. 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Sinclair,  Capt.  J.  (Forfarshire 
Souttar,  Robinson 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Tanner,  Charles  Keams 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  A  (Glamorgan,  E. ) 
Thomas,  D.  A.  (Merthyr) 
Ure,  Alexander 
Wallace,  Robert 
Wason,  Eugene 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Notts 
WUson,  Henry  J.  ( York,W.R. 
WiUon,  John  (Crovan) 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone  and 
Mr.  Munro  Ferguson. 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Law,  etc." — (Tlie 
Lord  Awjocaie,) 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid) : 
I  object  to  this  Bill  being  sent  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Law.  It  is  a 
matter  of  public  policy  which  does  not 
require  any  expert  legal  knowledge,  and 
we  oucht  to  have  the  matter  discussed  in 
Committee   of    the  House.      Very    few 


Scotch  Members  are  on  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Law ;  I  myself,  for  instance, 
am  not  on  that  Committee,  and  would 
not  be  appointed  to  it  except  by  some 
kind  of  lavour.  There  is  this  peculiarity 
about  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law. 
Its  members  cannot  possibly  attend ; 
they  are  Government  officials  and  lawyers 
in  practice,  and  the  result  is  that  the 
Committee  must  go  hunting  about  for  a 
quorum.  What  is  the  use  of  sending  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  to  a  Committee  which 
practically  consists  of  English  lawyers 
who  do  not  understand  the  law  relating 
to  Scotland?  There  is  not  any  great 
amount  of  business  before   the  House ; 
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we  have  nothing  else  of  great  importance 
to  discuss.  I  do  not  think  the  Grovern- 
ment  can  complain  of  the  time  taken  up 
by  the  Second  Reading,  as  every 
hon.  Member  was  anxious  to  state 
his  views  shortly,  and  I  do  not  think 
they  have  any  reason  to  anticipate  a  long 
discussion  in  Committee  of  the  House. 
If  the  Bill  is  referred  to  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Law  it  will  have  to  come 
back  to  the  House  on  Report,  and  it  may 
then  be  found  that  more  time  will  have 
to  be  occupied  on  the  Report  stage  than  if 
the  Bill  were  committed  to  the  Committee 
of  the  whole  House  in  the  first  instance. 
There  are  Members  from  Scotland  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  who  understand 
the  whole  of  this  matter,  and  it  should 
not  be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  legal 
experts  who  know  nothing  about  it. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  I  think  it  only  right  to  explain  the 
reasons  which  have  induced  the  Govern- 
ment to  suggest  that  this  Bill  should  be 
referred  to  the  Grand  Committee  on  Law. 
It  is  quite  true  that  the  general  principle 
of  the  Bill  is  such  that  it  ought  to  be  dis- 
cussed in  this  House,  but  the  general 
principle  having  been  once  decided,  the 
details  of  the  measure  seem  to  me 
eminently  of  a  kind  which  fit  them  for 
proper  discussion  in  a  Grand  Committee, 
and  which  are  more  fitted  for  discussion 
in  a  Grand  Committee  than  for  a  discus- 
sion in  Committee  of  the  whole  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that  there 
are  not  many  Scotch  Members  on  the 
Grand  Committee,  and  among  other  omis- 
sions that  he  himself  is  not  a  member. 
I  believe  there  is  a  provision  in  our 
Standing  Orders  by  which  omissions  of 
that  kind  can  be  remedied,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  the  Committee  of  Selection  will 
take  care  that  Scotch  opinion  shall  be 
fully  and  adequately  represented  on  the 
Grand  Committee.  Under  these  circum- 
stances I  would  ask  the  House  not  to 
resist  this  Motion.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
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tells  us  that  the  business  of  the  session  is 
not  of  such  an  onerous  character  that  we 
should  send  a  Bill  upstairs  which  ought 
to  be  discussed  here.  I  have  two  answers 
to  that ;  in  the  first  place,  it  may  turn 
out  that  the  business  may  take  more  time 
than  the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks,  and,  in 
the  second  place,  this  is  clearly  a  Bill  for 
the  Grand  Committee.  Its  details  are 
not  of  a  kind  which  are  interesting  to  the 
whole  House,  and  I  hope,  therefore,  the 
House  will  agree  to  the  motion. 

Mr,  COLVILLE  (Lanarkshire,  N.E): 
I  join  in  the  protest  of  my  hon.  friend 
against  this  Bill  being  referred  to  the. 
Grand  Committee  on  Law.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  only  a  short  time  was 
occupied  on  the  Second  Reading. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Second 
Reading  having  been  now  discussed,  it 
cannot  be  re-opened  even  in  Committee 
of  the  whole  House. 

Mr.  COLVILLE :  If  the  Bill  is  com- 
mitted  to  the  Standing  Committee  on. 
Law,  only  a  few  Scotch  Members  can  take 
part  in  the  discussion  of  its  details.  I 
strongly  object  to  this  proposal  because 
it  would  debar  the  majority  of  the  Scotch 
Members  from  discussing  this  Bill. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfarshire) :  I 
remember  in  the  case  of  a  Scotch  Bill- 
I  which  was  recently  sent  to  a  Grand 
Committee,  fifteen  Scotch  Members  were^ 
added  to  the  Committee  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  a  purely  Scotch  measure. 
This  is  also  a  purely  Scotch  measure.* 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  should  look 
with  great  favour  on  any  such  course,  but 
the  composition  of  the  Committee  does 
not  rest  with  me. 


Question  put. 

The     House     divided  : — Ayes, 
Noes,  65.     (Di^'i8ion  List  No.  94.) 
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Archdale,  Edward  MerA-jTi 
Arnold,  AlfreiJ 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bailey,  James  (Walwortli) 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balfour,Rt.  Hon.  A.J.  (Manch'r 
Barnes,  Frederic  Gorell 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Beach,  Kt.HnSirM.H.  (Bristol 

Jlr.  CaklwelJ. 


AYES. 

Bethell,  Commander 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Campbell,  J.  H.  M.  (Dublin) 
Cavendish,  V.  C.  W.(Derbysldre 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,  Kt.  Hn.  J .  (Birm. ) 
Chamberlain ,  J.  AustenCWorc'r 
Clare,  Octavius  Leieh 
Ceilings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jc 


Colomb,  Sir  John  Chas.  Ready 
Cook,  Fred  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Cornwall  b*,  FiennesStanleyW. 
CroHs,  Alexander  ((jrlasgow) 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugb 
Dalkeith,  Karl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
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Davies,SirHoratLoD.  (Chatih*in 
DooKlas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
DoxFord,  SirWilliam  Theodore 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwvn  E. 
Feigiisaon,KtHnSirJ(Manch'r 
Fincii,  GeoT^  H. 
Flnlay,  Sir  Kobert  Bannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Gibb8,Hon.A.G.H.(City  of  L.) 
Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
(^orst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  J.  Eldon 
Hamilton,  Rt.  Hn.Lord  George 
Hanbury,  Rt  Hn.  Robert  Wm. 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Heath,  James 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Johnston,  WUliam  (Belfast) 
Keswick,  William 
Knowles,  Lees 
Lafone,  Alfred 

Lawrence,SirE.  Daming-(Com 
Leigh-Bennett,  Henry  Carrie 


Loder,  Grerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long.Rt.  Hn.  Walter(Liverpool 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William  • 
Macdona,  John  Camming 
Max  well,Rt.  Hn.  SirHerbertE. 
Middlemore,  J.  Thrograorton 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,  R.  Jasper  (Shropshire) 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  A.(Deptfrd 
Muntz,  Philip  A. 
Marray,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  G.  (Bute) 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
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Sidebottom, William  (Derbyshi 
Smith,  James  Parker(Lanar'ks) 
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Bill  committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on.  Law,  etc. 

LUNACY    BOARD    (SCOTLAND) 
(SALARIES,   ETC.)    BILL. 

[Second  Reading.] 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 


♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A. 
Qraham  Murray,  Buteshire) :  I  beg  to 
move  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill.  I 
certainly  would  have  thought  that  a  Bill 
which  is  of  so  purely  a  Departmental . 
character,  and  dealing  with  a  matter  upon  j 
which  necessarily  the  Scotch  Office  and  [ 


the  Treasury  have  what  I  may  call  semi- 
antagonistic  interests,  might  have  heeni 
allowed  to  pass  without  very  much  dis- 
cussion. I  believe  that  the  Treasury, 
whose  action  in  controlling  other  Depart- 
ments we  have  heard  so  much  of  lately, 
would  not  have  lightly  lent  themselves  tO' 
a  contribution  to  another  Department, 
unless  they  felt  the  justice  of  the  demand. 
But  owing  to  the  remarks  that  were 
made  at  the  time  when  the  resolution 
upon  which  the  Bill  necessarily  proceeds 
was  passed  by  the  House,  I  feel  that  I 
should  allow  the  possibility  of  the  policy 
and  motives  of  the  Scotch  Office  to  be- 
misunderstood    if    I  did  not,   what  cer- 
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tainly  would  have  been  otherwise  an 
imusual  practice  on  such  a  Bill  as 
this,  make  a  speech  in  moving 
the  Second  Reading.  The  .Lunacy 
Board  of  Scotland  was  constituted  so  long 
ago  as  the  year  1857.  Its  duties  were  at 
once  onerous  and  multifarious.  In  fact, 
the  Board  has  the  direction  and  regula- 
tion of  all  matters  relating  to  lunatics 
and  lunatic  asylums  in  Scotland.  Now, 
the  constitution  of  the  Board  with  its 
multifarious  duties  is  as  follows  : — There 
are  two  paid  Commissioners,  who  are  both 
members  of  the  medical  profession ;  two 
Sub-Commissioners  also  members  of  the 
medical  profession ;  and  there  are  three 
unpaid  members — one  a  lay  member,  who 
is  the  chairman,  and  two  legal  members. 
Besides  these,  of  course,  there  is  the 
:secretary  and  a  clerical  staff.  It  is 
pretty  clear  as  to  what  were  the  ideas  of 
the  Legislature  in  1857,  when  the  Board 
•was  constituted,  as  to  what  was  the 
;amount  of  work  which  would  fall  on  the 
iBoard.  The  Act  provides  that  there  are 
to  be  two  meetings  during  the  yetir — one 
to  be  held  in  March  and  the  other  in 
November.  With  the  amount  of  work 
necessary  at  that  time  probably  these  two 
meetings  were  sufficient.  I  may  contrast 
.that  state  of  affairs  with  the  state  of 
:affairs  now,  by  dealing  with  the  figures 
which  I  gave  to  the  House  already  to-day 
in  answer  to  a  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ross  and  Cromarty.  In 
1899,  instead  of  two  meetings  of  the 
'Board,  twenty-seven  were  held.  There 
was  a  notion  at  the  institution  of  the  Board 
that  perhaps  after  building  the  various 
asylums,  and  when  the  lunacy  system  had 
been  put  on  a  regular  footing,  there 
might  be  a  possibility  of  economy  by 
abolishing  one  of  the  paid  Commissioners. 
Very  soon,  however,  after  the  Board  came 
into  working  order  it  was  felt  that  that 
was  quite  impossible ;  and  so  long  ago  as 
1870  a  statement  was  made  in  the  House 
•of  Lords  in  behalf  of  the  Grovernment  of 
that  day,  which  I  may  remind  the  House 
was  not  the  predecessor  of  this  Grovern- 
ment. The  Duke  of  Argyll  said  on  20th 
May,  1870— 

**  A  vacancy  happened  the  other  day  on  the 
Board  of  Lunacy,  and  the  Groyemment,  after 
full  consideration  of  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  found  it  essential  to  fill  it  up.  The 
work  of  the  office  could  not  have  been  done 
without  its  being  filled  up." 

Now,  when  I  say  that  the  staff  of  the 
Board     and    the    constitution     of    the 
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Board  are  precisely  the  same  now  as 
in  1858,  then  I  think  the  House 
will  begin  to  see  how  enormously 
heavy  the  duties  placed  upon  the 
Board  are  as  compared  with  the  duties 
at  the  time  of  its  original  constitution. 
Originally  the  salary  of  the  Commissioners 
was  £1,000  each,  but  in  1878  one  of  them 
had  his  salary  raised  to  £1,100.  That 
£100  was  not  an  extra  amount  provided 
by  th  e  Treasury ;  it  was  docked  from  the 
salary  of  one  of  the  Sub-Commissioners. 
Since  then  the  salary  of  the  Com- 
missioners has  been  £1,000,  as  before,  but 
rising  by  increments  to  £1,200.  With 
regard  to  the  way  in  which  the  work  is 
done  I  give  the  figures  for  the  three 
periods— 1858,  1878,  and  1898.  The 
number  of  lunatics  in  asylums  in  1858 
was  4,028,  and  in  private  dwellings  1804; 
total,  5,824.  In  1878,  in  the  asylums 
7,604,  in  private  dwellings  1493 ;  total, 
9,097.  In  1898,  in  the  asylums  13,139, 
in  private  dwellings  2,767;  total,  14,906. 
Those  figures  show  that  at  the  present 
time  there  are  nearly  three  times  as  many 
lunatics  to  be  attended  to,  and  the  staff 
now  is  the  same  as  in  1858.  Not  only 
are  the  medical  Commissioners  bound  by 
statute  to  inspect  thoroughly  every 
lunatic  asylum  twice  a  year — and  in  con- 
nection with  this  point  I  may  say  there 
are  seven  royal,  fifteen  district,  and  five 
private  lunatic  asylums — but  it  is  their 
practice  also  to  make  a  visit  to  every 
single  patient  in  private  dwellings. 
That  is  done  twice  a  year,  which  means 
that  over  29,000  visits  are  made  by  the 
Medical  Commissioners,  or,  taking  the 
asylums  separately,  over  24,000  visits. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lanark  called 
attention  the  other  day  to  what  he  called 
the  disparity  between  the  work  done  by 
the  Commissioners  of  England  and  those  of 
Scotland.  He  said  there  were  six  Com- 
missioners in  England  and  100,000 
lunatics,  and  in  Scotland  12,000  odd 
lunatics  and  four  Commissioners.  That  is 
not  the  fact';  there  are  only  two,  and  two 
Deputy  Commissioners.  The  Deputy  Com- 
missioners have  to  visit  the  lunatics  in 
private  dwellings,  to  do  which  they  have 
to  travel  through  the  length  and  breadth 
of  Scotland.  In  1858  their  visits 
numbered  763;  in  1878,  1,615;  and  in 
1898,  3,690.  Those  visits  take  up  the 
whole  of  their  time,  and  it  is  impossible 
for  them  to  do  more  than  they  do  at  pro- 
sent.  They  never  have,  and  never  will 
do    any    of    the    i*egular   work   of    the 
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for  giving  opinions  to  the  Lunacy  Board. 
But  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  are  not 
meant  to  give  advice  of  that  kind.  Their 
advice  is  available  in  matters  of  impor- 
tance, but  it  is  absurd  to  come  to  the 
Lord   Advocate,    who   has   to   reside    so 


Medical  Commissioners.     It  is  a  system 

which  has  no  analog  in  England,  and 

therefore    it    is    futile  to   compare  the 

number    of    men   engaged    in    the   two 

countries.     It  may  be  a  question  which  of 

the  two  systems  is  the  better,  but  so  long 

as    the    Scotch    system  is   the    system,  \  many  months  in  London,  and  expect  him 

it     is    absolutely     necessary     to     have  j  to  act   on  the  Lunacy   Board  in  Edin- 

perfect  inspection,  and  so    long  as  you    burgh.      That    is    the   reason    for    this 

require  to  have  that  it  is  physically  im- 1  Bill.      It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  a 

pOBsible  to  have  less  than  two  men.     The  '  greater  provision  of  medical  time  should 

time  of  the  Commissioners  is  fully  em-  i  be    made    for    this    greatly    increasing 

ployed,  and  it  is  necessary  to  have  more  '  work,  whether  it  is  done  one  way  or  the 

medical  time,  and  the  problem  presented  \  other,  and  I  personally  and  on  behalf  of 

to  us  is  how  to  get  it.     You  may  appoint '  my    noble    friend    should    be    perfectly 


another  Medical  Commission,  but  that 
would  not  be  a  more  economical  plan, 
because  you    could    not  ^et  a  Medical 


willing   to    throw   that   question  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  but  for  one  circum- 
stance.      The    hon.     Member    for    Mid 
Commissioner   for    less    than    £1,000  a  !  Lanark  on  the  occasion  when  this  ques- 


year.  Then  there  is  another  objection, 
and  that  is  the  professional  feeling  of  the 
medical  profession,  which  is  quite  as 
strong  as  the  professional  feeling  in  the 
legal  profession.  No  hon.  Member  who 
hm  an  insane  relative  would  like  the 
relative  to  be  entirely  in  the  hands  of  a 
professional  class.  You  would  feel  that 
you  would  derive  some  strength  from 
what  is  called  a  lay  element  in  the  in- 
spection.    If  a  medical  man  were  to  be 


tion  was  last  debated  took  upon  himself 
to  make  a  most  offensive  charge  against 
my  noble  friend.  I  do  not  mince  my 
words,  because  I  think  the  charge  wjis- 
most  offensive,  and  in  order  to  show  that 
I  do  not  exaggerate  I  shall  quote  what  he 
said — 


"The  hon.  Member  said  he  altogether 
I  differed  from  the  Lord  Advocate.  The  f^reat 
i  object  of  the  resolution  wa«  to  provide  salaries, 
I  not  for  the  officials,  but  for  certain  of  the  C'om- 
!  missioners,  who  at  the  present  moment  iiy  Act 


appointed   the    medical    element   would  I  of  Parliament  were  declared  to  be  mipaiJ.    Up 


preponderate    over     all.       The    Medical    to  the  present  the  work  had  been  done  giatuf 
Commissioners  at  the  present,  besides  the    tously,  and  only  now,  when  the  chairman  of 
visiting,    attend    once   a   month   at   the  I  ^**^?^^rd  V.^« '^. -^^P^e^^' «f  the  Secretary  for 
offices  of  the  Board,  where  they  are  occu- 
pied in  routine  and  administrative  duties. 


Scotland,  did  thej  propose  to  give  a  salary. 
This  was  the  object  of  the  resolution.  lie 
would  not  trouble  the  House  with  a  division, 
but  at  every  staee  of  this  Bill  it  would  be 
denounced  as  a  job  on  the  part  of  the  Secrt^tary 
for  Scotland  to  g[ive  a  salary  to  lii«  own 
nephew,  in  a  case  in  which  public  work  had 
hitherto  been  done  gratuitously."* 


If  they  could  be  relieved  of  those  they 

would  have  more  medical  time  available 

which    could    be    occupied    with    these 

increasing     demands.       Now     the     lay 

element  consists  of  a  chairman  and  two 

legal  members.     So  far  as  the  chairman 

is  concerned — the  present  chairman  has 

occupied  the  position  since  1888 — he  has 

attended  meetings  once  a  fortnight,  and 

in  1889  he  attended  twenty  meetings  out 

of  twenty-three.     But  his  duties  do  not 

stop  there ;  he  is  frequently  at  the  office  I  '''''^^^'.  ,  \  ,  "ji'  ""^  ^^"^       t>  ^       v       v. 

and  has  to  deal  with  plans  and  sites  of  '  ^^"^^  ^'^^  ^^  ^^^^k      ''^  T^  V^^'P 

asylums  and  matters  of  that  kind.      In  i  [^ught^neyer  to  have  been  made  unless  the 

the  same  way  the  legal  members  have 


I  So  far  as  public  opinion  is  concerned  I 
i  have  not  much  fear,  because  a  charge  of 
I  that  sort  is  easily  settled  by  comparing  it 

with  the  character  of   my   hon.    friend. 

If  the  accusation  were  put  in  one  sca.e 
,  and  the  character  of  my  hon.  friend  in  the 

other,    I    have    no  doubt  as   to   which 


hon.  Gentleman  had  been  certain  of  his 
facts.  Had  the  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
"  This  is  a  bad  policy,  and  I  object  to  give 
a  salary  to  a  person  called  an  unpaid 
Commissioner;  I  would  sooner  have  a 
paid  man  and  have  done  with  it, '  it 
The  hour  MiTm- !  would  have  been  one  thing  but  that  wis 
not   the   charge.      He   said    this    w.is   a 


given  excellent  attendances  at  the  board 
meetings,  and  if  you  are  going  to  take 
away  the  attendance  of  the  medical 
members  the  secretary  must  have  some- 
body whom  he  can  consult  on  matters 
of  a  quasi-legal  nature. 

ber  for   Ross-shire  suggested    that    the    

Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  should  do  this,  |      »  ^^  speech  of  Mr.  Caldwell,  as  re 
and  suggested  the  raising  of  my  salary  |  this  volume,  at  page  142. 
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job  to  provide  for  a  relative.  It  is  just 
as  well,  when  a  charge  of  this  kind  is 
made  against  a  gentleman,  to  see  what  the 
incentive  is  for  which  he  is  supposed  to 
have  sacrificed  his  honoui*.  The  p^o^'ision 
in  the  Bill  is  that  a  sum  might  be  paid  by 
the  Treasury,  not  to  the  Chairman  alone, 
but  to  the  whole  three  unpaid  Commis- 
sioners, provided  that  in  any  year  it  does 
not  amount  to  more  than  £500.  Per- 
sonally, I  should  have  thought  that  a 
very  inadequate  sum  to  sell  one's  honour 
for  in  respect  to  a  wife's  nephew.  But 
the  point  is,  what  right  had  the  hon. 
Member  to  make  any  charge  of  that  sort? 
It  is  all  the  more  unfortunate  when  made 
by  one  who  knows  so  well  the  forms  of 
this  House,  that  it  was  made  on  the 
Report,  when  the  hon.  Member  knew 
that  I  had  no  right  of  reply.  I  am  sorry 
to  find  myself  obliged  to  make  use  of 
these  expressions,  because  I  recognise  on 
many  occasions  the  use  that  the  patient 
industry  of  the  hon.  Member  has  been  to 
the  House.  Why  the  hon.  Member  should 
have  gone  out  of  his  way  to  make  this 
personal  imputation  against  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland,  whose  public  life  is  as  clear 
as  anyone's  possibly  could  be,  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  determine ;  but  as  it  is,  I  put 
this  Bill  as  a  necessary  measure  before 
the  House — necessary  if  we  are  to  have  a 
proper  working  of  a  very  useful  and 
efficient  department. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  read  now  a  second  time." 
— (TJie  Lord  Advooite.) 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid) : 
I  shall  deal  with  the  last  point  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  first.  I  daresay 
that  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
quoted  as  the  expression  on  that  occasion 
used  by  me  is  conect,  and  I  quite  felt  at 
the  time  that  it  was  a  pity  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind  that  a  change  of  policy  should 
take  place  when  a  nephew  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Scotland  was  chairman.  At  the 
same  time,  if  there  is  anything  offensive 
in  the  expression  I  used  I  shall  be  happy 
to  withdraw  it,  because  the  learned 
Advocate  will  bear  me  out  when  I  say 
there  is  no  animus  between  me  and  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  alluded  to  the  great 
amount  of  work  that  has  been  done  by 
the  Board  of  Lunacy  in  Scotland,  and  he 
read  the  Act  of  Parliament  pointing  out 
that  two  meetings  should  be  held  during 
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the  year.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seriously  mean  to  say  that  because  the 
statute  says  two  meetings  shall  be  held  in 
the  year  there  shall  not  be  more  %  I  am 
surprised  that  the  learned  Advocate 
should  have  suggested  such  a  thing.  I 
think  he  overstepped  the  contention 
altogether  when  he  compared  the  two 
meetings  of  the  unpaid  Commissioners  in 
1858  with  the  twenty-seven  in  1898. 
When  the  two  Commissioners  were  paid 
£1,200  you  will  find  it  was  not  contem- 
plated that  the  work  would  increase  after 
the  five  years,  and  the  Commissioners' 
salaries  were  reduced  to  £1,000  when  the 
Act  got  into  working  order.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  amount 
of  work  which  had  been  done ;  all 
these  things  were  done  in  England 
except  the  one  small  point  of  the  visits 
to  the  individual  patients.  That  is  the 
only  difference  between  the  two  Acts. 
Very  well,  suppose  we  knock  out  the  two 
Sub-Commissioners  altogether,  what  is  the 
result?  In  England,  with  more  than 
seven  times  the  number  of  patients,  you 
have  six  Commissioners ;  in  Scotland 
you  have  two.  In  Scotland  you  have 
one-third  of  the  Commissioners  and 
one-seventh  of  the  work  to  do.  In  Ire- 
land, which  is  a  little  larger  than  Scot- 
land, you  have  two  Commissioners,  and 
the  net  result  is  this.  Scotland  has  pro- 
portionately more  paid  Commissioners  for 
her  lunatics  than  either  England  or  Ii*e- 
land.  If,  as  the  figures  quoted  by  the 
Lord  Advocate  show,  during  a  certain 
period  lunacy  has  doubled,  does  it  not 
show  that  you  should,  if  necessary,  have 
one  paid  Commissioner  to  do  the  work  ? 
Would  anyone  say  that  a  layman  could 
be  of  any  service  whatever  in  making 
these  visits  ?  And  of  what  earthly  use  is 
his  general  knowledge  of  matters,  com- 
pared with  the  technical  knowledge  that 
is  required  on  visiting  patients  in  asylums 
and  in  their  own  homes  %  The  argiunent 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is,  you 
want  more  paid  Commissioners,  but  em- 
ploy people  to  do  the  work  who  have  no 
qualifications  whatever  for  the  work. 
Then  with  regard  to  the  proposals  of  the 
Bill.  In  Scotland  there  has  never 
been  any  lack  of  men  willing  to 
perform  public  duties  without  seeking 
any  consideration  for  so  doing,  and  there 
is  no  comparison  between  the  work  done 
on  the  Lunacy  Board  and  the  work  done 
by  these  gentlemen  in  other  public  ser- 
vices.    The  statute  says  there  are  to  be 
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two  Commissioners  at  £1,200,  and  two 
Deputy-Commissioners  at  <£600,  and  the 
rest  are  to  1x5  unpaid  ;  l)ut  now  the  right 
hoii.  Gentleman  appears  to  think  that  it 
would  bo  more  economical  to  give  those 
persons  £500  a  year  than  to  have  another 
paid   Commissioner  at  £1,000.      It   is  a 
question  not  of  economy  but  of  efficiency, 
and   the  Lord  Advocate  has  not  shown 
that  we  can  dispense  with  the  two  head 
Commissioners.     Does  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  know  that  every  hour  ques- 
tions arise  which  require  the  Commissioner 
to  be  at  his  office  in  Edinburgh  to  answer  ? 
It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  he  should 
be  at  his  office  to  advise  the  Board.     In- 
stead  of  these   Commissioners  you  are 
going  to  have  three  unpaid  men  who  are 
under  no  compulsion  to  attend.     When 
Parliament  fixes  the  salary  of  a  man  to 
perform  a  duty,  the  principle  is  that  he  is 
getting  his  salary  and  must  devote  his 
whole  time  to  the  work.     With  regard  to 
the  chairman,  if  the  question  had  been 
ventilated  in  Edinburgh,  I  venture  to  say 
there   would  have  been  no  difficulty  in 
getting  a  gentleman   to  fill    that  office 
and  that  of  the  Commissioners.      There 
never    was    such    a    body    of    men    as 
the     Scotch     to     rise    to    the    occasion 
of  the  performance  of  public  service,  and 
when  they  stand  and  take  an  interest  in 
matters  connected  with  the  country,  they 
retain  the  interest  of  the  people  by  whose 
votes  they  are  elected.     It  has  not  been 
shown  that  it  is  necessary  to  make  a  new 
departure  of  this  kind,  and   I  maintain 
that  public  duty  is  better  performed  by  the 
man  who  acts  from  a  sense  of  public  duty 
than  by  the  man  who  always  looks  for 
his  fee  for  his  attendance  at  the  meeting. 
This  Bill  is  not  to  give  a  salary  to  men 
to    devote    their  whole   time    to  these 
duties ;  they  are  to  get  a  fee  for  their 
attendance,  and  they  all  go  to  the  office 
and  put  their  names  down  more  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  the  fee  than  from  a 
desire  to  do  the  work.     Now  who  are 
these  Commissioners  'i    One  is  Sir  John 
Cheyne,  a  man  who  obtained  his  knight- 
hood from   the  Tory  party  ;  he  is  rro- 
•€urator  to  the  Church  of  Scotland,  and  a 
man  who  gets  every  appointment  going 
where  there  is  any  money  attached  to  it. 
He  is  Sheriff  of  Renfrewshire,  for  which 
he  gets  £1,000  from   the   Consolidated 
Fund.      Do    you    expect    a    man    like 
Xhat,  an  advocate   in  practice,  a  sheriff 
with    £1,000    a    year,    and    plenty    of 
work      for      which       he      is      highly 


paid,  to  give  his  services  for  nothing. 
The  other  Commissioner  is  Mr.  Cowan, 
the  county  agent  of  the  Liberal  party, 
another  one  of  the  mercenary  gang  who, 
in  the  hope  of  getting  into  office  again, 
makes  no  charge  for  his  services  to  the 
Board.  These  are  the  men  appointed  to 
this  Board,  the  chairmanship  of  which  is 
to  be  brought  down  to  the  level  of  those 
of  public  and  bogus  companies.  I  object 
to  this  proposal  on  this  ground,  that  it  is 
not  right  where  you  have,  as  in  the  case 
of  Scotland,  two  paid  Commissioners  and 
two  Deputy-Commissioners,  and  a  secretary 
at  £600  a  year,  and  a  clerk  at  £320,  to 
pay  anybody  else  for  advisory  work. 
Lawyers  are  not  needed  there,  because  if 
the  Lord  Advocate  is  in  London  he  is  not 
the  only  Crown  officer,  and  the  Solicitor 
General  is  at  Edinburgh  at  the  Crown 
Office,  and  he  is  much  better  qualified  to 

five  advice  than  an  advocate  like  Sir 
ohn  Cheyne  or  a  county  agent.  If 
you  come  with  a  new  Commissioner 
and  ask  for  the  money  for  his 
salary  we  will  support  you,  but  we 
will  not  establish  such  a  precedent 
as  this.  Such  a  system  once  established 
will  not  end  with  this  Board  ;  once  you 
give  effect  to  this  principle  you  cannot 
prevent  it  extending  to  everybody  in  the 
county  councils,  and  so  forth.  If  a  crofter, 
for  instance,  has  to  travel  many  miles  to 
attend  a  meeting — assume  that  he  has  to 
spend  £1  and  travel  for  three  days — 
ought  you  to  give  that  poor  man,  who  is 
glad  to  do  his  duty  without  seeking  sup- 
port from  the  State  or  ratepayers, 
something  for  his  expenses  1  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  asked  the  other 
day  whether  he  intended  to  extend  the 
principle  to  th  e  county  councils,  and  he 
said  no ;  but  once  it  is  begun  you  will 
have  it  creeping  into  every  part  of  Scot- 
land. How  could  the  Lord  Advocate 
come  here  and  tusk  for  this  without  touch 
ing  the  question  of  the  secretary's  salary  1 
For  shame's  sake  he  could  not  have  done 
so,  and  he  sweeps  away  by  his 
action  the  old-standing  clause  that  the 
salary  shall  not  exceed  so  much,  and 
leaves  it  to  the  Scotch  Office  to  give  as 
much  or  as  little  as  it  pleases.  The 
secretary  of  the  English  Board  gets 
£1,000,  and  the  secretary  of  the  Scotch 
Board  £600 ;  but  in  England  the  secre- 
tary has  seven  times  the  work  to  do,  and  he 
must  be  a  barrister  of  seven  years'  stand- 
ing, and  is  qualified  to  take  the  posi- 
tion of  law  adviser.  In  Scotland  you  have 
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a  man  who  is  not  a  barrister  at  all,  but 
who  has  risen  in  the  Civil  Service,  and 
J&600  is  ample  salary  for  him.  If  you 
made  it  compulsory  that  he  should  have 
legal  training  and  be  qualified  to  take  the 
position  of  legal  adviser,  I  would  not 
object  to  your  raising  his  salary ;  as  it  is 
he  is  overpaid,  and  ought  to  be  satisfied. 
But  we  should  never  have  heard  of  the 
increase  in  his  salary  had  it  not  been  for 
the  fact  that  this  £500  is  to  be  divided 
amongst  this  mercenary  crowd.  I  think 
the  House  should  say  let  them  go.  Let 
the  Board  be  filled  with  men  of  public 
spirit,  and  let  Sir  John  Cheyne  and  the 
whole  gang  go.  I  beg  to  move  as  an 
Amendment  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  this  day  six  months.. 

♦Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty),  in 
seconding  the  Amendment,  said  the 
House  had  been  invited  to  accept  the 
Bill  as  a  Bill  of  a  departmental  character 
without  discussion,  but  it  should  be  one 
of  the  duties  of  Scottish  Members  in  this 
House  to  watch  and  if  necessary  criticise 
the  work  of  the  Scottish  Office.  They 
were  sent  by  their  constituents  for  that 
purpose,  and  not  to  please  the  Lord 
Advocate,  however  much  they  desired  to 
do  so.  Compared  with  the  work  of  a 
county  councillor,  the  work  of  the  paid 
Commissioners  was  very  light.  The 
House  was  informed  that  the  paid  Com- 
missioners had  to  attend  to  complaints 
and  listen  to  grievances^  but  members  of 
the  county  councils  had  to  do  the  same, 
yet  they  asked  for  no  remuneration  what- 
ever. He  would  be  sorry  for  Scotland  if 
she  had  sunk  so  low  that  she  could  pro- 
duce no  patriotic  man  to  fill  the  position  of 
chairman  to  this  Board  without  what  was 
termed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
payment  by  fees,  but  which  he 
preferred  to  call  tips.  He  did  not 
believe  Scotland  had  fallen  so  low  as 
that,  and  he  would  be  glad  to  know  what 
means  had  been  taken  to  obtain  a  chair- 
man. Plenty  of  men  would  have  come 
forward  if  proper  announcements  had 
been  made  in  the  press.  The  tM'o  un- 
paid Commissioners  were  lawyers,  and  if 
their  tips  came  to  £200  each,  only  a 
miserable  £100  was  left  for  the  chair- 
man, who  was  expected  to  devote  much  of 
his  time  to  the  business.  If  the  work 
had  so  much  increased  then  another  man 
should  be  found,  who  should  be  paid  a 
salary  for  the  work  he  was  expected  to 
do.     If  this  proposal  were  once  adopted 

Mr.  Caldwell, 


it  would  have  to  be  extended  until  in  tht 
end  all  the  members  of  every  public 
body  in  Scotland  would  have  to  be  paid. 
An  objection  to  the  scheme  was  the 
amount  of  other  work  which  these  pro- 
posed Commissioners  already  had  to  do. 
Sir  John  Cheyne  is  a  sheriff,  and  it  is  said 
he  is  also  Procurator  of  the  Church  o£ 
Scotland.  He  m^ht  be  engaged  in 
connection  with  either  of  these  positions 
at  the  very  time  when  his  assistance  was 
required  on  the  Board..  The  principle 
was  entirely  wrong,  and  if  work  was  re- 
quired to  be  properly  done,  the  only 
system  was  to  pay  a  salary  to  a  suitable 
man  to  do  it.  He  opposed  the  Bill,  which 
in  its  present  form  he  contended  ought  to 
be  scouted  by  every  Scottish  Member. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  *  now/  and  at  the 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  '  upon 
this. day  six  months."* — {Mr.  CaidwelL) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now '  stapd  part  of  the  Question," 

Sir  J.  STIRLING-MAXWELL  (Glas- 
gow, College) :  This  is  not  a  very  im- 
portant measure,  but  I  rise  to  say^  that  I 
shall  not  be  able  to  vote  for  it.  The 
Bill  has  been  denounced  as  a  job,  and  it 
has  been  pointed  out  that  if  anything  in 
the  nature  of  a  job  were  contemplated 
something  more  heroic  than  the  present 
proposals  should  have  been  brought 
forward  But  no  one  who  knows  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  would  for  one 
moment  suspect  him  of  jobbery.  Un- 
fortunately, however,  there  are*  people 
who  do  not  know  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land personally,  and  to  them  this  Bill 
must  wear  something  of  the  aspect  of  a 
job.  But  it  is  not  on  that  ground  that  I 
oppose  it,  but  on  the  ground  that  the 
provision  which  is  made  for  a  change  in 
the  department  concerned  does  not  seem. 
to  me  to  be  of  a  thorough  character. 
Officials  holding  the  important  posts  men- 
tioned in  the  Bill  should  be  either  paid  or 
impaid,  but  this  measure  proposes  to  create 
an  official  who  is  neither  the  one  nor  the 
other.  If,,  as  the  Lord  Advocate  pointed 
out,  and  I  think  he  made  out  his  case, 
there  has  been  a  great  increase  in  the 
amount  of  work  with  which  the  Depart- 
ment  has  to  deal,  that  is  a  strong  ground 
for  creating  another  paid  post  in  the 
Department,  and  I,  for  one,  should  have^ 
been  very  glad  to  vote  a  sufficient  salary 
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for  the  purpose.  But  the  present 
proposal  to  give  some  £300  to  the 
Clbairraan  and  £100  to  each  of  the  unpaid 
Commissioners  seems  to  me  to  be  giving 
JS500  where  it  is  not  wanted,  and  so  far 
as  I  can  see  is  not  likely  to  bring  any 
adequate  return. 
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that  the  clerical  staff  were  very  much 
over-burdened  in  the  way  of  work.  The 
Act  under  which  the  Board  was  formed 
was  passed  in  1864,  and  the  work  has  in- 
creased very  much  since  then.  At  the 
time  of  my  chairmanship  there  was  a 
report  wanted  with  regard  to  the  increase 
of  lunacy  in  Scotland.  Apparently  the 
Members  of  this  House  wanted  to  know 
GIBSON-CARMICHAEL  |  whether  the  increase  of  lunacy  was  due, 

as  was  said  in  the  case  of  England,  to  the 
increased  consumption  of  whisky,  or 
whether,  as  was  said  in  the  case  of 
Ireland,  to  the  increased  consumption  of 
tea.  It  was  not  long  before  the  members 
of  the  Lunacy  Board  made  up  their  minds 
that  it  was  due  to  neither  the  one  nor 
the  other,  but  in  consequence  of  the 
clerical  pressure  it  was  some  time  before 
we  could  supply  the  report  in  the  form  in 
which  this  House  required  it.  I  believe 
that  the  Government  by  passing  the  first 
clause  of  this  Bill,  at  any  rate,  would  be 


Sib      T. 
(Edinburgh,  Midlothian)  :  I  did  not  have  | 
tha  pleasure  of  hearing  the  Lord   Advo- 1 
cate's   defence  of  this  Bill,  but   I   have 
gathered   from   subsequent  speeches  the 
line  he  took.    I  listened  with  delight  to 
the  eloquent  speech  of   the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   for    Mid  Lanark.      He    elaborated 
certain  points  which    pleased  me    very 
much.     He  said  he  did  not  know  very 
much  about  Scotch  affairs,  but  he  pro- 
ceeded to  show  that  he  knew    a   great 


deal  about  the  affairs  of  the  Lunacy  i  doing  a  good  thing  for  Scotland.  But 
Board.  I  was  Chairman  of  that  Board  i  why  is  that  clause,  together  with  the 
for  some  years,  and  although  I  may  know 


as  much  as,  or  more  than,  the  hon. 
Member  claims  to  know  of  Scotch  affairs, 
I  will  not  claim  to  know  so  much  of  the 
afiDurs  of  the  Lunacy  Board.  What 
knowledge  I  have,  however,  comes  from 

Ersonal  experience,  whereas  his  know- 
ige,  as  far  as  I  can  make  out,  comes 
from  hearsay.  With  regard  to  this  Bill 
I  may  say  at  once  that  I  diflFer  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lanark  in  one 
matter.  He  said  that  what  this  Bill  is 
intended  to  carry  into  effect  was  never 
desired  until  the  present  Government 
came  into  power.  I  was  not  appointed 
Chairman  of  the  Lunacy  Board  by  a  Tory 
Government,  and  certainly  there  was  no 
idea  that  any  part  of  my  composition  was 
Tory,  but  I  may  say  that  at  that  time  it 
was  the  feeling  of  members  of  the  Board 
that  something  in  the  nature  of  the  first 
clause  of  this    Bill  was  most  desirable. 


I  think  the  clerical 
improved,  although  I 
the  individual  members  of  that  staff 
could  be  bettered.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lanark  suggests  that  an  advocate 
would  be  better  as  secretary  of  the  Board. 
Perhaps  I  do  not  know  so  much  about 
advocates  as  he  does,  but  my  own  opinion 
is  that  we  are  very  much  better  off  with 
a  man  who    is  not  an  advocate.     Our 


third,  confined  to  the  secretary  and  the 
clerks  1  There  are  other  persons  belong- 
ing to  the  Lunacy  Board,  such  as  the 
paid  Commissioners  and  the  Deputy  Com- 
missioners. They  may  be  adequately 
remunerated — possibly  they  are;  if  the 
Grovernment  tell  me  so  I  shall  believe 
it.  But  their  work  has  increased 
quite  as  much  as  that  of  anyone  else.  In 
the  year  1864,  when  the  present  system 
began,  these  Commissioners  had  to  visit 
the  lunacy  establishments  of  Scotland  as 
they  do  now.  They  then  paid  4,930 
visits  in  the  year.  That  was  the  work 
remunerated  as  Parliament  thought  fit  in 
1864.  In  1898  these  men  for  the  same 
remuneration  had  to  pay  15,671  visits.  If 
you  make  a  change  at  all,  one  class  should 
be  treated  the  same  as  the  other,  and, 
perhaps,  it  would  be  better  to  leave  them 
to  the  tender  mercies  of  the  Treasury  to 
provide  whatever  remuneration  was 
thought  proper.     As  to  the  second  clause, 


staff  might  be  '  which,  perhaps,  is,  after  all,  the  important 
do  not  believe  clause,  as  it  is  not  pr4)po8ed  to  be  retro- 
spective, I  do  not  feel  very  much  affected 
by  it.  I  believe  the  lawyers,  the  sheriffs, 
and  the  Crown  Agent  are  extremely  use- 
ful. They  used  to  turn  up  at  the  meet- 
ings and  give  advice  on  technical  matters, 
which  I  certainly  could  not  have  given  to 
the  medical  members  of  the  Board. 
There    was  no  compulsion   on   them  to 


secretary  has  always  discharged  his  duties    attend  the  meetings  ;  but  I,  as  chairman, 
most  efficiently,  but  it  always  struck  me  [  should  have  been  very  sorry  if  they  had 
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not  come.  I  cannot  say,  however,  that  I 
ever  heard  them  complain  about  not 
getting  a  salary.  It  has  been  asked  why 
they  should  be  paid,  seeing  that  the  legal 
members  of  the  Prisons  Board  are  not 
paid.  The  position  is  quite  different.  The 
legal  members  of  the  Prisons  Board  are 
ex  officio  members  of  that  Board,  and 
therefore  it  is  part  of  their  duties  as 
sheriff  or  Crown  Agent.  If  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate assures  us  that  the  lawyers  of 
Scotland  are  not  willing  to  discharge 
these  duties  without  payment,  I  suppose 
we  must  swallow  the  clause.  You 
must  have  lawyers  on  the  Board, 
because  matters  arise  which  only  a 
lawyer  can  deal  with.  But  with 
regard  to  the  chairman,  I  confess  I  do  not 
feel  so  happy.  I  mean  to  vote  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  but  I  am 
not  convinced  that  the  chairman  should 
be  paid.  When  I  was  invited  to  occupy 
that  position  the  motive  which  actuated 
me  in  accepting  the  office  was  that  I 
thought  it  an  honour  to  be  connected 
with  the  administration  of  Scotland.  I 
think  it  would  be  a  pity  if  that  tradition 
were  broken,  and  I  therefore  hope  the 
Government  will  reconsider  the  point  so 
far  as  the  chairman  is  conccrneo.  You 
can  hardly  give  these  lawyers  less  than 
£250  apiece,  or  if  you  cut  them  down  to 
£200  you  have  only  £100  left  to  be 
given,  as  has  been  said,  in  occasional 
"  tips  "  to  the  chairman.  I  do  not  think 
you  will  obtain  a  better  chairman  by  that 
means.  On  the  contrary,  it  is  my  firm 
oelief  that  on  either  side  of  politics  you 
will  always  be  able  to  get  men  to  do 
work  of  that  sort  without  pay. 


Mr.  RENSHAW  (Renfrewshire,  W.) : 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  expressing  the 
hope  that  the  Government  before  this 
debate  is  brought  to  a  conclusion  will  give 
us  some  further  light  upon  the  proposal 
in  the  second  clause  of  the  Bill.  The 
speeches  which  havt)  been  delivered  to- 
night have  been  principally  addressed  to 
the  provision  in  the  second  clause.  There 
is  almost  unanimity  in  regard  to  the  first 
clause.  We  all  wish  to  see  the  paid 
officials  of  the  Lunacy  Board,  whether 
they  are  paid  Commissioners  or  Deputy 
Commissioners  or  clerks,  given  adequate 
remuneration,  and  I  am  quite  sure 
SstrT.  GidsannCaimichaeL 


that  all  who  represent  Scotland  in 
this  House  will  feel  that  there  is 
much  to  be  urged  in  favour  of  the  first 
clause  of  this  Bill.  It  is  only  when  we 
come  to  discuss  the  provision  of  the 
second  clause  that  there  seems  to  be 
ground  for  difference  of  opinion.  What  I 
regard  as  the  unfortunate  feature  of  the- 
measure  is  that  it  seems  for  the  first  time 
to  propose  the  partial  payment  of  those 
connected  with  public  offices  in  Scotbwd. 
It  is  unfortunate,  not  only  in  regard  to- 
the  specific  proposal  in  the  second  clause,, 
but  also  because  of  the  effect  it  will  have 
upon  the  whole  of  our  representative 
system  in  Scotland.  What  we  want  to 
secure  for  public  offices  throughout  Scot- 
land— a  large  proportion  of  which  are  un- 
paid— are  the  very  best  services  that  can 
be  obtained  in  the  country.  Even  in 
regard  to  the  proposal  itself,  the  £500  is 
so  inadequate,  naving  regard  to  the  duties 
to  be  performed,  that  in  place  of  being  a 
benefit  to  even  the  three  gentlemen  who 
have  been  alluded  to  to-night,  it  will  be 
absolute  injury,  and  especially  will  it  be 
a  great  injury  having  regard  to  the 
manner  in  which  it  will  affect  the  whole 
question  throughout  Scotland.  I  hope 
some  member  of  the  Government  will 
tell  us,  before  a  division  is  taken,  that  in 
Committee  some  proposal  will  be  made,, 
either  to  change  the  form  of  the  pro- 
posal and  to  appoint  another  assistant  Com- 
missioner— because  that  seems  to  be  what 
really  is  needed— or  else  to  get  rid  of  one 
of  the  legal  advisers.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
two  legal  advisers  to  a  public  board  of 
this  kind  are  rather  a  stumbling  block 
than  otherwise.  Doctors  differ,,  and 
no  doubt  legal  gentlemen  differ  as  welL 
If  you  removed  one  of  the  legal  officers 
from  this  Board  and  put  another  medical 
officer  upon  it  you  would  make  a  desirable 
change.  I  enter  my  protest,  so  far  as 
this  clause  is  concerned,,  against  this  pro- 
posal for  partial  payment.  I  think  it  is 
the  most  serious  feature  of  the  Bill,  and 
on  that  ground  I  would  urge  the  Govern- 
ment to  reconsider  this  portion  of  their 
measure. 


Mr,  THO^L^  SHAW  (Hawick 
Burghs) :  I  venture  to  say  that  this  pro- 
posal has  placed  the  whole  of  the  Scotch 
Members  in  a  very  difficult  position.    A& 
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tbe  hon.  Member  has  just  remarked, 
there  seems  to  be  very  little  difference  of 
opinion  with  regard  to  the  first  clause. 
There  is  practical  unanimity  in  regard  to 
the  increased  payment  for  the  overworked 
clerical  staff  at  present  engaged.  It  cer- 
tainly puts  us  in  a  somewhat  ungracious 
position  that  we  should  feel  ourselves 
forced  to  vote  against  the  measure, 
because  such  a  course  of  action  may  be 
interpreted  as  being  in  a  sense  adverse  to 
those  officers  whose  services  we  desire 
heartily  to  commend.  But  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  second  clause  is  the 
whole  point  of  the  Bill.  The  proposal  is 
a  great  administrative  change.  It  pro- 
poses to  introduce  into  Scotland  a  new 
system,  but  we  have  had  no  proof  what- 
ever from  the  Government  that  such  a 
change  is  required.  The  statement  which 
has  more  than  any  other  affected  me  with 
regard  to  the  course  I  should  take  in  the 
division  is  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Midlothian,  who  was,  as  we 
know,  a  most  able,  industrious,  and  effi- 
cient chairman  of  a  Lunacy  Board 
in  Scotland.  No  one  more  able  ever 
occupied  that  position.  We  have 
his  testimony  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of 
Commons  that  a  salary  for  that  office  is 
not  required,  and  that  you  can  get  public 
men  who  will  gladly  devote  themselves  to 
to  that  sphere  of  usefulness  without  fee  or 
reward,  and  that  he  sees  no  distinction 
between  serving  the  State  in  that  capacity 
and  serving  the  State  as  chairman  of  a 
county  council.  This  Bill  proposes  to  make 
this  great  administrative  change,  but  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  think  his  testi- 
mony was  completely  against  the  sug- 
gestion. I  desire  to  add  one  remarfe 
with  reference  to  another  officer  on  that 
staff — namely,  the  sheriff.  He  at  present 
holds  the  position,  practically,  of  constant 
or  occasional  adviser  in  administrative 
matters.  The  point  I  desire  to  make  is 
that  the  sheriff  is  a  fairly  highly  paid 
official  already,  and  I  look  with  some  I 
apprehension  upon  a  proposal  to  make  ' 
offices  of  this  kind,  which  at  present  are 
subsidiary  to  the  administrative  functions 
thrown  upon  thie  sheriffs,  a  ground  and 
occasion  for  adding  to  their  salaries  as 
sheriff  of  counties.  The  chairman  does 
not  require  this  salary ;  the  sheriffs  are 
paid  already;  and  with  regard  to  the 
third  officer  I  do  not  know  the  grounds 
upon    which    the    change    is    proposed. 


Therefore,  while  I  have  every  sympathy 
with  the  officers  mentioned  in  the  first 
clause  of  the  Bill,  I  feel  myself  bound,  in 
face  of  this  large  administrative  change^ 
to  vote  against  the  measure. 


Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  :  I  am  very  glad  that  on  the 
occasion  of  the  discussion  of  this  im- 
portant matter  we  have  the  presence  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  It  seems  to  me 
that  a  large  question  of  principle  is  in- 
volved. I  need  hardly  say  that  I  entirely 
repudiate  all  the  suggestions  of  jobbery 
or  of  improper  motives  which  have  been 
made.  I  am  certain  there'  is  nothing 
whatever  of  the  kind.  But  it  is  an 
entirely  new  principle  which  is  l)eing  in- 
troduced in  this  proposal  for  the  partial 
payment  of  a  man  who  takes  an  honour- 
able position  connected  with  the  public 
service.  For  many  of  the  affairs  of  life 
this  system  of  partial  payment  is  doubt- 
less an  admirable  system.  In  regard  to 
companies,  where  the  directors  are  only 
expected  to  give  a  small  amount  of  atten- 
tion to  the  concern,  I  think  the  payment 
of  a  reasonable  amount  of  remuneration 
ensures  that  attention  being  given. 
I  do  not  know  any  precedent  for  this 
system  either  in  Scotland  or  in  England 
of  paying  such  salaries  to  men  who  only 
give  a  certain  amount  of  time  to  the 
work.  I  hope  the  Government  will  pay 
some  attention  to  this  matter  on  larger 
grounds  than  merely  Departmental  con- 
siderations. I  do  not  want  to  vote  against 
the  Second  Reading,  but  I  hope  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  give  this  point 
their  careful  attention  when  the  Bill 
comes  on  for  discussion  in  Committee, 
because  the  second  clause  raises  an  im- 
portant point  to  which  I  am  not  prepared 
to  assent. 


*Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire,  E.) : 
The  hon.  Member  for  Partick  has  called 
attention  to  the  unusual  character  of  the 
payment  proposed  to  be  made  to  these 
men.  I  should  like  to  know  from  a 
representative  of  the  Treasury  whether 
there  is  any  precedent  in  the  public  ser- 
vice for  payments  of  this  character. 
There  is  the  sum  of  £500  a  year  to  be 
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distributed    amongst     three     gentlemen 
in     accordance      with      rules     to      be 
laid     down      by     the      Treasury,      and 
it  is    to   be    distributed  in  any   propor- 
tion   which   the    Treasury  may  choose. 
They  may  fix  upon  the  custom  prevailing 
amongst  public  companies  if  they  like,  or 
they  may  distribute  it  as  they    please. 
As  far  as  my  knowledge  goes  there  is  no 
precedent  for  any  such  mode  of  pajonent 
in  the  public  service,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  this  is  a  desirable  innovation  to  in- 
troduce into  the  public  service.     I  agree 
with  hon.   Members  who  have  spoke    in 
favour  of  Clause  1.     If  it  is  the  case  that 
the  Departmental  work  has  considerably 
increased  in  recent  years,  then  I  think 
there  should  be  more  clerks  employed. 
Since  the  Lunacy  Board  was  instituted  in 
Scotland  in  1864  it  has  had  only  four 
chairmen.     The   first  chairman  was   Mr. 
Forbes  Mackenzie,  who  held  office  for  about 
six  years ;  he  was  followed  by  Sir  John 
Don  Wauchope,  who  was  succeeded  by 
the  hon.  Member  for    Midlothian ;   and 
then  came   the  present  chairman.     All 
those  gentlemen  who  held  office  down  to 
the  present  time  discharged  their  duties 
most  ably  and  without  any  remuneration, 
and  without   ever   making  any  demand 
for    remuneration.       I    remember     that 
when  the  administration  of    this  Board 
was  inquired  into  in  1870  Sir  John  Don 
Wauchope  stated  in  evidence  that  when 
he  was  invited  to  become  the  chairman  he 
was  told    that    there  was  no  remunera- 
tion, and  that   he  might  attend  to  the 
duties    just    as    he    pleased.       He    dis- 
charged   the    duties    of   chairman   very 
ably     for    a    great     number    of    years, 
absolutely     without    any    remuneration 
whatever.     Is  there  any  reason  whatever 
why   a    chairman   should   now  be  paid, 
when  during  all  these  years  this  Board 
has  discharged  its  work  so  admirably — 
for  it  has  been  one  of  the  most  admirably 
managed  Boards  in  Scotland  for  adminis- 
trative  purposes?     I   do   not   know  the 
gentleman   who   has    been    offered    this 
appointment,  and  I  have  no  doubt  he  will 
discharge  his  duties  well.     But  there  is 
no  demand  that  he  shall  do  more  than 
his  predecessors,  and  the  same  argument 
applies  to  the  other  unpaid  members  of 
the  Board.    My  hon.  friend  has  stated  that 
we  are  introducing  a  substantial  alteration 
into  the  constitution  of  this  Board,  and 
the  Prisons  Board  has  been  alluded  to. 
The    Fishery  Board    contains   one  paid 
member,     a    sheriff,     and     a    scientific 
J/r,  Bw'hanan, 


member,  and  also  one  or  two  others 
to  represent  the  local  fishing  interest 
The  sheriff,  who  has  as  much  legal  work 
as  is  proposed  to  be  given  to  legal 
members  under  this  Bill,  does  his  work 
free,  and  no  demand  has  been  made 
either  by  the  present  holder  or  any  of 
his  predecessors  for  remuneration  for 
legal  work.  I  understand  that  the  Lord 
Advocate  stated  that  the  two  le^l  mem- 
bers of  the  Lunacy  Board  said  they 
could  not  continue  to  discharge  their 
work  unless  they  were  paid. 


♦Mr.  a.  GRAHAM  MURRAY :  No,  no ! 


♦Mr,  BUCHANAN  :  Upon  that  subject 
I  am  left  somewhat  in  the  dark,  for  I 
understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  there  would  be  great  difficulty  in 
getting  these  legal  duties  discharged 
unless  they  were  paid  for. 

♦Mr.  a.  graham  MURRAY :  I  ex- 
plained that  a  very  great  increase  of  work 
had  been  cast  upon  certain  members  of 
the  Board,  and  the  only  way  to  meet  it 
was  to  rearrange  the  work.  This  re- 
arrangement will  cast  an  increased 
amount  of  work  upon  the  legal  members, 
and  it  is  for  that  increase  that  we  pro- 
pose to  make  this  payment. 


♦Mr.  BUCHANAN :  I  am  much  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  that  explana- 
tion, for  it  makes  the  alteration  pro- 
posed on  the  Bill  greater  than  I 
anticipated.  I  understood  that  there 
was  a  difficulty  in  getting  efficient 
legal  members  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  the  Board,  and  I  do  not  believe, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  there  are  not 
members  of  the  Iwir  in  Edinburgh 
eminently  capable  of  discharging  these 
duties  who  would  ))e  willing  to  discharge 
them,  like  their  predecessors,  entirely 
free  of  remuneration.  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate now  says  there  is  going  to  be  an 
alteration  in  the  distribution  of  the 
duties  and  the  administrative  functions 
of  this  Board  ;  the  duties  discharged  by 
Assistant  Commissioners  in  future  are  to 
be  discharged  by  the  legal  members 
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the  Board,  and  for  that  they  are  to  be 
paid.  I  venture  to  say  that  this  does  not 
appear  to  me  to  be  an  improvement  of 
the  distribution  in  the  administrative 
functions  of  the  Board.  If  the  ordinary 
work  of  the  Board  has  increased  the 
proper  way  to  deal  with  it  would  be  to 
appoint  a  new  Assistant  Commissioner  or  a 
Commissioner.  These  are  the  men  who 
really  do  the  work,  and  if  the  work  has 
increased  why  not  appoint  another  man 
of  the  same  calibre  and  qualifications  to 
do  the  increased  work  and  not  throw 
that  work  upon  lesal  gentlemen  and  pay 
them  a  very  inadequate  salary  ]  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  might  possibly 
be  able  to  respond  to  the  appeals  made 
from  his  own  side  of  the  House  and  from 
all  quarters.  Whilst  we  are  all  in  favour  of 
taking  any  steps  and  voting  any  money  to 
increase  the  efficiency  of  this  Board,  we  are 
not  prepared  to  commit  ourselves  to  a  Bill 
framed  in  this  way  which  will  give  re- 
muneration to  gentlemen  who,  m  past 
times,  have  discharged  those  duties  with- 
out salary,  and  we  are  not  prepared  to 
agree,  without  further  inquiry,  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  Lord  Advocate  that 
increased  administrative  duties  are  to  be 
put  upon  the  shoulders  of  men  who 
are  not  specially  qualified  to  discharge 
tiieuL  I  think  we  ought  to  have  some 
intimation  from  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  or  from  some  member  of 
the  Grovemment,  that  they  do  not  intend 
to  proceed  with  Clause  2  as  it  stands,  and 
that  they  are  willing  to  modify  it  to 
meet  the  general  views  which  have  been 
expressed. 


Colonel  DENNY  (Kilmarnock 
Burghs)  said  he  desired  to  associate 
himself  with  the  objections  which  had 
been  raised  in  regard  to  Clause  2.  If 
this  Bill  was  carried  out  in  its  entirety 
it  would  initiate  a  new  method  of  paying 
officials  which  would  be  unsound  finance. 
They  were  perfectly  wilUng  to  pay  well 
for  services  which  they  got,  but  they  had 
also  taken  a  pride  in  Scotland  in  doing 
their  public  business  in  an  economical 
way.  He  hoped  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  state  exactly  what  he 
intended  to  do  to  meet  the  objections 
which  had  been  raised,  and  spare  them 
what  was  always    a   disagreeable  task, 


namely,    that    of     voting    against    the 
Government. 


Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfarshire):  I  am 
sorry  that  no  member  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  found  it  necessary  to  respond  to 
the  appeals  which  have  been  made  from 
their  own  side  of  the  House.  I  should 
like  to  pay  a  tribute  to  the  Scottish 
lunacy  administration,  which  is  not  ex- 
celled by  the  lunacy  administration 
either  in  England  or  Ireland.  Both  in 
England  and  Ireland  they  have  followed 
Scotland  in  the  many  improvements 
which  the  Scotch  Lunacy  Commissioners 
have  carried  out.  Experts  have  come 
over  from  America  to  see  our  Scotch 
lunacy  administration,  and  they  have 
testified  to  its  success.  If  this  adminis- 
tration is  to  be  strengthened,  it  should 
be  done  in  a  proper  manner.  I  feel  sure 
that  if  the  first  clause  of  the  Bill  were  to 
be  put  to  the  vote  it  would  be  agreed  to 
unanimously.  The  Lord  Advocate,  on 
behalf  of  the  Scotch  Office,  has  said  that  it 
is  necessary  for  the  efficient  administra- 
tion of  this  Board  that  the  salaries  should 
be  increased,  and  that  if  we  wish  further 
to  strengthen  the  administration  we 
ought  to  do  it  in  the  way  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  and  others,  by 
increasing  the  expert  branch  of  the 
Board.  The  Lord  Advocate  said 
the  number  of  private  patients 
had  doubled  within  the  last  few 
years,  but  it  is  not  the  slightest  good 
sending  these  patients  anything  but 
experts  who  can  give  evidence  and  report 
upon  the  condition  of  these  patients.  The 
Board  ought  to  be  strengthened  in  its 
administrative  capacity,  and  the  money 
should  be  paid  to  secure  the  best  men 
that  can  be  got.  In  Scotland  we  are 
imder  a  considerable  disadvantage  as 
compared  with  England  in  the  way  our 
medical  officers  are  paid.  In  Scotland 
the  salaries  of  medical  officers  were 
limited  by  statute  in  1864,  but  so  recently 
as  1890  the  medical  officers  under  the 
Lunancy  Commissioners  in  England  were 
placed  in  a  different  position  by  statute, 
and  there  is  now  no  restriction  to  their 
salaries  in  England.  Though  the  griev- 
ance is  not  touched  and  does  not  arise 
specially  under  this  second  clause,  we  are 
in   Scotland  imder    considerable    disad- 
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vantage  m  respect  to  payment  given  to 
the  medical  officers  who  are  employed  by 
the  Lunacy  Commissioners.  Exception 
has  been  taken  to  the  second  clause  on 
the  ground  that  it  introduces  the  princi- 
ples of  payment  for  public  work.  My 
objection  does  not  take  quite  the  same 
form  as  that  which  has  been  expressed  by 
some  hon.  Members  who  have  spoken  in 
this  debate.  My  view  is  that  if  you 
cannot  get  men  without  paying  them  you 
ought  to  pay  them  well.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  am  not  sure  that  we  should  be 
doing  a  useful  public  service  by  introduc- 
ing this  system  of  payment  by  a  far 
greater  degree.  The  payment  proposed 
under  this  clause  is  entirely  inadequate,  for 
the  proper  payment  of  gentlemen  who  are  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  Commissioners  is 
certainly  not  JE500  a  year.  No  one  can 
contend  that  this  is  either  adequate  or 
proper  payment,  and  on  the  ground  that 
it  is  too  small  there  is  a  valid  objection 
to  the  proposal  made  in  this  clause.  If 
the  Lord  Advocate  had  come  to  us  and 
said  the  administration  had  broken  down, 
and  that  there  should  be  a  radical  change 
of  system  approximating  to  a  Government 
department,  it  would  have  been  a  different 
matter.  If  you  once  depart  from  the 
principle  hitherto  adopted  with  regard  to 
the  Lunacy  Commission,  you  will  nave  to 
go  a  good  deal  further  than  is  now  pro- 
posed, and  you  will  have  to  pay  the 
members  of  the  Fishery  Board  and  other 
Boards  in  Scotland.  In  my  humble 
judgment  this  proposal  is  not  warranted 
by  the  facts,  and  I  hope  the  Government 
will  not  insist  upon  passing  the  Bill  Avith 
this  very  objectionable  clause  in  it. 
After  the  appeals  which  have  been  made 
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leave  it  to  the  House  of  Commons  to 
determine  whether  there  was  a  case  for 
having  a  new  official  in  some  form  or 
other,  or  whether  we  might  not  pursue 
what  would  be  a  more  economical  plan^ 
by  so  rearranging  the  duties  as  would  fix 
more  work  upon  the  unpaid  members.  I 
also  explained  that  really  our  hands  had 
been  tied  by  the  attacks  which  had  been 
made  upon  my  noble  friend.  I  was  glad  to^ 
see  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lanark 
expressed  some  regret  that  he  did  make 
use  of  the  words  he  used  in  attacking  my 
noble  friend,  and  I  am  glad  to  notice  that 
any  charge  of  that  kind  has  been  con- 
spicuously absent  from  this  debate.  Of 
course,  that  puts  the  matter  on  a  very 
diflferent  footing.  If  I  understand  that 
the  views  to  which  I  have  alluded  do  not 
in  any  way  prevail,  then  I  am  quite  sure 
that  I  am  not  doing  too  much  when  I  say 
that  I  will  take  upon  myself  the  responsi- 
bility of  bringing  before  my  noble  friend 
the  views  which  have  been  generally  ex- 
pressed upon  this  question  as  a  matter  of 
principle.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  do 
that,  and  in  the  light  of  the  remarks  which 
have  been  made,  my  noble  friend  will  con- 
sider the  situation,  and  see  if  it  might 
not  be  more  prudent  to  provide  for  the 
extra  assistance  in  another  way.  Upon 
that  understanding  I  hope  the  House  will 
grant  the  Second  Reading,  because,  what- 
ever the  ultimate  decision  of  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  may  be,  hon.  Members 


to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  I  will  have   another  opportunity  of    chal- 


Government  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
to  which  there  has  hardly  been  a  dissen- 
tient voice — I  think  it  is  a  very  great 
pity  that  more  respect  is  not  paid  to  the 
experience  and  to  the  opinions  expressed 
on  both  sides  of  the  House. 

♦Mil.  A.  GRAHAM  MURRAY  :  When 
I  made  my  statement  in  support  of  this 
Bill  there  were  very  few  Members  in  the 
House.  I  explained  that  an  enormous 
amount  of  increased  work  had  devolved 
upon  the  Board.  I  said  that  I  thought 
my  noble  friend  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land  would  have  been  perfectly  willing  to 
C^ajj/.  Sincluir, 


lenging  it.  Undoubtedly  there  is  much 
in  this  Bill  upon  which  we  are  absolutely 
unanimous,  and  I  hope  the  House  will 
now  agree  to  the  Second  lieading. 


Mr.  CALDWELL:  After  what  the 
Lord  Advocate  has  said,  I  beg  leave  to 
withdraw  my  amendment. 


i      Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Main  question  put, 
read  a  second  time, 
Monday  next. 


and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
and   committed  for 
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(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Grant  Lawson  (Yorkshire, 
Thirsk)  in  the  Chair.] 


N.R., 


Mr,  WARNER  (Staffordshire,  Lich- 
field): I  have  put  down  a  small  Amendment 
to  this  Bill  on  Clause  5,  which  I  hope  will 
be  accepted.  The  clause  applies  to 
deserters  who  come  back  into  the  ser- 
vice, and  by  their  good  conduct  have 
their  desertion  overlooked.  I  think  any 
person  who  really  knows  the  character  of 
a  soldier  will  agree  with  me  that  the 
commanding  officer  ought  to  recommend 
the  case  before  the  Secretary  of  State 
gives  the  man  back  his  pay.  I  do  not 
want  to  stop  the  man  getting  his  pay, 
but  I  think  the  commanding  officer  is 
the  right  man  to  make  the  recommenda- 
tion, and  I  beg  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*•  In  page  3,  line  18,  after  the  word  *  may,'  to 
insert  tne  words  '  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  man's  commanding  officer.'"  —  (Mr. 
Warner.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Mr.  Wyndham, 
Dover)  :  I  am  afraid  that  I  cannot  accept 
the  hon.  Member's  Amendment,  but  I 
may  point  out  that  under  the  clause  as  it 
stands  at  present  it  is  quite  impossible 
that  the  view  of  the  commanding  officer 
can  be  overlooked.  I  think  it  is  most  im- 
portant that  this  power  should  lie  in  the 
hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  I 
think  this  view  will  be  accepted  by  the 
Committee.  I  may  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  his  Amendment  would  place 
a  restriction  upon  the  exercising  of  the 
prerogative  of  mercy  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  of  an  invidious  character,  because 
this  clause  refers  also  to  fraudulent  enlist- 
ment^ which  he  will  have  full  power  to  for- 
give. Nothing  has  been  more  gratif3dng 
tome  during  the  present  war  than  the 


j  way  in  which  the  men  who  have  deserted 
have  come  forward.  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  insist  upon  this  Amend- 
ment. Under  Section  79  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  power  to  forgive ;  and  how 
illogical  it  would  be  if  this  Committee 
were  now  to  lay  down  less  merciful 
treatment. 


Mr.  WARNER  said  he  thought  there 
was  a  difference  between  fraudulent 
enlistment  and  simple  desertion  and 
coming  back,  because  a  man  sometimes 
got  something  by  fraudulent  enlistment. 
On  the  unaerstanding  that  the  com- 
manding officer  would  be  consulted,  he 
begged  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  \vithdrawn. 


Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid), 
said  that  the  clause  only  referred  to 
Section  161  of  the  Army  Act,  and 
that  section  had  only  reference  to 
cases  of  fraudulent  enlistment,  and  to 
only  one  kind  of  fraudulent  enlistment* 
namely,  where  a  man  had  three  years 
good  conduct  service;  and  the  section 
said  that  such  a  man  should  not  be  tried 
for  the  offence,  but  it  also  said  that  his 
prior  service  should  be  forfeited.  That 
referred  to  fraudulent  enlistment  of  a 
limited  kind.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
under  Section  79  there  was  po^er  both  as. 
to  desertion  and  fraudulent  enlistment, 
but  as  the  matter  was  presented  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  he  was 
perfectly  correct  in  sajring  that  the  clause 
did  not  do  what  the  Under  Secretary 
said  it  did. 


Mr.  WYNDHAM :  I  am  prepared  to 
recognise  anything,  now  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  recognises  that  this  Amend- 
ment is  properly  drawn  by  the  legal 
advisers  of  the  A\  ar  Office. 


Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  had  upon 
the  Paper  the  following  Amendment — 

"  In  page  3,  after  Clause  2,  to  uisert  the 
following  Clause  :  *  The  provisions  of  the  Army 
Act,  enabling  marine  officers  to  sit  on  courto- 
martial  ashore,  shall  in  future  be  extended  to- 
courts  martial  on  marines  afloat.'  " 
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♦The  chairman  :  The  new  clause  ,  Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  question  ii 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  |  hardly  one  to  be  raised  on  the  Sohednk 
for  Devonport  is  out  of  order.  I  ^f  ^he  Army  (Annual)  BiU.     The  ache. 

!  dule  places  upon  innkeepers  an  obligaiiion 
Mr.    KEARLEY  :    On    a    point    of 


as  to  prices,  and  it  would  be  most  ineon- 
venient  and  almost  impossible  to  discott 
now  so  large  a  question  as  whether  tltt 
British  soldier  is  or  is  not  fed  as  weD  as 
he  might  be. 


order,  may  I  state  that  my  Amend- 
ment has  been  already  moved  in 
Committee  on  this  Bill.  I  do  not  wish 
to  argue  with  the  Chairman,  but  on  the 
occasion  to  which  I  refer  a  distinct  pledge 
was  given  that  this  particular  Amend- 
ment would  be  accepted  at  a  later  stage. 
It  was  in  1891,  and  the  Amendment  was 
moved  by  Mr.  Pope  Hennessey  in  the 
identical  terms  in  which  it  now  appears 
on  the  Paper,  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  of  that  day  gave  a  pledge  that 
the  Amendment  would  be  accepted  in 
some  form.     The  present  Speaker  of  the 

House  on  another  occasion,  when  a  similar .  i  •         ^i_  i_-  i 

Amendment  was  moved  on  the  Second    ?^r  .^^'^'^g    ^^^  ^working   classes    to 


Mr.  STEADMAN  (Tower  HamktB, 
Stepney)  said  he  did  not  know  what 
breakfast  an  innkeeper  could  provide 
for  l^d.  per  head.  He  did  know  that 
Lockhart's  would  only  provide  a  cap  of 
coffee  and  a  slice  of  bread  and  batter 
for  that  sum,  and  it  seemed  to 
him  that  soldiers  on  the  march  le- 
quired  something  more  substantial 
than      that.       The    Grovemment    were 


Reading,  said  that  it  could  not  be  dis- 
cussed then,  but  that  it  could  be  dealt 
with  when  the  Bill   was  in  Committee,  \ 


of   the   Treasury  '  P*^^-, 
/    contention.       I '    ®;  ,T 


join  the  Army,  and  when  that  was  the 
case  Tommy  Atkins  should  be  treated 
more  liberally  than  he  had  been  in  the 
The  British  soldier  m-us  only  paid 


and    the   First   Lord    ux    i/uc    xicoouiv  ,  i     oj  j  i_  xi.      'i-  •! 

rather  supported  my  contention.  I  >  ^^:.^^  P«^.  ^y.  whereas  the  colomal 
merely  wish  to  justify  myself  for  having  !  «^^^^«^  ^^^^^«^  ^«i  ^^'  *  ^^^ ,.  l^  ^ 
put  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper  on  thi .  ?^.  encouragement  for  an  Englishman  to 
mesent  occasion.  i  J^^^  ^er  ^raJesty  s  service. 


present  occasion. 

♦The  chairman  :  I  have  very  care- 1 
fully   considered    this    question.      I    do , 
not  think  because  an  Amendment  escaped 
the  notice  of  a   Chairman  in  one  year, 
that  therefore  it  is  in  order  for  all  time.  | 
On  the  occasion  to  which  the  hon.  Member  i 
refers,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
pointed  out  that  the  Amendment  could 
only  be  received  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
Naval  Discipline  Act.     I  have  examined  ■ 
the  other  precedent  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member,  and  I  cannot  find  that  it 
supports  his  contention. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Schedule : — 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  asked 
whether  any  provision  would  be  made  for 
better  sleeping  accommodation  for  soldiers 
when  billeted.  He  would  also  like  to 
know  what  sort  of  breakfast  an  inn- 
keeper would  provide  for  l^d. 


Schedule  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  BiU  be 
now  read  the  third  time." — (The  Lord 
Advocate,) 

Mr.  CALDWELL  said  he  desired  to 
take  the  opportunity  of  impressing  once 
more  on  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  the  necessity  for  having  the  Army  Acts 
consolidated.  The  original  Act  was  passed 
in  1881,  and  since  then  it  had  been  more  or 
less  amended  almost  every  year.  There 
was  a  peculiarity  with  regard  to  the  Act. 
In  1885  it  was  provided  that  in  all  future 
printings  of  the  Army  Act  the  Amend- 
ments should  be  incorporated.  The  result 
was  that  the  copy  which  was  printed  as 
the  Act  of  1881  was  not  the  Act  as  it 
stood  in  the  Statute-book,  but  as  it  ap- 
peared in  the  Queen's  printer's  copy  with 


1037 


FahtHme  Cowt  of 


{2  April  1900} 


IhtHufm  HiiL 


1038 


the  Amendmente  inserted  by  lat«r 
statutes,  which  was  very  inconvenient. 
Suppose  the  War  Office  supplied  a 
copy  of  the  Army  Act  two  years  ago ; 
that  would  appear  to  be  the  Army  Act  of 
1881y  and  if  it  happened  to  get  into  the 
hands  of  an  officer  on  a  court  martial  he 
might  read  it  as  the  Act  of  1881.  Some 
Amendments  had,  however,  been  made 
on  certain  clauses  and  it  was  no  longer 
the  Act  of  1881.  The  printer's  copy  con- 
tained the  alterations  which  successive 
Parliaments  had  made,  and  it  was  ex- 
ceedingly inconvenient  to  have  a  printer  s 
copy  purporting  to  be  the  Act  of  1881, 
which  really  was  not  the  Act  passed  in 
1881,  but  an  Act  passed  in  that  year 
which  had  been  amended  by  subsequent 
Acts.  It  was  ahnost  impossible  to  put 
down  an  Amendment  to  the  Army  Bill 
without  going  through  every  Act  passed 
since  1881  to  see  whether  a  particular 
section  had  been  already  amended.  He 
himself  had  had  ^.o  go  over  every  Act 
since  1881  in  order  to  make  sure  that 
Section  161  had  not  been  amended.  That 
was  very  inconvenient,  and  he  thought 
the  time  had  come  when  the  Act  should 
be  put  on  the  Statute-book  as  it  now  ex- 
isted. There  was  no  difficulty  whatever 
in  having  the  statutes  consolidated,  and 
if  that  were  done  it  would  l)e  a  great 
advantage. 


gives    the    Act    a&  amende,  and    also 
.  indicates  the   purpart  or  otfeot    of   the 
,  Amendments,    so    that    any    such  mis- 
carriage of  justice  is  impossible.      I  am 
quite  ready  to  admit  that  the   case   for 
the  consolidation  of  the  .\miy    Acts    is 
a  very  strong  one.      It  is  a  case  which 
of     necessity    gn^ws    stronger  year  by 
■year,    and  is   now  very  strong '  indeed* 
'  and  I    am    prejiarod    to  join    with  the 
hon.  Member  in  a  pious  aspiration  that 
I  the  Acts  may  soon  l>o  consoUdatiHi. 

Mr.   BAYLEY   (Derbyshire,  (Chester- 
!  field)  askwi  if  the  430,000  tnH)i>8  men 
I  tioned  in  the  Bill  includwi  the  wlonial 
and  Volunteer  forces  in  South  Africa  as 
well  as  the  Volunteer  forces  in  Kiiglaiid. 


Mr.  WYNDHAM:  I  have  already 
given  the  details  four  or  five  times.  Tho 
number  mentioned  includes  the  tn>ops 
borrowed  from  India,  the  colonial  forces,, 
the  Volunteers  and  the  Imperial  Yeomanry 
in  South  Africa,  but  it  docs  not  include 
the  Volunteers  in  this  country. 

j      Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  i-oad 
the  third  time,,  and  pasMe<l. 


Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  put  two  different  proposals  before  the 
House  without  distinguishing  between 
them  so  clearly  as  to  convey  to  hon. 
Members  not  familiar  with  the  facts  that 
they  are  different.  He  has  suggested  the 
consolidation  of  the  Army  Acts,  but  in 
another  portion  of  his  speech  he  seemed 
to  point  to  the  re-printing  of  the  Act 
from  time  to  time,  so  that  no  officer 
might  act  on  a  copy  of  the  Act  of  1881  in 
ignorance  of  the  fact  that  it  had  been 
amended.  Dealing  first  with  the  ques- 
tion of  re-printing,  the  hon.  Member  said 
that  he  himself  had  some  difficulty  in  fol- 
lowing up  the  various  Amendments,  and 
he  threw  out  the  suggestion  that  mme 
officer  of  the  Army  administering  this 
Act  might  perhaps  be  guilty  of  a  mis 
carriage  of  justice.  I  do  not  think  that 
would  be  the  case,  because  every  officer 
on  a  court  martial  is  bound  to  \)e  guided 
by  the  >IanuaI  of  Military   Liiw,  which 


PALATINE  (M)UKT  OF  DURHAM   miL 

[I^nln]. 

[Skcond  KKAniN(i.] 

Order  for  Second  lieading  remL 

The  ATTORiVKY  (^^ENKRAI.  (HSp 
Richard  VVkrster,  IhIo  of  Wight)  said 
the  Bill  was  the  same  as  that  introducfKl 
last  year.  It  proposed  that  instead  of 
the  judge  of  the  Palatine  Court  lujirig  in 
receipt  of  fees  his  salary  should  be  fixwl 
by  the  Ix>r(l  Chanc(!llor  with  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Trwwury,  and  that  the  juris- 
diction of  tho  Court  should  Imj  fixed  by 
Her  Majesty  in  Cfjuncii.  The  pnietiee  of 
the  Court  would  also  Imj  fiHsimilatcd  Uy 
the  practice  in  other  Courts.  The  fees 
now  amounted  to  al)f)ut  X2,000. 

Motion  made;,  and  Question    projKwed^ 

**That  the  Bill  1h;  n^fl  a  ser;ond  time.* 

(The  Attorn^//  GfnernJ.) 

Mr.  WAKXKR  (Staffordshire,  I.ieh- 
field)  askefl,  was  it  usual  to  fix  the  Miliary 


1039 


Palidine  Court  of 


{COMMONS} 


Durham  Bill. 


1040 


of  a  judge  before  the  office  was  created. 
Under  Clause  6  Her  Majesty  in  Council 
would  have  power  to  extend  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Court,  and  he  believed 
that  it  was  the  intention  that  that  juris- 
diction should  be  considerably  extended. 
He  thought  both  the  salary  of  the  judge 
and  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  ought 
to  be  fixed  in  the  Bill. 


Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid): 
This  is  one  of  those  English  Bills  the 
full  effect  of  which  is  not  apparent  from 
merely  reading  it.  The  Attorney  General 
has  not  given  the  House  very  much 
enlightenment.  He  did  not  state,  for 
instance,  that  the  first  clause  took 
away  from  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners all  responsibility  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Court  of  Palatine. 
It  is  important  that  we  should  know  if 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  are  to 
be  relieved  of  the  arrangements  which,  at 
present,  obtain,  because  they  got  the 
property  in  Palatinate  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  the  salary,  and  they  have,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  paid  that  salary  down  to 
the  present  time  out  of  the  funds  which 
they  received.  Will  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  ])e  able  to  appropriate 
these  funds  for  the  general  purposes  of 
the  Commission  or  otherwise  *?  No 
doubt,  some  bargain  has  been  struck 
between  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners, 
and  the  Treasury,  and  the  House  is 
entitled  to  know  what  that  bargain  is,  in 
regard  to  this  judge's  salary.  The 
House  of  Commons  is  asked  to  pass  a  Bill 
leaving  it  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners and  the  Treasury  to  fix  the 
salary.  That  is  the  confidence  trick ; 
and  it  is  asking  too  much  of  the  House. 
I  may  say  I  had  not  the  remotest  idea 
that  this  Bill  was  going  to  be  run  on  to- 
night. It  is  very  unfair  that  we  should 
be  started  on  a  Bill  of  this  kind  when 
nobody  expected  it  to  come  on.  I  know 
something  generally  of  the  matter,  how- 
ever, and  I  am  hardly  ever  taken  much 
at  a  disadvantage.  Now,  we  come  to 
Clause  3,  which  is  the  most  extraordinary 
that  could  be  put  into  a  Bill.  It  says  that 
the  salary  of  the  judge  shall  be  of  such 
an  amount  as  the  Lord  Chancellor  may, 

Mr,  TVarner, 


with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  direct. 
Now  the  Court  of  the  Palatinate  is  equal 
to  the  Common  Law  Courts,  and  is  there- 
fore a    Supreme    Court  ;    and    yet   the 
'  salary  of  this  Supreme  Court  judge  is  not 
I  fixed  by  this  House  as  are  the  salaries  of 
I  other  Supreme  Court  judges.     That  is  a 
'  most    extraordinary    thing.       The    next 
I  section  provides  that  at  the  expiry  of  any 
period  of   five  years  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
with  the  like  concurrence  of  the  Treasury, 
may  vary  the  said  salary  with  reference 
to  any  variance  in  the  amount  of  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Palatinate  Court.     It  is  an 
extraordinary  thing  to  say  that  the  salary 
of  a  Supreme  Court  judge  may  be  varied 
I  always  thought    that    the    salaries  of 
judges   were  fixed  by  statute,  and  that 
they  could  not  be  reduced,  so  that  the 
judges  might  hold  their  office  without  fear 
or  favour.     But  no ;  this  judge  id  to  be 
paid  according  to  his  work,  and  his  salary 
may  be  either  increased  or  reduced  accord- 
ing to  the   variation  in  the  amount  of 
business  in  his  court.     In  that  way  if  a 
judge  wants    to  keep   up  his  salary,  he 
must  keep  up  the  business  of  his  court. 
If  he  lets  down  the  business  of  his  court 
by    dispensing    justice    in  half  an  hour 
instead  of  lingering  over  it  for  two  hours, 
he  will  find  his  salary  reduced  at  the  end 
of  five  years.     I  think  that  is  an  extra- 
ordinary things  to   put    into  an  Act  of 
Parlifiment.     These  two  clauses  are  quite 
sufficient  to  justify  us  in  saying  that  a 
Bill  of    this    importance  should    not  be 
sprung  upon    the    House   at  twenty-five 
minutes  to  twelve,  and  read  a  second  time. 
But  the  Bill  goes  further.     It  is  a  Bill  to 
extend    the   jurisdiction   of    the    Court. 
The  jurisdiction  may  be  extended,  it  says, 
by  the  Queen  in  Council.     I  think  it  is 
not  a  very  usual,  and  not  a  very  appro- 
priate thing  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Law  Courts  should  be  left  to  the  haphazard 
Orders    in    Council.      The    jurisdiction 
should  be  fixed   by   Act  of  Parliament. 
Who   knows   about  Orders   in  Council  ? 
Where  can  you  get  them   if  you  go  to 
search  for  them  ?     Everyone  knows  about 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  nobody  can  be 
excused  of  ignorance  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. Nobody  but  an  expert  lawyer  knows 
anything  about  Orders  in  Council,  and  if 
you  ask  an  expert  lawyer  he  would  charge 
a  fee  for  it.     I  beg  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 


Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday. 
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RESERVISTS 
BILL. 


(ALLOWANCES) 


Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

JMr.  Grant  Lawson  (Yorkshire,  N.R., 
Thirsk)  in  the  Chair.] 


ham,  Bordesley) :  I  hope  my  hon.  friend 
mil  not  press  this  Amendment.  1  woukl 
point  out  to  him  in  regard  to  the  burden 
that  is  to  be  thrown  on  the  municipali- 
ties, that  it  is  quite  permissive.  Some 
local  authorities  have  already  granted  the 
gratuities,  and  unless  we  pass  this  clause, 
these  grants  would  })e  illegal.  The  grant 
of  the  local  authorities  is  quite  indepen- 
dent of  what  comes  from  the  War  Office. 


♦Mr,  bill  (Staffordshire,  Leek)  moved 
to  leave  out  Sub-section   2.      This  sub- 
section raised  a  very  important  question. 
It  provided    that   the    local    authority, 
such  as  the  Standing  Joint  Committee 
in   Counties,   was  to   be   liable   to  give  ' 
<»mpensation  to   police   Reservists  who 
were   wounded  in  the  war.      His    own 
council  had  passed  a  resolution  to  the  I 
effect   that,   inasmuch    as   the   constable 
-could   not  be  regarded  at   the   time  he  , 
joined   the  colours   as   in   their   service, 
the  gratuity  should  be  provided  out  of 
the  military  funds  and    not  out  of  the  , 

Elice  funds.  Now  the  position  of  a  police  | 
)servist    who    was    severely    wounded  , 
would  be   worse   under  this  sub-section 
than   if  he  had  been    injured  at  homo 
while  on  duty  as  a  policeman.  He  wanted 
to  know  whether  the  gratuity  under  the  ' 
sub-section  would  be  in  addition  to  what 
would  be  granted  by  the  War  Office,  or  I 
in  substitution  for  it.      If  the  gratuity 
was  the  only  sum  that  was  to  be  awarded 
in  compensation  for  disablement  or  death,  I 
then  it  ought  to  be  very  much  increased. 
He  did    not    think  when    a  policeman 
gave  up  his  position  at  home  and  went  I 
abroad    to    fight     for    his    country,   he  ' 
should   be    put    in   any  worse    position 
in   case  of  injury   than  if    he    had   re 
mained  in  the  police  force.     Then  if  the 
money  was  to  be  paid  wholly  out  of  local 
funds  municipal   corporations  would  re- 
fuse to  employ  Reservists,  and  that  would 
be  a  great    disadvantage   to    1)oth    the 
Reservists  and  coi'porations. 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  siiid,  on  behalf  of  his  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  West  Renfrew,  he 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  standing 
on  the  Paper.  The  clause  as  it  at  present 
stood  was,  he  thought,  liable  to  doubt. 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  111  page  2,  line  8,  to  leave  out  the  wor«ls 
'  if  he  returns  to '  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
*  in  the  event  of  his  reinstatement  in.' " — {Mr. 
Parker  Stnifh.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 


Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  I  hope  my 
hon.  friend  will  not  press  this  Amend- 
ment. No  doubt  there  may  be  a  difference 

I  of  opinion  as  to  the  interpretation  of  these 
words;    but    in    framing    this    Bill   we 

I  adopted  the  words  of  the  Act  of  1890. 

I  There  is  a  question  of  sentiment  in  the 
matter.  It  is  said  that  when  you  re- 
instate a  man  there  is  a  feeling  that  he 
has  done  something  that  was  not  quite 

I  right ;  but  that  if  you  speak  of  him  as 
returning  to  the  force,  it  takes  away  from 
the  idea  of  reflection  upon  him. 


Amendment  proposed — 

**In  iiai;e2,line4,toJeave  out  Sul>-section  ^      Mr.  PARKER    SMITH    said  he  was 
{2)  "--{Mr.  Bil/. )  "  satisfied  that  the  matter  had  been  brought 

before  the  attention  of  the  Home  Office. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-section 
(2)  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Amendment,  Iry  leave,  withdrawn. 

The     under     SECRETARY     of, 
STATE    TOR    THE    HOME    DEPART  '      Bill     reported.     As  amended,   to    be 
MENT  (Mr.  Jesse  Ck)LLiNGS,  Birming  i  considered  on  Thursday. 
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ELECTORAL  DISABILITIES  (MILITARY 
SERVICE)  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered. 
Amendments  made. 

Another  Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  1,  line  24,  after  the  word  *  of,'  to 
insert  the  words  *or  arising  out  of.'" — {Mr. 
TanUinson.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


NAVAL  RESERVE  (MOBILISATION) 
BILL. 

[Second  Reading.] 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid) 
said    he    confessed    he    was    extremely 
surprised  that   the  Second  Reading  of  a 
Bill  of  this  great  importance  should  be 
moved  at  about  three  minutes  from  twelve 
o'clock.      As  no  explanation  of  the  Bill  : 
had   been    given   from    the  Government  i 
side  of  the  House,  it  would  be  necessary  I 
for  him  to  give  some  explanation  of  it.       ' 


respect  of  Royal  Palaces  and  Marlborough 
House." 

2.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£73,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the 
charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March,  1901,  for  the  Royal  Parks 
and  Pleasure  Grardens." 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

COAL  MINES  (PROHIBITION  OF  CHILD 
LABOUR  UNDERGROUND)  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment;  read  the  thind  time 
and  passed. 

ANCIENT  MONUMENTS    PROTECTION 
BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported; 
as  amended,  to  be  considered  to-morrow. 

TOWN  COUNCILS  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  &c. 

BOILERS'  REGISTRATION  AND 
INSPECTION. 

The  Select  Committee  was  nominated 
of — Sir  William  Arrol,  Mr.  Crombie,  Mr: 
Emmott,  Mr.  Fenwick,  Sir  Fortescue 
Flannery,  Mr.  Galloway,  Sir  Edward 
Gk)urley,  Mr.  Hazell,  Mr  Heath,  Sir 
Alfred  Hickman,  Sir  William  Houlds- 
worth,  Mr.  M'Ghee,  Mr.  Penn,  Colonel 
Pilkington,  and  Mr.  Renshaw. — {Sir 
William  fFalrond.) 


It  being 
adjourned. 


Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  | 


Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thursday. 


SUPPLY  [30th  March]. 
Resolutions  reported : — 

CrviL  Service  Estimates,    1900-1901. 

Class  I. 

1.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£'2d  000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the 
charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March,   1901,  for  expenditure  in 


XEfr  BILL 


EXECUTORS  (SCOTLAND). 
Bill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Executors  in 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Thomas  Shaw,  Mr.  Renshaw,  Mr. 
Ure,  Mr.  Orr-Ewing,  Mr.  Caldwell,  and 
Mr.  Dewar. 


I  EXECUTORS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
I  "  To  amend  the  Law  of  Executors  in 
;  Scotland,  presented  accordingly,  and  read 
'  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
I  upon  Friday,  27th  April,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  166.] 

I  House  adjpiimed  at  ten  minates- 

after  T>velve  of  the  clock.- 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates 
from  the  Examiners  that  the  further 
Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  follow- 
ing Bills  have  been  complied  with : 

Southport  Extension  and  Tramways. 
Stockport  Corporation  Tramways. 
Hartlepool  Gas  and  Water. 
City  and  South  London  Railway. 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

DORKING  WATER  BILL  [h.l.]. 
Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Amendments. 

MANCHESTER  SHIP  CANAL  BILL  [H.L.]. 
The  Queen's  consent  (in  right  of  her 
Duchy  of  Lancaster)  signified ;  and  Bill 
reported  from  the  Select  Committee  with 
amendments. 

KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES  GAS  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Reported  with  Amendments. 

BIRBIINGHAM   (KING    EDWARD    THE 
SIXTH)  SCHOOLS  BILL  [h.l.]. 

BIRMINGHAM    UNIVERSITY   BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Reported  with  Amendments. 
NORTHEASTERN   RAILWAY   BILL 

[H.L.]. 

NORTH-EASTERN    RAILWAY    (STEAM 
VESSELS)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

The  order  made  on  the  8th  of  March 
last  appoiRting  certain  Lords  the  Select 
Committee  to  consider  the  Bills,  dis- 
charged. 

KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES    CORPORA- 
TION BILL  [H.L.]. 

FALKIRK  AND  DISTRICT  WATER  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

GUN  BARREL  PROOF  ACT,  1808,  AMEND- 
MENT BILL  [H.L.]. 

IMSCHENETZKYS   URALITE   PATENT 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

Read  3*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
CoraiBons. 

VOL.  LXXXL  [FofXRTflT  SeeiesJI 


NORTH    WARWICKSHIRE    WATER 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*^ ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

EDUCATION  BOARD  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (BRIGHTON 
AND  PRESTON  UNITED  DISTRICT, 
ETC.)  BILL  [H.L.]. 

A  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Education  Depart- 
ment under  the  Elementary  Education 
Acts,  1870  to  1899,  to  enable  the  school 
boards  for  Brighton  and  Preston  United 
District,  Liverpool,  Plymouth,  Salford, 
and  Willesden  to  put  in  force  the  Lands 
Clauses  Acts — Was  presented  by  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  (V.  Cross)  for  the  Lord 
President  (D.  Devonshire);  read  1*;  tc 
be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners 
(No.  47.) 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


SOUTH  AFRICA. 
Telegrams    from  Field-Marshal    Lord 
Roberts  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
reporting — 

1.  A  telegram  addressed  by  him  to  the 
State  Presidents  of  the  Orange  Free  Stat« 
and  South  Af^can  Republic  in  reference 
to  the  abuse  of  the  white  flag ;  and 

2.  The  reply  of  the  President  of  the 
Orange  Free  State. 

INDUSTRIAL  ASSOCIATIONS. 
Directory  of  Industrial  Associations  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  including  employ- 
ers' associations,  trade  unions,  boards  of 
conciliation  and  arbitration,  and  work- 
men's co-operative  societies. 

LABOUR  STATISTICS. 
Sixth  Annual  Abstract  of  Labour  Statis- 
tics of  the  United  Kingdom,  1898-99. 

DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  ACT,  1894. 
Eeturn  as  regards  Ireland  for  the  year 
ended  31st  December,  1899. 

Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury  Minute,  dated  13th  March, 
1900,  declaring  that  for  the  due  and 
efficient  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  office 
of  Local  Registrar  of  Bankruptcy  in 
Belfast,   professional  or    other    ^^\^W 

2S 
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qualifications  not  ordinarilj  to  be  acquired 
in  the  public  service  are  requisite.  Laid 
before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 
to  be  printed;   and  to  be  read   2<»  on 
Thursday   next — {T?^  Marquess  of  Lans- 
dovme )     (No.  43.) 

COAL  MINES  (PROHIBITION  OF  CHILD 
LABOUR  UNDERGROUND)  BILL.  (No. 
44.) 

ELECTORAL  DISABILITIES  (MILITARY 
SERVICE)  BILL.    (No.  45.) 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1* ; 
and  to  be  printed. 

COPYRIGHT  BILL  [h.l.], 

AND 

COPYRIGHT  (ARTISTIC)  BILL  [H.L.]. 

The  evidence  taken  before  the  Select 
Comipittee  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of 
the  Members  of  this  House;  but  no 
copies  thereof  to  be  delivered,  except  to 
members  of  the  Committee,  until  further 
order.     (No.  46.) 

PARIS    EXHIBITION— SUNDAY   OPEN- 
ING. 

Lord  KINNAIRD  :  My  Lords,  I  beg 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  whether 
the  British  Commission  of  the  Paris 
Exhibition  are  justified  in  making  regu- 
lations which  will  practically  compel 
British  exhibitors  to  open  their  exhibits 
and  transact  business  on  Sundays,  with 
the  alternative  of  having  their  exhibits 
taken  out  of  their  control;  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  support  the 
United  States  Government  in  attempting 
to  secure  the  non-exhibition  of  goods  on 
Sunday.  I  believe  I  am  correct  in  saying 
that  in  the  previous  exhibitions  in  1867, 
1878,  and  1889  there  was  no  compulsion 
on  British  and  American  exhibitors  to 
open  their  stalls  on  Sundays.  But  in  con- 
nection with  the  forthcoming  exhibition  a 
new  departure  has  been  made,  for  Rule 
19  of  the  General  Regulations  for  British 
exhibitors  provides  that — 

"  All  exhibits  must  be  on  view  on  every  day 
on  which  the  exhibition  is  open.  If  exhibitors 
or  their  representatives  do  not  wish  to  be  in 
attendance  at  the  exhibition  on  Sunday,  the 
Royal  Commission  will  be  prepared,  if  specially 
requested,  to  undertake  the  superintendence 
of  the  exhibits  on  Sunday,  on  terms  to  be 
arranged,  but  in  that  event  the  Boyal  Com- 


mission win  not  be  responsible  for  any  Ices, 
damage,  or  accident,  however  occasioned." 

The  first  portion  of  this  rule  seems  fair 
enough,  but  your  Lordships  will  at  once 
see  that  exhibitors  would  have  great 
objection  to  handing  over  their  property 
to  strangers  on  Sundays,  especially  when 
it  is  provided  that  in  the  event  of  loss, 
damage,  or  accident,  however  occasioned^ 
the  Koyal  Commission  will  not  be  re- 
sponsible. Many  exhibitors  fed  that 
there  is  a  principle  involved,  and  that  to 
compel  them  to  open  their  stalls  and 
transact  business  on  Sundays  is  a  great 
hardship.  I  understand  that  American 
exhibitors  have  represented  to  their 
Government  that  it  is  undesirable  that 
they  should  be  forced  to  open  on  Sunda3r8 
contrary  to  their  consciences,  and  that 
representations  have  been  made  by  the 
United  States  Government,  but  I  have 
not  been  able  to  ascertain  with  what 
result.  I  thought  the  matter  of  sufficient 
importance  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vem- 
ment  whether  such  a  r^resentation  as  I 
have  indicated  could  not  be  made. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SEXaUSr 
TARY    OF    STATE     por    FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Saliswjry): 
The  Royal  Commission  have  been  fully 
informed  of  the  views  taken  by  the  noble 
Lord,  and  by  those  who  sympathise  with 
him  ;  but  I  need  hardly  tell  him  that  we 
have  no  shadow  or  shred  of  authority  in 
the  matter,  and  that  it  is  entirely  for  the 
authorities  at  Paris   to  determine  what 
they  will  do.     The  objection  which  they 
have  to  the  practice  of  shutting  up  a 
certain  number  of  exhibits  on  Sunday  is 
that  the  general  {^ypearance  oi  the  exhibi- 
tion— and,  of  course,  it  is  in  its  essence 
ati    exhibiticMi — ^will    be    very    seriously 
j  injured,  and  they  do  not  think  they  are 
bound  to  encourage  such  an  arrangement. 
I  Of  course,  we  are  in  face  of  the  fact  that 
I  on   this    subject    opinions    of    the  most 
diverse  character  are  entertained,  and  I 
I  think  the  opini(His  that  are  prevalent  in 
France  are  not  precisely  sympathetic  with 
'  those  of  the  noUe  Lord.     All  that  we  can 
do  we  have  d(Hie)  which  is  to  represent 
,  the  fact   that   a  CTcat  objection  exists 
I  amongst  certain  exnibitors  on  the  subject, 
but  for  the  result  of  those  representations 
we  can  be  in  no  way  responsible. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five 
minutes  before  Five  of  the 
elock,  to  ThoTBday  n3xt, 
half-past  Ten  of  the  dock. 
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Tuesday,  Srd  April,  1900. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  (STANDING  ORDER 
62  COxMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  Standing  Order 
No.  62  has  been  complied  with,  namely  : — 

Southport  and  Lytham  Tramroad  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  [Lords]  (STANDING 
ORDERS  NOT  PREVIOUSLY  IN- 
QUIRED  INTO  COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not 
previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied 
with,  namely : — 

Lincoln    Corporation    Tramways    Bill 
[Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

BRIGHTON      CORPORATION      BILL 
(QUEEN'S  CONSENT  SIGNIFIED). 

Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MARKET  WEIGHTON  DRAINAGE  AND 
NAVIGATION  BILL. 

Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed.  [New 
Tide.] 

HOYLAKE  AND   WEST  KIRBY  IM- 
PROVEMENT  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

AIRDRIE  AND   COATBRIDGE  TRAM- 
WAYS  BILL  (BY  ORDER). 

As  amended,  considered;  an  Amend- 
ment made;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third 
time. 


BRAY  URBAN  DISTRICT  COUNCIL 
(EXTENSION  OF  TIME). 

Petition  for  Bill;  referred  to  the 
Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders. 

ELECTRIC   LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  I)  BILL. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

STANDING  ORDERS. 

Resolutions  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee— 

1.  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Portland 
Urban  District  Gas  Petition,  the  Standing 
Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed  with: — 
That  the  parties  be  permitted  to  proceed 
with  their  Bill." 

2.  "That,  in  the  case  of  the  Halifax 
Corporation  Bill,  Petition  of  the  *  Elland- 
cum-Greetland  Gas  Company '  for  dispens- 
ing with  Standing  Order  129  in  the  case 
of  their  Petition  against  the  Bill,  the  said 
Standing  Order  ought  to  be  dispensed 
with." 

3.  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Metro- 
politan District  Railway  Bill,  Petition  for 
additional  Provision,  the  Standinjg  Orders 
ought  to  be  dispensed  with  : — That  the 
parties  be  permitted  to  introduce  their 
additional  Provision,  if  the  Committee  on 
the  Bill  think  fit." 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

LANCASHIRE  AND  YORKSHIRE 
RAILWAY  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  F). 

Mr.  Schwann  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Group  F  of  Private  Bills,  that 
the  parties  opposing  the  Devonport 
Corporation  Bill  had  stated  that  the 
evidence  of  Robert  Vigers,  of  4,  Fredericks 
Place,  Old  Jewry,  E.C.,  was  essential  to 
their  case ;  and,  it  having  been  proved 
that  his  attendance  could  not  be  procured 
without  the  intervention  of  the  House,  he 
had  been  instructed  to  move  that  the 
said  Robert  Vigers  do  attend  the  said 

2  S  2 


1051 


RetumSy 


{COMMONS} 


ReportSy  Ac. 


Committee  To-morrow,  at  Twelve  of  the 
clock. 

Ordered,  That  Robert  Vigers  do  attend 
the  Committee  on  Group  F  of  Private 
Bills  To-morrow,  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 


PETITIONS. 


ECCLESIASTICAL  ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitionfe  in  favour,  from  Linlithgow; 
Newburgh;  Glasgow;  and  Perth;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (NEW 
CODE). 

Petition  from  Leicester,  against  adop- 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

GROUND  RENTS  (TAXATION  BY 
LOCAL  AUTHORITIES). 

Petition  from  Acton,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

LICENSED  PREMISES  (HOURS  OF 
SALE)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  of  Free  Church  of  Scotland 
Temperance  Committee,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL    AUTHORITIES    OFFICERS' 
SUPERANNUATION    BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Norwich  and 
Charlton  Kings  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LONDON  GOVERNMENT  ACT,  1899 
(BOROUGH  OF  HAMMERSMITH  DRAFT 
ORDER  IN  COUNCIL). 

Petition  from  Hammersmith,  against 
adoption  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LUNACY  BILL. 
Petition    of    the  National   Poor   Law 
Ofl&cers'    Association    of     England    and 
Wales,  for  alteration;    to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

MONEY  LENDING  BILL. 
Petition    of    the     Incorporated    Law 
Society    of    the    United    Kingdom,    in 
favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PUBLICHOUSES    (SCOTLAND)    LATER 
OPENING  BILL. 

Petition  of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland 
Temperance  Committee,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 
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RAILWAYS    (PREVENTION 
DENTS)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Keighley,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SEA   FISHERIES   REGULATION   (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT  (1895)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Petition  from  Aberdeen,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petition  from  Haddenham,  in  favour; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO 
CHILDREN  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Radcliffe; 
Brampton  ;  Bolton  ;  Reading  ;  Bedford ; 
Chorlton-cum-Hardy ;  York ;  Ports- 
mouth ;  Wandsworth ;  Sunderland 
(twenty-three) ;  Wolsingham ;  Hartle- 
pool ;  and  Walton-le-Dale ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO 
CHILDREN  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Sheffield 
(eighteen) ;  and  London ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


SUNDAY  CLOSING  (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Chester-le- 
Street;  Bedford;  York;  Chesterfield; 
Reading;  Portsmouth;  and  Radcliffe; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


SUPERANNUATIONS. 
Copy  presented,  of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  13th  March,  1900,  deckiring 
that  for  the  due  and  efficient  dis- 
charge of  the  duties  of  the  office 
of  Local  Registrar  of  Bankruptcy  in 
Belfast,  Professional  or  other  peculiar 
qualifications  not  ordinarily  to  be 
acquired  in  the  Public  Service  are 
requisite  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 
Copy  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series, 
No.  2393  [by  Command];  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 
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BOARD  OF  TRADE  (LABOUR  DEPART- 
MENT). 

Copy  presented,  of  Sixth  Annual 
Abstract  of  Labour  Statistics  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  1898-9  [by  Command] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE  (LABOUR  DEPART- 
MENT) (DIRECTORY  OF  INDUSTRIAL 
ASSOCIATIONS). 

Copy  presented,  of  Directory  of 
Industrial  Associations  in  the  XJnited 
Kingdom,  including  Employers'  Associa- 
tions, Trade  Unions,  Boards  of  Conciliation 
and  Arbitration,  and  Workmen's  Co- 
operative Societies  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

COAL  EXPORTS,  ETC. 
Betum     presented,    relative     thereto 
[ordered     6th     February;   Mr,    D.     A, 
Thomas] ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  125.] 

POLICE  (SCOTLAND). 
Copy  presented,  of  Forty-second 
Annufd  Report  ot  Her  Majesty's  Inspector 
of  Constabulary  for  Scotland,  being  for 
the  year  ended  31st  December,  1899  [by 
Gcnmnand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
ACT  (IRELAND),  1877. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  in  Council, 
dated  31st  March,  1900,  giving  effect  to 
a  Rule  of  Court  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

FINANCIAL  STATEMENT   (I900-190I) 
(FINAL    FIGURES). 

Copy  ordered,  "  of  Statement  showing 
the  Kevenue  and  Expenditure  for  1899- 
1900,  and  the  Estimated  Expenditure  for 
1900-1901."— (ifr.  Hanbury,) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
124.] 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH  AFRICAN  WAR-TRANSPORTS 
—RETURN. 

Mr.  WEIR  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
heat  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
if  he  can  state  when  the  Return  (Trans- 
portSy  South  Africa)  will  be  ready. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADML 
RALTY  (Mr.  Gk)SCHEN,    St.  George's, 


Hanover  Square) :   The  Return  will  no^ 
be  ready  for  some  little  time. 

EXPLOSIVE    AND    EXPANSIVE 
BULLETS. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  date  when  Mark  IV.  ammu- 
nition was  withdrawn,  so  far  as  Colonel 
Plumer's  force  is  concerned,  was  early  in 
January ;  and  whether  at  Mafeking 
Colonel  Baden-Powell  has  any  other  sort 
of  ammunition  left  except  Mark  IV. 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Mr.  Wyndham, 
Dover) :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I 
can  only  give  the  dates  and  character  of 
the  orders  which  have  been  sent  to  South 
Africa.  The  general  officer  commanding 
was  told  on  the  15th  July  to  use  only 
Mark  II.  ammunition  for  mobilisation,, 
and  on  1 7th  October  he  was  told  to  send 
home  all  Mark  IV.  and  Mark  V.  ammu- 
nition in  the  command.  We  have  no 
information  of  the  date  on  which  this 
order  took  effect  in  each  part  of  South 
Africa. 

Mr.  FLYNN :  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  the  statement  as  to  this 
ammunition  was  made  by  an  officer  at  the 
front  ] 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

Mr.  FLYNN:  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  answered  the  second  paragraph. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM:  Yes;  I  think  tho 
answer  to  the  first  paragraph  indicates 
the  inability  to  answer  the  second. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  Are  we  to  understand 
that  the  statement  with  regard  to  Colonel 
Baden-Powell  is  wrong  ? 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  hon.  Member 
knows  that  we  cannot  communicate  with 
that  gallant  officer. 

FEMALE  NURSES  WITH  THE  TROOPS. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  cf  State  for  War  if  he  will 
state  the  number  of  qualified  female 
nurses  engaged  in  the  war  in  South  Africa 
and  their  pay  per  day ;  whether  any 
qualified  nurses  offered  their  services 
gratuitously  ;  and,  if  so,  how  many ;  and 
whether  they  were  accepted. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  total  number 
of  nurses  employed  in  South  Africa  ia 
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unai^o;  aiul  \\\\\  ho  suuo  whvvk*  orti^v  :: 
is  to  SCO  that  \oss^4s  oarr\  ui^i  h\^i>^^  tnnu 
this  ^\nmiry  to  South  Atrio.»^  in  such 
oasos,  aiv  ptvjvrlv  supph^sl  \wih  xotonu 
ary  nu^lioinos  aiu\  applianivs. 

Mk.  ^VYNPUAM:  Ihohvm.  Momlvr 
has  Ihvu  inisinfonuiti.  Thi^  In^jHvtiitij 
Votorinary  Otlioor  laniiinl  tiio  !iorso,  \^  hioli 
was  sufforiui;  fn>ui  iut!uon/a.  V\w  \  ossol 
wjis  amply  inv\iiK\l  with  xotoriiiary 
nuHlioinos  ana  applianoos  l>y  tlio  Arnw 
Votoriimry  l>o|x»rtnioia.  This  has  Uvii 
done  in  tho  oaso  of  ovory  irans|K»rt.  No 
information  !ias  yet  miolnHi  tho  War 
Office  to  show  whotlior  any  lioi^sos  died 
during  the  voyage. 

Mr.  FABER  :  Who  was  the  vetennarv  i 
surgeon  in  charge  I  '   , 

Mr.   WTXDHAM  :  I    have   not   tlio  ' 
officer's  name.     I  believe  there  were  two, 
one    being    selected     by     the    Imperial 
Yeomanry  Committee. 

ARMY  CONTRACTS-HOOTS. 
Mr.  BROADHURST  (Leicester):  I 
hcg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office  whether  boots  or  shoes  sup- 
plied for  the  troops  have  been  condemned ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  they  were  goods  sup- 


The  financial  SECRETAEIiD 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  J.  Pownir 
WiixLiMS,  Birmingham,  S.):  There « 
always  a  few  rejections  of  booCc  aal 
shoes :  but  not  more  than  qbuI  km 
beec  rejected  since  the  war  preasiiiekpi, 
and  there  has  been  no  general  oondemni- 
:ion  of  any  supplies  on  aocoont  of  M 
coaliry.  I  must  add  that  the  boott  for 
V eomanry  and  Volunteers  hare  not  htm 
oniered  through  the  Army  ClotluBg 
IVpartment. 

Mk.  CHANNING  (Northamptonahin^ 
K. ' :  Can  the  hon.  Grentleman  state  what 
pn.nvrtion  of  these  Army  boots  are 
obrainoil  from  middlemen  like  Mem. 
^viniuel,  mentioned  the  other  day  t 

Mk.  J.  rOWELLWlLLIAMS:  Sa 
Sir ;  I  c;innot  tell.  The  Volunteer  com- 
itiAtKiors  save  their  own  orders.  The 
ivr^^n  wKo  contracts  for  Army  orden 
must  be  the  person  who  actually  supplies 
the  Iwts. 

MlSCi>NOrOT    OF    GOVERNMENT 
CONTRACTORS. 

Mk.  HOWELL  (Denbigh  Boroughs):  I 
Ivj:  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  whether 
iho  I, on!  Chanct^llor  has  taken  any  steps 
^Mth  n»ir»inl  to  the  case  of  Edwin  Under 
xwvxi.  a  jiisti^-e  of  the  peace  for  the 
v\^sinty  v^t  Miildlesex,  who  has  recendy 
Ivon  in\olvoil  in  the  improper  execution 
ot  War  Othoe  contracts. 

luK  AITOKXEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
KiruAKP  WKiisTKR,  Isle  of  Wight) :  The 
answer  to  tho  hon.  Member^s  question  is 
in  tho  atlinnative.  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  siu'  nunv  on  the  subject. 


WAKM 


clothing; 

TROOl^. 


FOR    THE 


Gknkkai.  LAURIE  (Pembroke  and 
Uavorfiuxlwest) :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Finan- 
cial SiH'ivtary  to  the  War  Office  whether 
tho  War  Office  has  issued  a  notice  stating 
that  articles  of  warm  clothing  are  speci- 
ally reijuiivil  for  the  troops  in  South 
Africa,  and  asking  that  contributions 
should  l)e  made  for  this  purpose ;  whether, 
inasmuch  as  under  the  conditions  of  the 
present  campaign  the  wear  and  tear  of 
the  soldiers'  clothing  has  been  very  excep- 
tional, it  is  the  intention  of  the  War  De- 
partment to  rdpiire  the  men  to  replace 
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the  worn  out  and  deficient  articles  at  their 
own  expense ;  and  whether,  as  the  expo- 
sure to  cold  will  be  exceptional,  owing  to 
the  troops  being  actively  employed  in  the 
field  at  a  great  altitude  in  the  winter 
Beason,  and  the  House  of  Commons  has 
refused  no  request  for  funds  to  properly 
supply  the  troops  with  all  requirements, 
he  wul  cause  the  men  to  be  supplied  with 
fluch  warm  clothing  as  the  climate 
requires  at  the  public  expense  instead  of 
4kppealing  to  their  friends  for  contri- 
<butions. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  I  must  refer  my ' 
hon.  and  gallant  friend  to  my  reply  to  a 
question  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montgomeryshire  on  the  26th  of  March.* 
All  necessary  articles  are  supplied  by  the 
War  Ofl&ce  and  replaced  as  required. 

ARMY  COMMISSIONS  FOR  COLONISTS. 
General  LAURIE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
he  can  inform  the  House  whether  the 
offers  of  110  commissions  in  the  Army  to 
the  Australian  Colonies  and  44  to  the 
I>ominion  of  Canada  are  intended  as  a 
recognition  of  the  services  rendered  to  the 
Empire  in  South  Africa  by  the  Austra- 
lasian and  Canadian  troops ;  and  whether 
it  is  intended  to  increase  the  number  of 
commissions  to  be  offered  to  Canada  so 
that  the  people  of  the  Dominion  may  be 
afforded,  in  proportion  to  population,  the 
same  opportunity  of  rendering  military 
service  to  the  Empire  as  is  to  be  afforded 
to  their  fellow  subjects  in  Australasia. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  numbers  of 
commissions  are  approximately  as  stated 
in  the  question.  If  all  the  commissions 
offered  to  Canada  are  filled,  the  Secretary 
of  State  will  be  quite  ready  to  consider  a 
further  offer. 

RIFLE  COMPANY  MOUNTED  IN- 
FANTRY, 4TH  CAVALRY  BRIGADE- 
DI8BANDMENT. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hampshire,  N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  with  regard  to  the  case  of  the 
Rifle  Company  Mounted  Infantrv  4th 
Cavalry  Brigade  at  Aldershot,  who  re> 
ceived  an  omer  on  1st  February  last  to 
be  prepared  for  embarkation  at  the 
shortest  notice,  and  on  15th  February 
were  ordered  to  proceed  by  special  train 
froni  Aldershot  to  Royal  Albert  Docks 


*  See  page  312  of  this  Volume. 


and  embark  on  the  transport  "  Sicilian  " 
for  South  Africa,  and  shortly  afterwards 
received  orders  not  to  proceed  to  South 
Africa  on  account  of  sickness  amongst 
their  horses,  whether  the  officers  of  the 
rifle  company  had  to  provide  themselves 
with  outfits  at  a  cost  of  £dO  each; 
whether  this  company  has  now  been 
broken  up  and  the  outfits  have  therefore 
become  useless ;  and  whether,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  War  Office  will  reim- 
burse the  officers  for  the  money  expended 
on  their  outfits. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM:  This  company  had 
to  be  broken  up  on  account  of  infectious 
disease.  But  the  officers  have  been 
selected  for  employment  in  South  Africa, 
and  their  outfit  will  not  therefore  be 
wasted. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS:  Have  all  the  officers 
been  so  selected  1 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  I  understand  that 
that  is  the  case. 

EMPLOYMENT  OF  VOLUNTEER  OFFI- 
CERS AT  TERRITORIAL  DEPOTS. 

Mr.  CORNWALLIS  (Maidstone):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
many  of  the  depots  of  the  territorial  regi- 
ments are  denuded  of  officers,  he  will 
encourage  the  officers  of  the  Volunteer 
battalions  to  offer  their  services  at  these 
depdts. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM:  It  has  been 
decided  to  employ  Volunteer  officers 
temporarily  at  regimental  depots. 

YEOMANRY  TRAINING— OFFICERS 
EXPENSES. 

Colonel  WELBY  (Taunton) :   I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  is  aware  that  in  Yeo- 
manry regiments  heavy  charges  fall  upon 
the  officers  for  the  expense  of  things  neces- 
sary for  the  efficient  training  of    their 
I  men,  and  for  the  necessary  management 
■  of  the  squadrons  and  troops,  amounting 
jin  some  cases  to  £120  or  £150  a  yea 
!  upon  each    commander  of  the    two  oi 
three  troops  that  compose  a   squadron, 
with  additional  charges  upon  the  one  who 
acts  as  squadron  leader ;  and  whether  he 
can  see  his  way  to  some  of  these  charges 
being  borne  by  the  public,  as,  for  instance, 
the  rent  of  rifle  ranges,  the  cost  of  the 
increase  of  practice  ammunition,  and  ol 
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prizes  necessary  to  encourage  ^ood  shoot- 
ing, the  rent  of  places  in  which  to  keep 
troop  stores,  and  the  carriage  of  those 
stores  from  regimental  headquarters  to 
the  troop  centres. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  As  my  hon.  and 
gallant  friend  is  aware,  special  allowances 
are  being  given  this  year  to  meet  the 
expense  of  the  special  training.  But  I 
must  ask  to  reserve  all  questions  of  per- 
manent reform. 


KEENLISTMENT  OF  MILITIAMEN- 
BOUNTY  PAYMENTS. 

General  LAURIE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether,  in  view  of  the  importance  of  en- 
couraging the  re-enlistment  of  time-ex- 
pired Muitiamen,  he  would  reconsider  the 
arrangement  under  which  the  bounty  of 
£5  now  offered  is  paid  on  the  assembling 
of  the  battalion,  and  would  give  authority 
for  it  to  be  paid  at  the  time  when  the 
enlistment  takes  place. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM:  Experience  has 
proved  the  advantage  of  delaying  the 
pajrment  until  the  man  appears  at  the 
training ;  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
suggestion  cannot,  therefore,  be  adopted. 


FOREIGN  SERVICE  RIFLES. 
Mr.  HEDDERWICK  (Wick  Burghs) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  when  the  Small  Arms 
Committee  last  sat  to  consider  the  respec- 
tive merits  of  the  loading  arrangements 
of  the  service  rifles  adopted  by  America 
and  the  leading  European  Powers. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  Specimens  of  the 
rifles  adopted  by  foreign  Powers  are 
obtained  whenever  possible  and  at  once 
tried. 

Mr.  HEDDERWICK  :  Can  the  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether  the  Committee 
sat  at  all  on  the  American  rifle  % 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  This  Committee 
is  a  branch  of  the  War  Oflfice;  it  is  a 
Standing  Committee.  I  have  not  the  in- 
formation as  to  the  American  rifle. 

ARMY  VETERINARY  DEPOT. 

Captain  JESSEL  (St.  Pancras,  S.) :  I 

beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 

whether  he  can  explain  why  the  result  of 

the  examination,  held  in  September,  1899, 


of  officers  of  the  Army  Veterinary  De- 
partment has  not  been  published. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM :  No  candidate  suc- 
ceeded in  passing  the  required  test.  The 
usual  list  of  successful  candidates  could 
not,  therefore,  be  published. 

BRITISH  ARMAMENTS  CORPORATION. 
Mr.  HOWELL  (Denbigh  Burghs): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  formation  of  a 
company,  called  the  British  Armaments 
Corporation,  for  the  manufacture  of  guns 
and  projectiles,  and  whether  any  officials 
of  the  War  Office  have  any  connection 
with  the  company  or  have  officially  ex- 
pressed any  opinion  as  to  the  under- 
taking; and  whether,  in  view  of  state- 
ments made  in  connection  with  the 
flotation  of  the  company,  he  can  state 
whether  the  Government  is  in  any  way 
interested  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  Nothing  is  known 
of  the  existence  of  such  a  company  or  of 
the  issue  of  any  prospectus  with  the  view 
to  the  formation  of  such  a  company.  The 
hon.  Member  appears  not  to  be  aware 
that  any  member  of  the  War  Office, 
whether  civil  or  military,  who  purchases 
shares  in  such  a  company  disquaufies  him- 
self from  retaining  his  appointment  under 
the  War  Office. 

PICRIC  ACID. 
♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
attention  of  the  Admiralty  and  War 
Office  has  been  directed  to  the  desirability 
of  establishing  the  manufacture  of  picric 
acid  within  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  J.  POWELL-WILLIAMS :  The 
desirability  of  encouramng  the  production 
of  picric  acid  of  British  make  has  been 
kept  constantly  in  view  ever  since  it  was 
adopted  as  a  warlike  store.  With  the 
exception  of  a  small  quantity  recently 
ordered  to  meet  present  urgent  demands, 
all  the  supplies  obtained  for  both  land  and 
sea  service  have  been  manufactured 
throughout  in  this  country. 

NAVY— PENSIONS   OF    SEAMEN    AND 
STOKERS. 

Sir  K  T.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
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miralty  whether,  with  regard  to  the  new 
Admiralty  Order  for  the  enrolment  of 
seamen  and  stokers  leaving  the  Eoyal 
Navy  on  the  expiration  of  their  first 
period  of  service,  the  .pension  will  be  the 
same  as  that  of  the  men  who  enrol  for  a 
second  engagement,  or  only  in  accordance 
with  the  age  now  applicable  to  the  Naval 
Keserve ;  can  he  see  his  way  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  new  Order  to  make  the  age 
for  pensions  the  same  for  both  branches 
of  the  service  ;  can  he  state  the  number 
of  seamen,  and  also  of  stokers,  who  have 
declined  engaging  for  a  second  period 
during  the  past  five  years ;  and  whether, 
seeing  that  men  who  serve  for  a  second 
period  leave  when  only  about  forty  years 
of  age  and  under,  he  will  endeavour  to 
enrol  these  also  in  the  Reserve. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  Order  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  is  merely  a  circular 
to  the  Fleet  to  draw  attention  to  the  con- 
ditions of  service  in  the  Royal  Naval 
Reserve,  for  which  men  who  leave  the 
Navy  at  the  end  of  their  first  period  of 
engagement,  or  who  purchase  their  dis- 
char^,  are  eligible.  The  conditions  as  to 
pensions  in  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve 
were  not  affected  by  the  circular.  The 
luiswer  to  the  second  question  is  in  the 
negative.  In  regard  to  the  third  ques- 
tion, I  will  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  my 
answer  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Yarmouth  on  the  2nd  March  last.*  The 
Admiralty  have  a  lien  upon  all  pensioners 
under  the  age  of  fifty-five  years,  who  are 
liable  to  be  recalled  for  service  in  case  of 
emergency,  and  provision  is  already  made 
for  enrolling  in  the  Seamen  Pensioner 
Reserve  pensioners  who  volunteer  and  are 
physically  fit.  I  may  add  that  I  am  now 
ei^g^ed  in  considering  a  further  scheme 
for  enrolling  in  a  Reserve  seamen  and 
marines  who  leave  the  service  before  the 
expiration  of  their  time  for  pension. 

NEW  NAVAL  12.INCH  GUN,  MARK  IX. 
♦Sm  CHARLES  DILKE:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether,  as  stated  by  the  chairman  at  a 
recent  meeting  of  the  Yickers  Company, 
the  Admiralty  have  bought  a  new  gun, 
to  be  called  Mark  IX. ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  any  such  guns  are  yet  in  use ; 
or,  if  not,  from  what  date  it  is  expected 
that  they  will  be  mounted  in  the  ships  of 
the  Navy. 

*S9eThe  Parliamentary  Debates  [Fourth 
Serietl  YoL  Ixxix.,  page  1524. 


Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  statement  of 
Mr.  Yickers,  as  quoted  in  The  Times 
refers  to  the  new  pattern  12-in.  gun. 
This  pattern  has  been  approved  for  some 
time.  A  3onsiderable  number  are  under 
order  and  several  have  been  delivered. 
None  are  yet  in  use.  The  first  ship  which 
will  carry  this  gun  is  the  "  Formidable," 
which  should  be  ready  for  her  guns 
during  the  present  year. 

NAYAL  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT- 
STOREKEEPER  GENERAL. 

Mr.  THORNTON  (Clapham) :  On  be- 
half of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  *  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty whether  it  is  intended  to  fill  up  the 
post,  which  will  shortly  become  vacant,  of 
Storekeeper  General  of  Naval  Ordnance 
by  the  appointment  of  one  of  the  officers 
who  were  transferred  to  the  Naval  Ord- 
nance Department  from  the  War  Depart- 
ment in  1891,  or  from  any  other  source. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  It  is  premature  to 
put  such  a  question,  as  the  period  of  ser- 
vice of  the  present  Storekeeper  General 
of  Naval  Ordnance  will  not  expire  for 
some  time. 

DELAGOA  BAY  ARBITRATION. 
Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  any  sums  have  been 
spent  or  incurred  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  respect  of  the  Delagoa 
Bay  arbitration. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Hanbury,  Pres- 
ton) :  No,  Sir.  No  sum  has  been  ex- 
pended and  no  liability  incurred. 

JAMAICA— BANK  OF  NOYA  SCOTIA. 
Mr.  BRODIE  HOARE  (Hampstead) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Bank  of  Nova  Scotia  is  issuing  notes  in 
Jamaica;  whether  these  notes  are  legal 
tender,  and,  if  so,  by  what  authority; 
and  whether  he  can  give  the  terms  as  to 
limitation  of  amount  and  security  which 
have  been  imposed  on  the  Bank  of  Nova 
Scotia ;  and  whether  it  is  open  to  anyone 
on  pa3rment  of  a  licence  fee  to  issue 
notes  in  Jamaica  or  any  other  Crown 
colony,  or  whether  legislation  is  required 
before  they  can  do  so;  whether  the 
Jamaica  Legislature  has  passed  any  suck 
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legislation ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  has  had 
the  sanction  of  the  Colonial  Oflfice. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,  W.) :  I  am  informed  that 
the  Bank  of  Nova  Scotia  is  issuing  notes 
.in  Jamaica.  Such  notes  are  not  legal 
tender.  So  far  as  I  am  aware  no  special 
limitation  as  to  amount  or  security  has 
been  imposed  on  the  bank  in  Jamaica. 
Such  limitation  is,  however,  prescribed  i 
by  the  law  of  Canada  by  which  the  bank  j 
is  bound.  I  am  advised  that  in  Jamaica  * 
bankers  may  issue  notes  on  payment  of 
the  licence  fee  prescribed  by  law,  and 
that  no  legislation  is  required  to  empower 
them  to  do  so.  As  to  other  colonies  the 
law  of  each  colony  must  be  considered, 
and  no  general  answer  can  be  given.  I 
may  add  that  this  matter,  which  is  a 
very  technical  one,  is  engaging  further 
consideration. 

CHINA-" OPEN  DOOR*'  POLICY. 
Colonel  MILWARD  (Stratford-upon- 


Chinese  reformer  reported  to  have  been 
abducted  from  Hong  Kong  and  taken  to 
Canton. 

♦Mr.  BRODRICK:  We  have  not  heard 
of  any  such  accident  to  the  "  Sandpiper." 
Kwong  Yu-pui  left  Hong  Kong  for  Can- 
ton on  the  26th  ultimo,  but  returned  to 
the  colony  on  Friday  last. 

FINANCE    BILL— STATISTICS    OF 
REVENUE  AND  EXPENDITURE. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
will  lay  on  the  Table  an  amended 
financial  statement  of  revenue  and  ex- 
penditure, actual  and  estimated,  for  the 
year  1899-1900  and  1900-01  in  the  place 
of  the  provisional  figures  in  paper  No.  8 
presented  on  5th  March,  so  that  the 
particulars  may  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  before  the  Third  Reading  of  the 
Finance  Bill ;  and  whether  in  such  state- 
ment  will    be  indicated    the   estimated 


excess  of  receipl-s  from  the  anticipation  of 
Avon) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary    the  revenue  m  the  year  just  (X)ncluded, 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is    and  the  dimimshed  estimate  of 
intended  to  distribute  Papers  relating  to 
undertakings  given  by  Great  Britain  and 
other  Powers  to  the  United  States  with 
reference    to    the   open  door  policy  in 
China. 


♦TheUNDERSECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr.  Brod- 
RICK,  Surrey,  Guildford)  :  The  proposals 
of  the  United  States  and  the  reply  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  them  are 
included  in  the  Blue-book  just  laid  before 
Parliament,  pages  303  and  381.  We 
have  received  from  the  United  States 
Government  the  answers  made  to  them 
by  the  other  Powers.  They  have  been 
published  at  Washington,  and  they  will 
be  laid  before  Parliament  at  once. 


CHINA— BRITISH   GUNBOATS  IN  THE 
WEST  KIVER. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  (York,  W.R., 
Barnsley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  gunboat  "Sandpiper"  is 
ashore  near  Samshui,  on  the  West  River, 
and  badly  damaged;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  are  being  taken  to  ensure  the 
effectualpatrol  of  the  river  for  the  protec- 
tion of  British  steamers  against  piratical 
attacks;  and  whether  he  can  now  give 
the  House  any   information  as  to    the 


revenue 
consequent  thereupon  in  the  present 
financial  year;  and  whether  the  war 
expenditure  will  be  distinguished  from 
the  normal  peace  expenditure. 

♦The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX^ 
CHEQUER  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  I  promised  to  place  before 
Parliament  as  soon  as  possible  after  31st 
March  the  actual  figures  of  the  revenue 
and  expenditure  of  the  year  1899-1900, 
in  substitution  for  the  provisional  figures 
in  the  Paper  presented  on  5th  March. 
This  will  be  done  to-morrow,  if  possible, 
and  the  expenditure  due  to  the  war  will 
be  distinguished  from  the  ordinary  peace 
expenditure.  Hon.  Members  will  be  able 
to  judge,  by  comparing  the  actual  receipts 
from  Customs  and  Excise  with  the  amount 
at  which  these  receipts  were  estimated  on 
5th  March,  how  much  the  revenue  of 
1900-01  has  been  anticipated.  In  moving 
the  Third  Reading  of  the  Finance  Bill,  I 
will  give  to  the  House  the  details  of  the 
receipts  which  are  usually  given  in  a 
Budget  speech,  and  explain  in  each  case 
how  my  estimates  of  revenue  for  1900-01 
have  been  affected  by  this  anticipation.  I 
will  also  explain  any  variation  in  the 
estimates  of  expenditure. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  What 
I  ask  for  is  not  merely  the  actual  figures 
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for  the  year  just  concluded,  but  the  esti- 
mated revenue  and  expenditure  for  the 
current  year.  I  want  the  statement  to  be 
exactly  on  the  lines  of  the  provisional 
statement,  but  that  it  shall  apply  to  the 
present  condition  of  things. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  The  state- 
ment will  be  identical  with  that  placed  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  before  every 
Budget  is  introduced.  As  to  the  figures 
for  the  coming  year,  I  cannot  give  them 
before  Friday,  for  the  simple  reason  that 
the  financial  year  has  only  just  ended,  and 
there  has  been  no  time  to  calculate  what 
effect  the  anticipations  will  have  on  the 
revenue  of  this  year  in  connection  with 
the  new  taxation.  I  will,  however,  give 
the  House  all  the  information  I  can  on 
Friday. 

BURIAL    DISPUTE    IN    WALES-CASE 
OF    DAVID    VAUGHAN. 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS  (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  recent 
incident  in  the  Vale  of  Clwyd,  in  reference 
to  the  burial  of  David  Vaughan,  who  died 
at  the  Ruthin  Workhouse,  on  12th  Feb- 
ruary last,  at  the  age  of  72 ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  action  taken  by  the 
rectors  of  Bodfary  and  Llandyrnog  in 
regard  to  this  burial  has  formed  the 
subject  of  discussion  at  meetings  of  the 
Ruthin  Board  of  Guardians,  and  that 
Vaughan  was  a  member  of  a  highly 
respected  family  residing  in  the  parish  of 
Aberwheeler  (which  is  attached  to  the 
parish  of  Bodfary  for  burial  purposes), 
that  he  had  himself  resided  in  this  parish 
for  sixty  years  of  his  life,  and  that  his 
father  ana  mother  and  sister  were 
buried  in  the  Bodfary  churchyard, 
but  that  the  rector  of  Bodfary  refused 
to  allow  him  to  be  buried  there; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  several  non- 
parishioners  have  been  buried  in  this 
churchyard  for  whom  burial  fees  were 
paid,  and  that,  upon  a  decision  being 
arrived  at  to  bury  the  man  in  the 
churchyard  of  Llandyrnog  parish,  the 
rector  refused  to  allow  the  hearse  to  go 
outside  the  boundary  of  the  parish  for 
the  corpse,  that  this  hearse  was  provided 
by  public  subscriptions  of  the  parishioners 
in  1895,  and  has  on  other  occasions  been 
sent  outside  the  parish  for  burial  pur- 
poses; and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
feeliiig  aroused  by  such  incidents,  he  will 


consider  the  desirability  of  so  amending 
the  law  relating  to  parish  churchyards 
as  to  give  parishioners  more  effective  con- 
trol over  the  burial  of  the  dead. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Jesse  Collings,  Birming- 
ham, Bordesley) :  The  Secretary  of  State 
had  not  previously  heard  of  this  case ; 
but  from  inquiries  which  have  been 
made  it  appears  that  the  whole  difficulty 
arose  from  a  doubt  as  to  whether  the 
deceased  could  properly  be  regarded  as  a 
parishioner  of  either  of  the  parishes  in 
question.  In  the  particular  circumstances 
of  the  case  there  seems  to  have  been 
reasonable  excuse  for  the  doubt ;  and  in 
consequence  the  rector  of  Llandyrnog  did 
not  feel  himself  justified  in  sending  out 
of  the  parish  the  hearse  which  had  been 
provided  for  the  use  of  parishioners  only. 
The  incident  does  not  appear  to  call  for 
an  alteration  of  the  law. 


TECHNICAL    INSTRUCTION    COM- 
MITTEES—FEMALE MEMBERS. 

Mr.  JEBB  (Cambridge  University)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  whether 
the  Board  of  Education  would  grant  a 
Return  of  the  number  of  women  serving 
on  the  respective  Technical  Instruction 
Committees  of  County  and  County 
Borough  Councils  and  on  Committees 
under  Clause  7  of  the  Directory. 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on  EDU- 
CATION (Sir  John  Gorst,  Cambridge 
University) :  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
move  for  such  a  Return  it  will  be 
granted. 

THE  NEW  EDUCATION  CODE. 

Sir  W.  HART  DYKE  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that  certain 
higher  grade  and  other  schools  are 
seriously  affected  by  the  proposed  changes 
in  the  Education  Code  for  1900;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
prepared,  either  by  a  Minute  of  the  Edu- 
cation Department  or  by  legislation,  so  to 
grade  and  define  the  position  of  such 
schools  as  to  secure  them  in  regard  to  the 
receipt  of  grant  and  their  general  status 
the   same  advantages    they  at    present 
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The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  am  aware  that  certain  higher  grade 
and  other  schools  will  be  affected  by  the 
proposed  change  in  the  Code — not,  per- 
haps, so  seriously  as  my  right  hon.  friend's 
question  would  imply.  There  is  no  doubt 
it  is  desirable  to  orgaiiise  the  education 
given  in  the  higher  grade  elementary 
schools,  and  a  Minute  of  the  Department 
embodying  a  scheme  for  attaining  that 
object  will  shortly  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.  I  hope  the  change  will  be 
satisfactory  to  the  schools  to  which  my 
right  hon.  friend  refers,  but  I  cannot,  of 
course,  give  any  undertaking  that  their 
present  position  as  regards  grants  will  be 
wholly  unaltered.  The  scheme  to  be 
embodied  in  the  proposed  Minute  has  no 
necessary  connection  with  the  great  re- 
form contained  in  the  new  Code.  We 
think  it  would  be  well  that  both  should 
be  laid  before  the  House  when  the  latter 
is  discussed  at  what  I  hope  will  be  an 
early  date  after  the  Easter  holidays. 

TRAMWAY    CONSTRUCTION    BY 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  is 
aware  that  municipalities  and  corporations 
are  now  promoting  Bills  to  construct  and 
work  tramways  beyond  the  limits  of  their 
districts  ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  under 
Standing  Order  170a  no  powers  are  to  be 
given  to  any  local  authority  for  construc- 
tion, acquisition,  or  taking  on  lease  of  any 
tramway  beyond  the  limits  of  their  dis- 
trict except  under  special  local  circum- 
stances, the  Government  propose  to  ask 
the  House  to  alter  or  abrogate  the  above 
Order. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  aware 
that  corporations  are  promoting  Bills  of 
this  kind,  and  I  believe  that  some  have 
been  passed  before  now,  and  the  Standing 
Orders  provide  that  in  exceptional  circum- 
stances they  may  be  passed.  I  do  not 
think  that  any  alteration  of  the  Standing 
Order  is  possible,  at  all  events  until  the 
Municipal  Trading  Committee  has  re- 
ported. 

DOGS  REGULATION  BILL. 

Mr.  BAYLEY  (Derbyshire,  Chester- 
field) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  if  he  can  inform  the  House  as  to 
the  date  on  which  the  Government  pro- 


pose to  take  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Dogs  Regulation  Bill,  brought  in  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  unable 
to  name  a  day.  The  Bill  will  not,  how- 
ever, be  taken  before  Easter. 

AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  take  into  con- 
sideration expressions  of  opinion  from 
I  Chambers  of  Agriculture  and  others  inter- 
I  ested  to  the  effect  that  the  attempt  to 
amend  both  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Acts  for  England  and  for  Scotland  in  the 
same  amending  Bill  is  likely  to  make  the 
resulting  legislation  a  source  of  litigation ; 
and  that  the  proposed  legislation  by  re- 
ference, retaining  portions  of  the  old 
Acts  and  interpreting  those  retained  por- 
tions by  the  terms  of  the  new  Bill,  will 
also  lea  to  confusion  and  litigation ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in- 
stead of  proceeding  with  the  present  Bill, 
will  bring  in  immediately  after  the  Easter 
Recess  separate  Bills  amending  and  con- 
solidating the  English  and  Scottish  Acts 
respectively. 

I      Mr  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  So  far  as  the 
Government  have  been  able  to  form  an 
,  opinion  there  is  a  general  desire,  subject 
'  to  consideration  of  points  of  detail,  that 
I  the  Bill  is  question  should  be  passed  into 
law  at  the  earliest  possible  date.     Conso- 
lidation is  doubtless  desirable,   and  the 
Bill  has  been  framed  with  that  object  in 
view. 

Mr.  CHANNING:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  course 
adopted  in  the  case  of  an  equally  con- 
troversial Bill — the  Housing  Act  of  1890, 
and,  if  he  is  unable  to  follow  the  example 
then  set,  wiU  he  give  an  assurance  that 
the  policy  of  consolidation  will  be 
'  ultimately  adopted  by  the  Government  t 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  One  object  of 
this  Bill,  as  I  have  said,  is  to  consolidate. 

FOREIGN  TRAWLERS  IN  THE  MORAY 
FORTH 

Mr.  WEm:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 

I  Advocate  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 

that  during  the  year  1899  the  Fishery 

Board     cruisers     observed     twenty-two 

J  German,  ten  Belgian,  eight  Danish,  ^we 
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French,  four  Dutch,  and  three  Norwegian 
trawlers  in  the  Moray  Firth,  he  will  state 
the  number  of  days  on  which  trawlers  of 
each  nationality  were  observed. 

♦Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  A. 
Graham  Murray,  Buteshire) :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Fishery  Board  for  Scotland 
that  the  details  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  be  given  without 
going  over  the  logs  of  the  cruisers  for  the 
whole  of  the  year,  and  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  does  not  consider  that  there  is 
sufficient  ground  for  requesting  them  to 
do  80. 

SCOTTISH    PRIVATE    BILL 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  (Renfrewshire,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  provisions  of  Sub- 
section 3  of  Section  15  of  the  Private 
Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland)  Act, 
1899,  he  can  now  state  approximately  a 
date  on  which  the  general  orders  and  scale 
of  fees  under  Section  15  will  be  issued. 

♦Mr.  a.  graham  MURRAY:  It  is  not 
yet  possible  to  name  a  date,  but  the  hon. 
Member  may  rest  assured  that  the  orders 
referred  to  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  as 
soon  as  possible,  and  with  due  regard 
to  the  provisions  of  the  section  specified. 

COWDENBEATH  LEVEL  CROSSING. 
Mr.  WEIR:  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Provost  of  Cowdenbeath, 
Fifeshirey  who  is  also  manager  of  the  Fife 
Coal  Company  at  Cowden^th,  and  re- 
presents the  local  authority,  has  failed 
during  the  past  year  to  take  anv  steps  to 
require  the  company  to  provide  protec- 
tion for  the  public  at  the  railway  level 
crossing  which  crosses  the  main  street  of 
the  town ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  the 
traffic  over  this  crossing  has  greatly  in- 
creased during  the  year,  and  that  neither 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  nor  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  possess  powers 
to  compel  this  company  or  the  local 
authority  to  make  suitable  provision  for 
the  pubUc  safety,  and  having  regard  to 
the  mcreased  dan^r  to  the  public,  he  will 
consider  the  desirability  of  introducing 
legislation  this  session  to  deal  with  rail- 
way level  crossings  which  are  not  under 
the  control  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  believe  that 
this  question  has  Afaready  been  answered 


four  times — on  three  of  the  occasions  by 
the  Lord  Advocate.  I  cannot  inquire 
further,  neither  can  I  promise  legislation 
on  the  subject. 

CORK  CUSTOM  HOUSE. 
Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  transfer  the 
Inland  Revenue  Offices  from  the  Custom 
House,  Cork,  to  some  more  convenient 
locality  in  that  city ;  will  he  state  what 
premises  have  been  acquired  for  the  pur- 
pose ;  and  if  so,  where ;  what  the  cause 
of  the  delay  in  effecting  the  transfer  is  ; 
and  when  it  will  be  completed. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  Yes,  Sir.  It  has 
recently  been  decided  to  transfer  the 
offices,  but  as  negotiations  are  not  yet 
finally  concluded,  I  am  unable  to  furnish 
the  details  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member. 

KERRY  ORDNANCE  SURVEY. 
♦Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture whether  the  25-inch  scale  map, 
survey  of  the  county  of  Kerry,  is  yet 
complete  ;  and  if  so,  whether  he  can  state 
if  the  maps  have  been  issued  for  sale,  and 
at  what  price,  and  where  can  they  be 
bought. 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Long,  Liverpool, 
West  Derby):  The  25-inch  survey  of  Kerry 
is  complete.  The  maps  have  been  issued 
for  sale,  and  can  be  bought  for  3s.  each 
from  any  of  the  agents  for  the  sale  of 
Ordnance  Survey  maps  in  Ireland  Mr. 
J.  Norton  is  the  agent  at  Tralee. 

♦Mr.  FLAVIN:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  when  they  were  offered 
for  sale  ? 

♦Mr.  LONG :  I  cannot. 

ITINERANT  PREACHERS  AT  BOURNEA. 
Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid) :  I  bee 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  much  annoyance  has  been 
occasioned  at  Bournea,  County  Tipperary 
by  the  incursion  of  a  body  of  itinerant 
preachers,  and  the  insulting  character  of 
their  utterances  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
residents  who  constitute  the  vast  majority 
of  the  population  ;  whether  he  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  allegation 
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that  one  of  the  intruders  holds  the  office 
of  clerk  of  pettj  sessions  in  the  town  of 
Eoscrea ;  whether  the  district  inspector 
has  had  to  draft  a  special  body  of  police 
to  the  scene  ;  and  whether  gnch  police 
protection  will  entail  an  extra  tax  on  the 
district* 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  Londonderry, 
N.)  (for  Mr.  G,  W.  BALfX>UR) :  Religious 
services  have  been  conducted  nightly  hy 
a  body  of  Method  istsi  for  the  past  month 
in  a  covered  building,  situate  in  a  field 
adjoining  the  public  road  near  the  place 
mertioned.  Crowds  have  assembled  on 
several  occasions  on  the  road,  and  by 
groaning,  sjh outing,  and  other  indecent 
and  disorderly  conduct,  have  endeavoured 
to  disturb  these  services.  It  has  been 
found  necessary,  in  order  to  protect  this 
body  of  worshippers,  who  were  acting  en- 
tirely within  their  rights,  from  insult  and 
possibly  assault,  to  have  in  attendance 
a  body  of  police.  Bo  far  as  the  police 
have  been  able  to  ascertain,  the  preachers 
have  uot  made  use  uf  any  language  of  an 
insulting  character  to  Roman  Catholics, 
unless  the  expression  of  religious  opinions 
with  which  Roman  Catholics  disagree  be 
considered  an  insult  to  them.  The  petty 
sessions  clerk  at  Roscrea  attended  their 
services,  as  he  had  a  perfect  right  to  do, 
and  is  not  in  any  way  blameable  in  that 
respect.  No  additional  expense  to  the 
district  has  been  involved,  as  the  police 
were  drawn  from  another  district  of  the 
same  c<iunty. 

Mr.  WILLL4M  ABRAHAM  (Cork 
County,  N.E,) :  Is  there  any  meeting- 
house in  Bournea  large  enough  to  hold 
these  worshippers,  itistead  of  their  as- 
sembling in  a  public  place  1 

Mr,  ATKINSON :  I  am  not  aware. 
But  they  have  a  perfect  right  to  express 
their  opinions,  and  to  expect  the  protec- 
tion of  tho  police, 

COMPENSATION    TO    A    KERRY 
POLICE  SERGEANT. 

*Mk.  FLAVIN  :  I  beg  to  mk  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  be 
is  aware  that  ex-sergeant  Thomas  English 
recently  applied  for  compensation  for  an 
alleged  injury  received  during  the  arrest 
of  an  Orangeman  at  Camp,  County  Kerry, 
in  January,  1598^  and  that  this  application 
was  made  two  years  after  the  alleged 
injury;  whether  he    ia    aware  that  the 
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I  county  court  judge  awarded  a  aom  iDf 

£700  and  costs  and  expenses,  and  that 
appeal   by    the    KciTy    County    Couno 
Chief  Baron  Palles  reduced  the  amount 
£470 ;  and   whether,   seeing  that   Chi^ 
Baron  Palles,  in  delivering  his  decision  on 
I  this  appeal,  expressed  an   opinion  that  it 
'  was  a  misfortune  that  the  legislature  has     I 
I  placed  such  a  burden  on  the  rat«payers» 
j  seeing  there  was  no  such  law  in  EnglaiKl, 
I  the  Government  will  consider  the  ad nat^^ 
hility  of  remedying  the  pre^nt  state  ^^| 
the  law  as  between  Ireland  and  Englan^^i 
thereby  relieving  the   Irish  ratepayers  of 
a  burden  of  taxation,  ' 

Mr.    ATKINSON:  The  facts  are  _ 
stated  in  the  first  and  second  paragraphs* 
save  that   the   tramp  arrested  not   onlj 
described  himself  as  an  Orangeman j  hi 
as  a  Fenian  as  well.     The  only  report 
have  seen  of  the  Lord   Chief  B^ron  s 
marks  is   rather   confused.      I    am    not 
aware   whether   it   accurately  represents 
his  views,  and  it  is  obvious  that  certain 
facts  were  not  brought  to  his  knowledge  ; 
but   whatever  his  opiuiou  may  be  upon 
the   merits   of  existing  legislationj  there 
can   be  no  doubt  as  to  the  views  of  the 
House,    inasmuch  as  the   right   of    oo 
stables    to   receive   compensation    und 
such    circumstances    was    not    only  ex- 
pressly  preserved   by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment  (Ireland)    Act,   1898,    but   at    the 
suggestion  of  some  of  the  Irish  Nationalist 
Meml)ers,  extended  to  cover  the  case  vf 
police    in  Belfast    and  Dublin  to  whom 
the  Grand  Jury  Acts  did  not  apply.      It 
18  not  proposed    to    deprive    the    Irish 
pohce  of  this  right. 


he 

!X-         I 


*Mr.  flavin  :  iMay  I  ask  the  righl 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  is  aware  that  thij 
case  was  tried  under  the  Ij^xjal  Gove 
ment  Act  which  re^piires  that  a  notice  i 
application  for  tho  alleged  injury  mujt  bi| 
served  within  seven  days  of  th«  occurrence, 
and  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  in  this 
ease  a  notice  was  not  served  for  twentv- 
three  months  after  the  alleged  injury 
occurred  ? 

Mr.  WILLIAM  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,^ 
S.) :  Is  there  any  authority  for  calling  s 
unnamed  individual  an  Orangeman  t 

Mr.  ATI\IN80N:  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  these  supplementary  queattons. 

Captain  DOISTELAN  (Cork,E.):  bit 
not  optional  with  the  Treasury  to  eom- 
pensato  a  constable  when  injured  on  dutyi 
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and,  if  so,  why  should  Irish  ratepayers  be 
saddled  with  the  burden  1 

♦Mr,  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) : 
Can  the  ^  right  hon.  Gentleman  ex- 
plain how  it  is  that  such  a  difference 
exists  in  the  value  placed  on  policemen  in 
England  and  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  flavin  :  As  a  matter  of  fact,  was 
there  any  malice  in  this  case  1 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !  It  is 
obviously  impossible  for  the  Attorney 
General  to  answer  that  question. 

LAND    COMMISSION  —  SITTINGS     AT 
CAHIRCIVEEN— TRINITY     COLLEGE  i 
(DUBLIN)  PROPERTY. 

♦Mr.  FLAVIN :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  representations  were  made  to 
the  Land  Commission  by  a  number  of 
tenants  on  the  Trinity  College  property 
situate  at  Cahirciveen,  County  Kerry,  to 
have  their  rents  fixed  out  of  court  by 
Land  Commission  valuers,  and  that  the 
land  agent  for  Trinity  College  refused  to 
accede  to  this  request  of  the  tenants; 
whether  he  can  state  the  number  of 
tenants  whose  applications  are  now  await- 
ing trial  at  Cahirciveen ;  and  when  will 
the  next  sitting  of  the  Land  Commission 
be  held  at  Cahirciveen  for  the  fixing  of 

■  All*  i*^ntA 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  I  believe  the  fact 
is  as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph.  The 
agent  acted  entirely  within  his  rights,  and 
the  matter  is  not  one  in  which  the  Land 
Commission  can  interfere.  There  are 
seven  fair  rent  applications  from  tenants 
on  this  estate  which  have  not  yet  been 
listed  for  hearing  by  a  Sub-Commission. 
The  date  of  the  next  sitting  has  not  at 
present  been  fixed. 

♦Mr.  flavin  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  why  these  tenants  have 
not  got  a  reduction  of  40  per  cent,  on  their 
judicial  rents,the  same  as  Ulster  tenants  1 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  I  certainly  cannot. 

ARDSTRAW   ASSISTANT   SCHOOL 
TEACHER. 

♦Serjeant  HEMPHILL  (Tyrone,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireliuid,  as  representing  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
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the  refusal  of  the  Board  of  National 
Education  to  pay  the  arrears  of  salary  of 
the  assistant  teacher  of  the  national 
school  at  Ardstraw,  in  the  county  of 
Tyrone,  which  accrued  from  the  1st  August, 
1898,  to  the  1st  January,  1899,  though 
the  subsequently  accruing  salary  has  been 
paid  ;  and  whether,  there  being  no  charge 
against  such  teacher  of  inefficiency  or 
misconduct,  or  any  regulation  prohibiting 
such  payment,  he  «jan  state  upon  what 
grounds  the  arrears  in  question  have  not 
been  paid. 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Commissioners  of  National  Education 
that  the  manager  of  the  school  in  question 
claimed  payment  of  salary  to  the  assistant 
teacher  from  1st  August,  1898,  on  an 
average  attendance  of  sixty  pupils.  Pay- 
ment of  salary  on  an  average  attendanco 
of  sixty  pupils  was  sanctioned  by  the 
Treasury  as  from  Ist  October,  1898,  only,, 
and  cannot  be  extended  to  any  period 
preceding  that  date. 

LAND  PURCHASE  IN  COUNTY  CORK. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in  the 
case  of  a  holding  purchased  under  the 
Land  Purchase  Acts  (the  lands  of  Egmont). 
situate  in  the  County  Cork,  the  Land 
Commission  have  recently  permitted 
the  tenant  purchaser  (Mr.  G.  S.  Bolster) 
to  permanently  sublet  the  whole  holding^ 
at  a  substantial  rent  as  an  ordinary 
agricultural  holding,  thereby  recreating 
the  relation  of  landlord  and  tenancy  in 
the  holding ;  whether  the  Land  Com- 
mission intend  as  a  general  practice  to 
waive  the  prohibition  of  subletting  in  the 
case  of  holdings  purchased  under  the 
Land  Purchase  Acts,  and  to  permit  the 
purchasers  at  their  pleasure  to  become 
landlord ;  what  the  reasons  for  allowing 
subletting  in  this  particular  case  were;, 
and  whether  the  person  to  whom  this 
holding  was  sublet  will  himself  be  entitled 
to  purchase  the  holding  under  the  Land. 
Purchase  Acts. 

Mb.  ATKINSON:  In  the  case  to. 
which  this  question  refers,  the  tenant- 
purchaser  in  September,  1899,  applied  to 
the  Commissioners,  under  the  30th 
Section  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  for 
their  consent  to  receive- proposals  for  the 
subletting  of  the  holding,  to  commence 
from    the    following    November..      The 
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Commissioner  refused  the  consent  applied 
for.  The  tenant-purchaser  thereupon  in 
October  last  paid  off  the  advance  and 
then  became  entitled  to  sublet  the 
holding  without  the  consent  of  the  Land 
Commission.  The  answer  to  the 
second  paragraph  is  in  the  negative.  The 
tenant-purchaser  in  this  case  is,  an 
Assistant  Land  Commissioner.  He  based 
his  application  for  liberty  to  sublet  on 
the  necessity  of  giving  his  whole  time  to 
the  performance  of  his  official  duties.  The 
reply  to  the  last  paragraph  is,  having 
regcuxl  to  the  provisions  of  Section  9, 
Sub-section  (4)  of  the  Purchase  of  Land 
{Ireland)  Act,  1891,  in  the  affirmative. 

HOAD  MAINTENANCE  IN  IRELAND. 
Captain  DONELAN:  I  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
«ny  steps  have  yet  been  taken  with  a 
view  to  empower  the  various  councils  in 
Ireland  to  employ  direct  labour  for  the 
repair  and  maintenance  of  roads. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  The  answer  to  this 
•question  is  in  the  negative. 

Captain  DONELAN:  Did  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  on  the  1st 
Pebruary  last*  that  this  matter  was  re- 
<5eiving  consideration  1 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  Yes;  and  the 
answer  now  is  that  no  steps  have  been 
taken. 

Captain  DONELAN:  How  much 
Attention  is  to  be  bestowed  on  this  matter 
before  steps  are  taken  1 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  That  is  an  inunea- 
surable  quantity. 

IRELAND  AND  WORKMEN'S  COMPEN- 
SATION-CASE OF  JAMES  CARROLL. 

Mr  AUSTIN  (Limerick):  I  beg  to 
Ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  a  man  named  James  Carroll, 
who  was  killed  on  the  15th  July  last  year 
by  an  accident  in  the  discharge  of  bis 
duties  as  employee  of  Messrs.  Watkins 
and  Company,  brewers,  of  Dublin  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  this  man  left  a 
widow  and  three  children  unprovided  for, 
and  that  the  Court  of  Appeal  held  that 
this  case  did  not  come  within  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act 

♦  See   The  Parliamentary  Debates  [Fourth 
►Series],  Vol.  Ixxviii.,  page  291. 


of  1897,  because  the  accident  did  not 
actually  occur  on  the  premises  of  the 
brewery;  and  whether  the  Grovemment 
intend  to  take  any  steps  to  extend  the 
Act  so  as  to  cover  accidents  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  This  question  should 
be  addressed  to  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  any- 
thing as  to  the  facts  % 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  I  believe  they  are 
accurately  stated. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  I  hope  the 
First  Lord  will  give  this  matter  his  atten- 
tion. I  will  put  the  question  on  Thurs- 
day. 

IRISH  INEBRIATES  ACT— ENNIS 
PRISON. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick):  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  te- 
land,  with  respect  to  the  working  of  the 
Inebriates  Act  (Ireland),  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  prison  intended  for  their 
use  in  Ennis  is  empty  ;  and  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  take 
such  measures  as  will  enable  the  Act  to 
be  put  into  practical  operation. 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  The  reply  to  the 
first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative. 
Every  step  that  the  Government  have 
been  authorised  to  take  under  the  Act 
has  been  taken,  and  it  rests  with  the 
Courts  to  exercise  the  powers  conferred 
upon  them  by  the  statute. 

IRISH  EDUCATION  BILLS. 
Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND:  When  wiU 
the  new  scheme  for  national  primary 
education  be  produced  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  in  Ire- 
land, and  when  will  the  Government  Bill 
dealing  with  intermediate  education  be 
brought  in. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  The  Government  ' 
Bill  relating  to  intermediate  ^ucation  in 
Ireland  will  be  introduced  very  soon  after 
Easter.  The  scheme  dealing  with  primary 
education  will  be  ready,  I  hope,  at  an 
early  date  after  Easter. 

CHAIRMEN  OF  IRISH  COUNCILS  AND 
THE  COMMISSION  OF  THE  PEACE. 
♦Mr.  FLAVIN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 

Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  the 


1077 


Barry  RaUway 


{3  April  1900}         {Steam  Vessels)  Bill .       1078 


intention  of  the  Government  to  restore  to 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace  the  chairmen 
of  the  county  and  district  councils  in 
Ireland  who  have  been  removed  from  the 
same  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  This  is  a 
matter  entirely  within  the  discretion  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland. 

♦Mr.  flavin  :  Can  the  FirsD  Lord 
say  why  Irish  Members  are  not  removed 
from  the  House  of  Commons,  seeing  that 
they  have  also  expressed  their  opinions 
on  the  Transvaal  war,  as  well  as  the 
magistrates  in  question  ? 

[No  answer  was  returned.] 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (LIABILITY  OF 
SHIPOWNERS)  BILL. 

Reported,  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Law,  etc.,  with  Amendments 
and  an  Amended  Title  :  changed  to  Mer- 
chant Shipping  (Liability  of  Shipowners 
And  Others)  Bill. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  126.] 

Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Standing  Committee  to  be  printed. 
(No.  126.] 

Bill,  as  amended  (in  the  Standing 
Committee^  to  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion upon  Tuesday,  8th  May,  and  to  be 
printed.     [BiU  167.] 

SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 
Mr.  WoDEHOUSE  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  That  they  had 
discharged  the  following  Members  from 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade  (in- 
cluding Agriculture  and  Fishinff),  Ship- 
ping, and  Manufactures  : — Lord  Dalkeith, 
Colonel  Kenyon-Slaney,  Mr.  Giles,  Cap- 
tain Pretyman,  and  Mr.  J.  W.  Wilson ; 
and  had  appointed  in  substitution :  Mr. 
Baird,  Sir  Reginald  Hanson,  Sir  Elliott 
Lees,  Sir  John  Colomb,  and  Sir  William 
Houldsworth. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill  intituled, 
•**  An  Act  to  empower  the  Urban  District 
Council  of  Cowes  to  construct  a  Pier  and 
other  works ;  to  borrow  moneys  therefor ; 
and  for  other  purposes."  Cowes  Pier  Bill 
[Lords]. 
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Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
confer  further  powers  upon  the  South- 
ampton Harbour  Board;  and  for  other 
f purposes."  Southampton  Harbour  Bill 
Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  for 
incorporating  and  conferring  powers  on 
the  Great  Berkhampstead  Waterworks 
Company."  Great  Berkhampstead  Water 
Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  alter 
the  capital  of  the  New  Russia  Company, 
Limited  ;  and  for  other  purposes."  New 
Russia  Company  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  for 
authorising  the  Army  and  Navy  Invest- 
ment Trust  Company,  Limited,  to  prepare 
and  carry  into  effect  a  scheme  or  schemes 
of  arrangement  with  its  stockholders,  or 
with  the  holders  of  either  class  of  stock, 
and  to  reduce  its  capital ;  and  for  other 
purposes."  Army  and  Navy  Invest- 
ment Trust  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
authorise  the  Barry  Railway  Company  to 
provide  and  work  steam  vessels,  and  to 
subscribe  to  the  funds  of  any  steamship 
company ;  and  for  other  purposes. 
Barry  Railway  (Steam  Vessels)  Bill 
[Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
convert  the  capital  of  the  Cleethorpes  Gas 
Company  ;  to  raise  additional  capital ;  to 
construct  works  ;  and  for  other  purposes." 
Cleethorpes  Gas  Bill  [Lords]. 

And  also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
empower  the  District  Lunacy  Board  for 
the  Edinburgh  Lunacy  District  to  con- 
struct railways,  waterworks,  sewerage, 
and  other  works  in  the  county  of  Linlith- 
gow ;  to  acquire  lands  for  the  protection 
of  their  water  supply  ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." Edinburgh  District  Lunacy 
Board  Bill  [Lords]. 

COWES  PIER  BILL  [Lords]. 

SOUTHAMPTON  HARBOUR  BILL 

[Lords]. 

GREAT  BERKHAMPSTEAD  WATER 
BILL  [Lords]. 

NEW  RUSSIA  COMPANY  BILL  [Lords]. 

ARMY  AND  NAVY  INVESTMENT 
TRUST  BILL  [Lords]. 

BARRY    RAILWAY    (STEAM   VESSELS) 
BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills. 
2  T 
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CLEETHORPES  GAS  BILL  [Lords]. 

EDINBURGH    DISTRICT    LUNACY 
BOARD  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 


NEH^  BILLS. 


read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read^a^seoond 
time  upon  Wednesday,  16th  May,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  170.] 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
ACT    (1894)    AMENDMENT    (No.    3). 

Bill  to  amend  the  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Act,  1894,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Alexander  Cross,  Sir 
Charles  Cameron,  Sir  William  Priestley, 
Sir  William  Arrol,  Dr.  Farquharson,  and 
Mr.  Nicol. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
ACT  (1894)  AMENDMENT  (No.  3) 
BILL. 

"To  amend  the  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Act,  1894,"  presented,  and 
read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Wednesday,  2nd  May,  and  to 
be  printed.     [BiU  168.| 

SMALLER  DWELLINGS  (SCOTLAND). 
Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the 
tenancy  of  Smaller  Dwellings  in  Scotland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Alexander 
Cross,  Sir  John  Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir 
William  Arrol,  Colonel  Denny,  Mr.  John 
Wilson  (Govan),  Mr.  Faithfull  Begg,  and 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor. 

SMALLER     DWELLINGS     (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

"To  amend  the  law  relating  to  the 
tenancy  of  Smaller  Dwellings  in  Scot- 
land," presented,  and  read  the  first  time; 
to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Wednes- 
day, 2nd  May,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
169.] 

TEMPERANCE  REFORM,  THREEFOLD 
OPTION  (SCOTLAND). 

Bill  to  effect  direct  local  control  of  the 
Liquor  Traffic  in  Scotland  and  other 
Temperance  Reforms,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Parker  Smith,  Mr. 
James  Campbell,  Sir  Mark  Stewart,  Sir 
Walter  Thorburn,  Mr.  Ure,  and  Mr. 
Yoxall. 

TEMPERANCE  REFORM,   THREEFOLD 
OPTION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

"  To  effect  direct  local  control  of  the 
Liquor  Traffic  in  Scotland  and  other 
Temperance    Reforms,"    presented,    and 


THE  FAMINE  IN  INDIA. 

[Resolution.] 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banffshire) : 
In  bringing  forward  a  motion  on  so  grave 
and  so  grievous  a  subject  as  the  Indian 
Famine,  I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
on  the  present  situation.  In  the  first 
place  I  may  be  permitted  to  express  my 
respectful  appreciation  of  the  efforts  which 
are  being  put  forth  by  high  and  low  in 
India  to  meet  this  stupendous  calamity. 
A  mass  of  people  larger  than  the  whole 
population  of  Ireland  are  now  looking  to 
the  Government  for  their  daily  bread,  and 
the  number  is  steadily  increasing,  and 
will  continue  to  increase  for  the  next 
three  months,  while  no  substantial  harvest 
can  be  reaped  before  the  month  of  Sep- 
tember. To  succour  effectively  such  a 
helpless  mass  of  men,  women,  and  chil- 
dren, scattered  over  a  vast  area,  is  a  task 
almost  beyond  human  powers  ;  and  we  at 
home  look  with  cordial  admiration  upon 
those  who  in  India  are  labouring  to  save 
life  with  such  untiringenergy  and  devotion. 
But  I  will  go  further,  and  I  will  submit  that 
the  people  of  this  country  and  the 
Members  of  this  House  have  a  duty  to 
periorm  beyond  that  of  passive  spectators, 
however  sympathetic.  We  should  not 
fail  to  realise  our  responsibility  towards 
the  people  of  India.  We  hold  these  poor 
people  in  the  hollow  of  our  hand.  The 
250  millions  all  put  together  have  not  as 
mubh  control  over  Indian  affairs  as  a 
single  elector  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
All  the  power  rests  with  us,  and  we 
should  remember  that  as  we  retain  all  the 
power,  so  we  incur  all  the  responsibility, 
and  are  answerable  for  their  lives  and 
welfare.  What,  then,  is  our  duty  to  these 
starving  millions?  Surely  in  the  first 
place  this  great  and  wealthy  country 
should  give  without  stint  from  ita 
abundance  for  charitable  relief.  Let  ua 
consider  for  a  moment  the  proaent 
situation  as  compared  with  that  in  the 
famine  of  1897.  I  am  sorry  ta  say 
the  result  is  not  satisfactory.  At 
the  beginning  of  April,  1897,  there 
were  2,800,000  persons  on  the  relief 
works  in  India,  and  the  Mansion  House 
Fund  then  amounted  to  about  £470,000. 
To-day  the  number  on  relief   works  i& 
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nearly  five  millions,  but  the  Mansion 
House  Fund  has  not  yet  reached  JBI  60,000. 
In  other  words,  the  need  seems  to  be 
twice  as  great,  but  the  charitable 
contributions  are  only  about  one-third 
of  what  they  were  in  1897.  Why 
is  it  that  when  the  need  is  so  much 
greater  the  help  given  has  been  so  small  1 
1  do  not  believe  that  the  British  people 
are  less  willing  to  relieve  suffering  than 
they  were  in  1897.  But  what  seems  to 
be  wanted  is  a  vigorous  organised  effort  to 
arouse  public  sympathy  throughout  the 
country.  There  are  many  now  in  Eng- 
land— <xovernment  officers,  missionaries, 
and  others — who  have  personal  experience 
of  the  horrors  of  an  Indian  famine; 
others  realise  the  present  situation  by 
means  of  letters  from  friends  in  India, 
and  I  am  convinced  that  if  the  Lord 
Mayor,  who  is  ever  ready  for  all  good 
works,  were  asked  to  call  a  great  public 
meeting,  and  bring  before  the  British 
public  the  awful  sufferings  of  our  fellow- 
subjects  in  India,  money  would  pour  in  to 
supplement  the  relief  efforts  of  Grovem- 
ment,  which  can  do  little  more  than 
merely  keep  body  and  soul  together. 
And  what  we  are  all  willing  to  do  singly, 
why  should  we  not  do  collectively  as  a 
nation  1  The  Town  Council  of  Hartle- 
pool has  earned  the  gratitude  of  India  by 
proposing  that  an  Imperial  Grant  be 
made  ;  and  I  doubt  not  that  such  a  grant 
would  be  generally  approved  throughout 
the  country.  In  reply  to  questions  on  this 
subject  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  has  stated  that  the  Indian 
Exchequer  is  not  in  inmiediate  need  of 
help.  That  may  be  so,  but  my  present 
suggestion  is  that  an  Imperial 
Grant  should  be  given  not  in  aid  of 
the  Indian  Exchequer,  but  for  the  same 
purposes  as  the  Mansion  House  Fund — to 
help  the  classes  who  are  not  able  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  relief  works ;  to  find 
comforts  for  the  sick,  the  aged,  and  the 
children  ;  and  to  aid  the  cultivators  in 
recovering  themselves  after  the  famine, 
and  replacing  the  plough  cattle,  which  in 
many  parts  are  almost  extinct.  I  feel 
sure  that  in  appealing  to  public  and 
private  charity  I  have  the  sympathy  of 
this  House,  and  I  therefore  do  it  with 
confidence.  Much  may  thus  be  done  to 
mitigate  the  calamity.  But  we  must 
remember  that,do  what  we  will  in  the  way 
of  relief,  death  and  suffering  will  be  wide- 
spread ;  and  the  same  sad  experience  will 
be  repeated  each  time    that    a   famine 


recurs.  So  I  come  to  the  immediate 
purpose  of  my  present  motion,  and  ask, 
can  nothing  be  done  by  way  of  prevention 
to  ward  off  such  disasters  in  the  future  ? 
This  is  the  point  to  which  I  would 
earnestly  ask  the  attention  of  this 
House.  Speaking  broadly,  the  Govern- 
ment are  doing  all  that  can  be  done 
to  mitigate  the  calamity  by  famine  relief. 
But  my  point  is  that  mitigation  alone  is 
not  enough.  There  is  a  good  saying  that 
"  prevention  is  better  than  cure  " ;  but  if 
prevention  is  better  than  cure,  it  is  much 
better  than  mere  mitigation.  I  would  ask, 
then,  cannot  something  be  done  before- 
hand to  strengthen  the  weak  knees  of  the 
ryot,  and  put  him  in  a  better  position  to 
resist  when  the  bad  time  comes  1  I 
firmly  believe  that  much  may  be  done. 
I  have  closely  studied  the  case  of  the 
ryot  for  the  last  forty  years,  and  I  am 
no  pessimist  regarding  him.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  maintain  that  with  a  rich  soil,  a 
fine  climate,  and  a  peasantry  skilful,  in- 
dustrious and  frugal,  India  ought  to  be 
the  garden  of  the  world,  and  to  enjoy, 
under  the  Pom  Britannica^  a  very  large 
share  of  human  happiness.  No  doubt  the 
ryots  are  in  some  respects  a  feeble 
folk,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
are  strong  in  their  skill  and  industry, 
and  in  their  power  to  combine  for 
mutual  help  in  their  ancient  village  com- 
munities.  Holding  these  views,  I  have 
from  time  to  time  pressed  for  a  special 
inquiry  into  the  ryot's  economic  con- 
dition and  needs.  And  I  have  asked  that 
this  inquiry  should  be  made  in  selected 
villages,  because  the  self-contained  rural 
village  is  the  unit  and  microcosm  of  all 
India ;  and  if  means  could  be  discovered 
to  make  one  village  prosperous,  a  clue 
would  be  obtained  to  make  prosperous 
the  half-million  or  more  of  villages  in 
which  80  per  cent,  of  the  Indian  popula- 
tion is  now  collected.  This  view  of  the 
case  suggests  hope  for  the  future.  But  I 
do  not  wish  just  now  to  talk  about 
possible  prosperity.  The  problem  now 
before  us  is  a  much  humbler  one.  It  is 
to  discover  how  the  ryot,  without  leaving 
his  village,  can  be  kept  from  danger  of 
starvation.  With  regard  to  this  point  I  will 
put  forward  three  propositions  which 
will,  I  hope,  commend  themselves  to  all. 
The  first  is  that  the  mortality  in  an  Indian 
famine  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the  ryots 
do  not  possess  a  store  of  food,  money,  or 
credit  sufficient  to  tide  over  one  failure 
of  harvest.     This  proposition  standa  t^ 
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reason,  lor  it  is  evident  that  tbe  people 
would  not  die  of  hunger  if  thoy  had  focxl 
in  their  houses,  or  if  they  could  buy  or 
borrow  it.  The  second  propoHitioti  is  that 
mort?iHty  from  faiiiine  woidd  practically 
bo  prevented  if  tht^y  had  such  a  store  of 
food,  money,  or  credit.  Attd  my  third 
proposition  is  that  it  Is  our  duty  to 
inquire  why  the  ryots  have  not  got  this 
store,  and  if  poaaihle  provide  a  remedy 
for  so  dangerous  an  economic  condition. 
As  reganls  the  storage  of  food,  we  have 
the  authority  of  the  Inst  Fiimiue  Commis- 
sion (para^aph  592  of  their  He  port)  that 
the  custom  of  storing  grain,  as  a  protec- 
tion against  failure  of  harvest,  used 
to  he  gen  em  I  among  the  agricultural 
olaasee.  This  fact  ainie  under  my 
own  personal  observation.  In  the 
earlier  days  of  my  service  in  the 
Bombay  Dekhans  every  ryot  had  an 
tmdergrouml  store  of  millet  put  away, 
enough  to  keep  his  family  for  a  year  or 
t>^'0.  This  was  c^isy,  because  in  a 
bumper  year  far  more  of  this  coarse  grain 
is  produced  than  the  people  can  consume. 
Koads  and  railvt^ays  in  those  days  were 
fcwj  so  that  there  vrm  no  temptation  to 
send  away  the  surplus  prwJuce  ;  and  the 

trains  of  the  millet  being  enclosed  in  a 
ard  shell  coukl  1>g  buried  in  the  dry  soil 
for  considerable  periods  without  deteriora- 
tion. The  ryot,  therefore  acted  as 
Joseph  did  in  Egypt.  In  the  fat  yeai-s 
he  filled  his  storehouses,  so  that  in  the 
lean  yeai*s  there  was  bread  for  the  people. 
For  various  reasons  this  excellent  custom 
no  longer  prevails.  But  it  seems 
well  worth  inquiring  whether  so 
simple  and  inexpensive  a  safeguard 
against  famine  might  not  he  re-estah- 
lished.  I  have  lon^  held  that  very 
strongly,  I  therefore  last  Thur-sday*  put 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  a  question  on  the  subject,  I 
asked  him  whether  he  would  suggest  to 
the  Government  of  India  to  institute,  at 
a  convenient  time^  a  detailed  inquiry  into 
the  condition  and  food  supply  of  a  few 
typical  tillages  in  the  provinces  liable  to 
famine,  with  a  view  to  ascertain  whether, 
by  local  storage  of  grain  in  times  of 
plenty,  and  other  precautionary  measures, 
the  economic  condition  of  such  tillages 
might  be  so  far  strengthened  that  the 
faihire  of  a  year's  harvest  would  not 
hring  the  cultivators  into  danger  of  star- 
vation.      The  answer  of  the  noble  Lord 

♦  See  ija^e  697  of  this  Voluiae. 


was  not  unsympathetic,  and  he  was 
good  enough  to  promise  investigation 
into  any  specific  question  concern  inj 
which  there  is  insufficiency  of  mh 
mation,  with  a  view  to  the  adopti 
of  precautionary  or  economic  measiu^es, 
That  wfis  the  substance  of  his  reply* 
The  objection  to  such  an  inquiry^ 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord,  is  that  duri 
the  past  twenty  years  two  Famine  Co] 
missions  have  already  inquired  and  re- 
ported, but  I  would  point  out  that  the 
object  of  the  inquiries  by  the  Famine 
Commissions  was  a  different  one.  The 
inquiries  referred  to  mitigation  and  not 
prevention.  Their  object  was  to  perf* 
the  system  of  gi^'ing  relief  which  is  xm 
embodied  in  the  Indian  Famine  Codi 
That  will  be  seen  from  the  instructioi 
issued  to  the  Commissioners  in  the 
Secretary  of  State's  despatch  of  33rd 
December,  1897,  The  Commissionei 
were  there  instructed  to  investigate  tl 
famine  relief  measures  taken  in  1897  m 
the  several  provinces,  to  review  tha 
lessons  learnt  from  these  opei-ations,  and 
reeoitl  recommendations  that  might  pro^ 
useful  in  future  famines.  There  ii 
nothing  here  al>ont  measures  of  preven- 
tion as  contemplated  in  my  present 
motion.  As  alremiy  stated,  I  am  making 
no  complaint  with  regard  to  the  Famine 
Code,  which  is  a  monument  of  care  and 
sldil,  but  I  press  for  the  modest  village 
inquiry  asked  for  on  Thursday  last,  as  I 
I  believe  it  would  result  in  a  clearer  under- 
;  standing  of  the  ryot's  difficulties,  and  lead 
to  practical  measures  for  strengthening  hi« 
I  economic  position,  I  beg  to  move  the  rcsolu- 
I  tion  standing  on  the  Paper  in  my  name, 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH   (Flintshire) 

I  rise  Avith  much  pleiisure  to  second  tl " 
motion,  I  do  not  pretend  to  tbe  intim^to 
knowledge  of  Lidia  that  my  hon.  friend 
possesses,  but  I  am  not  second  to  him  in 
my  deep  interest  in  the  welfare  of  i\ 
population.  It  is  plain  that  this  is  thi 
most  av^^fiU  famine  of  the  century,  and  I 
am  told  by  persons  who  know  the  faci 
well  that,  in  spite  of  the  utmost  effoi 
made  by  the  Government,  and  the  inde-"' 
fatigable,  self-sacrificing  efforts  of  oar 
Indian  administrators,  some  millions  of 
people  will  perish,  and  that  it  will  cost  the 
Government  of  India  eight  and  a  half 
millions  sterling.  One  yaxo  knows  India 
well  stated  in  my  hearing  that  he  believe 
as  many  li\Ts  would  he  lost  as  in  the  sj* 
Madras  famine^nami3ly,  tjve  milu 
People  hardly  realise  what  these  gig&ntii 
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figures  mean.  Perhaps  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  read  two  short  extracts  from 
letters  describing  what  the  writers  saw 
with  their  own  eyes.  The  first  letter  is 
dated,  "Agra  Medical  Missionary  Institu- 
tion, 27th  February,  1900,"  and  is  written 
by  Colin  S.  Valentine— 

"On  Sabbath  morning  we  had  upwards 
of  3,500  poor  creatures,  to  whom  as  usual 
we  preached  and  distributed  alms.  There 
were  many  cases  that  pained  me  to 
the  heart,  and  which  when  once  seen 
can  never  be  forgotten.  Hundreds  of  poor 
houseless,  homeless  creatures  are  flocking  in 
from  the  native  States,  where  even  the  drink- 
ing water  ha«»  left  the  wells.  The  accounts  of 
the  sutTering  from  tho<»e  parts  of  the  country 
are  truly  heartrending,  parents  actually  eating 
their  own  children.  While  all  parts  of  the 
community  are  suffering,  the  young  widows 
and  children  are  the  greatest  suifererA.  It  is 
most  pitiable  to  see  the  tiny  little  creatures 
lying  in  their  mothers'  arms,  far  more  skeletons 
than  living  creatures.  Of  course,  those  are 
dying  by  thousands.  In  some  respects  the 
condition  of  the  young  Hindu  widows  is  even 
more  sad.     .    .     ." 

The  second  letter  is  by  Mr.  L.  E.  Marks, 
written  from  Ajmere,  in  Kajputana,  on 
the  26th  February,  1900— 

"  The  suffering  is  fearful.  In  many  places 
dead  bodies  may  be  seen  lying  here  and  there. 
Mr.  Inglis  has  just  returned  from  the  v«ry 
worst  district,  and  tells  me  that  it  was  a 
common  sight  to  see  bodies  being  devoured  by 
dogs,  and  that  he  and  Dr.  Huntly  took  a  walk 
one  evening  and  counted  forty  bodies,  and  on 
other  evenmgs  twenty,  thirty- three,  and  so  on. 
He  could  not  go  through  a  field  without  seeing 
several  skeletons  by  the  wayside,  the  bones 
bleaching  in  the  sun.  The  Famine  Commis- 
sioner  saw  thirty  bodies  in  a  ravine  in  different 
stages  of  decomposition.  We  hear  man^  other 
men  stories,  and  we  have  seen  sufficient  to 
believe  it  all." 

I  need  not  harrow  the  House  with  more 
details  of  the  same  kind.  This  state  of 
things  prevails  over  a  great  district 
inhabited  by  forty  millions  of  people,  and 
a  lesser  degree  of  famine  prevails  among 
twenty  millions  more.  I  think  the 
country  hardly  realises  it,  and  I  am  sure 
a  larger  response  would  be  made  to  the 
Mansion  House  Fund  if  the  citizens  of 
London  knew  the  real  state  of  things. 
There  is  much  that  the  Government  can- 
not do.  It  gives  a  bare  subsistence  to 
those  who  come  to  the  relief  works,  but 
it  cannot  search  out  the  high-caste  women 
and  children  who  would  rather  die  than 
defile  themselves  by  labouring  with  the 
lower  castes.  The  cattle  also  have 
perished  to  a  fearful  extent.  In  one  dis- 
trict of  Bajputana  90  per  cent,  have  died, 


and  I  am  told  half  of  all  the  splendid 
breed  of  cattle  in  Gujerat,  the  Garden  of 
Western  India,  have  perished.  But  our 
object  in  this  debate  is  to  search  for 
remedies,  or  preventive  measures  to 
alleviate  the  effects  of  famines  which  have 
now  become  more  and  more  frequent. 
The  House  could  not  consider  a  more  im- 
portant question,  for  the  war  in  South 
Africa  must  not  blind  us  to  the  para- 
mount importance  of  other  questions. 
I  believe  there  is  one  remedy,  and  only 
one,  which  can  to  a  large  extent  mitigate 
famines  :  I  refer  to  water  storage  and 
irrigation.  No  doubt  some  splendid 
works  have  been  carried  out  on  the  basins 
of  the  great  rivers,  like  that  of  Sir  Arthur 
Cotton  in  the  delta  of  the  Godavery,. 
where  two  millions  of  people  now  live  in 
comfort  in  place  of  half  a  million  of 
indigent,  half-starved  peasants.  But  we 
have  done  little  ])eyond  the  river  bottoms, 
and  the  great  mass  of  the  Indian  popula- 
tion does  not  live  in  the  river  deltas. 
The  famine  is  mainly  in  districts  like 
Gujerat,  the  Central  Provinces,  and  Raj- 
putana,  where  rivers  are  scarce,  and 
canal  irrigation  fed  by  rivers  is  often 
impossible ;  but  in  these  districts  the  con- 
figuration of  the  country  often  lends  itself 
to  forming  reservoirs  during  the  rainy 
season.  There  are  low  hills  with  valleys 
or  nullahs  down  which  torrents  of  water 
rush  during  the  monsoon,  and  where  by 
damming  up  the  watercourses  there  could 
often  be  obtained  at  small  expense  an 
artificial  lake  which  would  irrigate  by 
small  canals  all  the  surrounding  country. 
It  is  morally  certain  that  if  we  had  spent 
as  much  on  irrigation  as  on  railways  in 
the  past  fifty  years  a  great  part  of  India 
would  by  this  time  have  been  beyond  the 
reach  of  famine.  We  have  spent  some 
300  millions  on  railways  and  only  some 
thirty  millions  on  irrigation.  We  are  spend- 
ing about  one  million  a  year  on  irrigation 
and  eight  or  ten  millions  on  railways. 
Has  not  the  time  come  to  make  irri^tion 
our  principal  task  1  We  have  made  Egypt 
what  it  is  by  irrigation  works  ;  let  us  now 
try  India.  The  crux  of  all  those  tropical 
countries  is  to  get  water.  As  John  Bright 
truly  stated — 

**  What  you  hear  of  as  the  calamitv  of  India 
is  that  there  is  famine,  and  that  the  famine 
arises  from  drought ;  that  there  is  a  lack  of 
water,  or  at  least  a  lack  of  water  in  the  right 
place  and  at  the  right  time.  Now,  what  is  the 
remedy  ?  Our  Government  knows  very  well 
what  the  remedy  is ;  because  what  do  they  do? 
Whenever  there  b  a  famine  they  b&%VDLtA\^C!&Sl^fi^ 
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atxjut  soitie  manner  of  irrii^^ating  that  particn- 
lar  distnet.      They  j;;eiierally  w^t  until  the 


our  cheaper  manufactures,  and  miiliona  ol  J 
small  artificers  are  now  thrown  on  th«i 

The    countless  1 
ators  in  India  af 
the  new  project  in  the  DohIi  of  the  faniine  of  |  excessively  poor.     Most  of  them  are  hope- J 
imii  the  Orusaa  works  of  that  of  iSti6.  Uudh  has  .  \Q^\y   in    debt     to    the    money-lenders  ;| 


horse  m  stolen  before  they  lock  thi^  stable  door  .,  .  Tnnin  fPtifinr*^ 
Colonel  Chesney  my%  *The  Ganges  Caniul  |  s^U  tor  mamtenanca 
mm  the  outc!onie  of  the  great  ftimlne  of   1833,    millions  of  small  cultlVJ 


-e-ieapeil  famine  m  far,  und  in  the  (Judli  no  irri- 
ICiition  work**  have  been  coimtruc ted, *  He  goes* 
on  to  ^y  that  the  IntLian  Govertiraent  is  very 
like  a  lather  who  spends  a  (jreat  deal  on  the 
doctor  or  the  nurse  if  hm  child  is  ill  and  ready 
to  die,  hut  in  ordinary  times  does  not  lake  the 
fmiiiUe^t  r4iro  of  hi(n*  whatever,  or  tea*!h  hitii 
anything  with  regard  to  the  preser^^atiori  of 
his  ownhealtL" 


and   when  a  famine  year    occurs    theyj 
have   no    resourees   to  fall    back    upoE.' 
When  in  India  I  met  with   the  greatest 
complaints  about  the    land    assessments. 
The    natives    insisted    that    they    were 
heavily  over-aasassefl,  and  when  the  sijfct 
I  ment  arrived    they   were   in   a  state  of 
I  terror,   and    had  to   bribe    the    eorrup 
Our  true  policy  18  to  place  an  engineer  of  j  under-officials  to  get  a  fair  return  made 
^reat  eminence  at  the  head  of  this  I)e- 1  the  revenue  officer.     I   notice  that  lar^e^ 


partmeut,  with  as  much  power  aa  Scott 
Moncriert"  had  in  Egypt ;  give  him  a  com- 
petent staff  and  a  free  hand  for  twent}^ 
years.  I  believe  such  a  policy  would 
revolutionise  India.  Unhappily  there  is 
no  section  of  the  British  pul>lic  sufficiently 
interested  to  presa  the  Government  on 
thig  subject ;  but  there  is  a  powerful  in- 
terest always  pressing  them  on  the  enliject 
of  railways.  The  great  iroti  trade  and 
the  engineering  profession  bring  pressure, 
which  it  is  haid  to  resiiJt,  on  every  Indian 
Secretary,  and  practically  his  whole 
borrowing  power  is  used  up  in  this 
direction.  Then,  the  Viceroys  and  the 
Provincial  Governors  do  not  remain  long 
enough  to  gauge  the  situation  so  aa  to 
<jarry  out  a  great  policy.  Above  all 
things,  continuity  of  policy  is  what  is 
iiocded;  and  I  would  venture  the  sug- 
gestion that  where  a  Viceroy  like  Lord 
Curzon  shows  exceptional  capacity,  and 
mahtera  a  hu^e  problem  like  that  of 
imgation,  he  should  get  a  second  term  of 
office.  His  value  woidd  be  double  to 
India  in  hia  second  term  of  office.  There 
is  nothing  India  needs  so  much  as  a 
strong  continuoua  policy.  A  benevolent 
despotism  suits  Asiatics  best,  and 
therefore  when  native  States  happen 
to  have  a  good  nder  he  is  almost 
worshipped  by  the  natives.  What  India 
wants  is  a  motlern  Akbar,  But  irriga- 
tion is  not  a  panacea  ;  it  is  not  applicable 
to  all  or  nearly  all  the  surface  of  India  ; 
and  even  if  it  were  it  would  not  give  an 
assured  position  to  the  Indian  cultivators 
without  moderate  and  fixed  assessments 
of  the  laud.  India  is  a  country  of  rural 
villages.  It  hiia  few  industries  ;  80  per 
cent,  of  the  people  live  on  the  aoU,  The 
manual  industries  it  used  to  have,  such  as 
hand-loom  weavi ng^  embroidery  and  bmss 
work,  have  almost  been  extinguished  by 

Jfr,  Samuel  Smiih. 


additions  have  recently  been  made  to  the 
land  assessments.  The  Central  Provinces 
are  the  poorest  part  of  India ;  they  are 
suffering  terribly  from  this  famine,  as 
they  did  from  the  last  one  three  years 
ago,  and  I  ask  the  House  to  listen  to  what 
a  very  able  civil  servant,  Mr.  Eomesh 
Dutt,  says  about  them— 

'*  In  many  diatrict^  in  the  Central  Frovinofli' 

the  Government  demands  and  obuiins  00  _ 
cent.,  plus  13^  per  cent,  as  rates,  of  the  la^d- 
lordi*'  aupiKHeil  assets.  And  a^  the  landlords 
never  get  the  high  renra  which  the  Government 
has  hxed,  it  comes  to  pass  that  the  Go  vera- 
ment  demand  amounts  isonietime«  to  80  or 
even  100  jier  cent-  of  the  landlonla'  real  in- 
come.  I  have  instance  before  me  in  which 
landlords  have  otfereil  t«  surrender  their  pro- 
perty»  hecaiise  the  Government  revenue  de- 
manded frutti  l\\mn  yiiv%  really  more  tliiui  all 
they  eollectetl  from  cultivators?' 

That  is  a  very  bad  condition  of  things. 

^Thk    secretary  of  BTATE  mK] 

INDIA  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex^j 
Ealing) :  I  have  an  explanation  to  give. 

Mr,  SAMUEL  SMITH:  I  have! 
frequently  discussed  the  matter  with  Mr* 
Dutt,  and  I  know  of  nobo<iy  who  has  a 
more  thorough  grasp  of  the  question  than 
he  appeared  to  have.  The  case  of  Madras 
is  also  very  bad.  The  Government  there 
demands  one-half  the  net  produce  of  the  , 
soil,  which  is  not  to  exceed  one-third 
the  gross  produce^  with  the  result  th 
great  numbers  of  harsh  evictions 
place  for  non-payment  of  rent. 

*L0RD    G,    HAMILTON  :  May  I  ask' 
the  hon.  Member  what  authority  he  is 


i 


now  quoting  from  ? 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH:  lamqiiotini 
from  Mr.  Eomesh  Dutt  and  Mr.  Roger 
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who  have  both  carefully  studied  the  case 
of  Madras. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  do  not  wish 
to  interrupt  the  hon.  Member,  and  all  I 
desired  was  to  get  at  the  source  of  his 
information. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH:  Mr.  Rogers 
is  an  old  civil  servant. 

Sir  MANCHERJEE  BHOWNAG- 
GREE  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) :  Is  the  hon. 
Member  now  quoting  Mr.  Rogers's  own 
words  ? 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  :  No ;  I  am  not 
giving  his  exact  words,  but  I  will  now 
give  Mr.  Rogers's  figures.  I  find  that  in 
the  last  eleven  years  151,000  cultivators 
were  sold  up  by  the  Government ;  and  I 
«m  informed  that  in  the  eleven  years  pre- 
viously, when  the  cultivators  were  ex- 
tremely impoverished  by  the  awful 
famine  in  1876,  there  were  no  fewer  than 
840,000  defaulters.  Mr.  Rogers  obtained 
those  figures  for  me,  and  they  were  taken 
from  Grovernment  sources.  Such  a  state 
of  things  stands  self-condemned.  It  is 
quite  impossible  that  the  Indian  peasantry 
can  be  prosperous  under  such  a  state  of 
things.  Need  we  wonder  that  the  great 
bulk  of  them  are  hopelessly  in  debt  to  the 
money-lender,  who  often  charges  them  3 
per  cent,  per  month  interest  ?  The  number 
of  evictions  every  year  in  India  is  appalling, 
and  the  question  is  how  we  are  to  improve 
the  condition  of  the  peasantry  of  India. 
We  shall  have  to  devote  our  attention  to 
that  problem,  or  else  we  shall  have 
troubles  in  that  dependency.  If  the 
House  thinks  I  am  overstating  the  case,  I 
will  make  a  quotation  from  a  source 
which  the  House  generally  will  admit  is 
absolutely  reliable.  I  will  quote  from  Sir 
James  Gaird.  When  he  came  home  from 
Madras,  about  the  year  1878,  he  put  the 
whole  case  in  a  nutshell.  Sir  James 
Caird  says — 

*'  The  right  of  the  cnltivator  to  mortgage  th^ 
public  land  has  made  him  the  slave  of  the 
moneylender.  Grovemment  rent  mmst  be  paid 
on  the  day  it  becomes  due.  It  is  rigorously 
exacted  by  the  officials,  and  as  the  money- 
lender is  the  only  capitalist  within  reach,  the 
cultivator  gives  a  charge  on  the  land,  and 
hands  over  all  his  crop  as  a  security  for  cash 
advances.'' 

That  is  the  condition  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  Indian  peasants  who  are  hopelessly 
in  the  hands  of  the  moneylenders,  and 


they  have  neither  money  nor  credit  to 
fall  back  upon.  The  people  of  this  rich 
coimtry  do  not  realise  the  excessive 
poverty  of  India,  where  in  the  best  of 
times  the  average  income  is  £2  per  head 
per  annum,  against  £36  in  Great  Britain. 
Lord  Lawrence  himself  states — 

"  The  mass  of  people  in  India  are  so  miser- 
ably poor  that  they  haver  hardly  the  means  of 
subsistence.  It  is  as  much  as  a  man  can  do  to 
feed  his  family,  or  half  feed  them,  let  alone 
spending  money  on  what  you  would  call 
luxuries  or  conveniences.*' 

I  am  convinced  that  the  two  great  means 
of  raising  the  material  condition  of  the 
Indian  people  are,  an  extended  system  of 
irrigation  and  a  moderate  land  settlement, 
as  far  as  possible  fixed  and  permanent. 
The  most  prosperous  part  of  India  is 
Bengal,  where  Lord  Cornwallis  gave  a 
permanent  settlement  at  the  close  of  last 
century.  It  was  a  mistake  to  confine  it 
DO  the  zemindars  or  large  landlords,  and 
it  has  been  necessary  to  pass  various  Acts 
to  secure  fixity  of  tenure  and  fair  rents 
for  the  cultivators  as  well.  But  the 
broad  fact  remains  that  Bengal  is  more 
prosperous  and  less  troubled  with  famines 
than  any  part  of  India.  Lord  Canning 
recommended  a  permanent  settlement  oi 
the  land  all  over  India.  This  was  not 
adopted ;  but  of  late  years  the  settlements 
have  in  many  parts  been  made  for 
shorter  periods  than  thirty  years  in 
order  to  squeeze  more  revenue.  The 
expense  of  governing  India  is  too 
great  for  so  poor  a  population, 
and  it  prevents  the  Government  dealing 
with  the  land  of  India  as  the  true 
interests  of  the  people  require.  I  do  urge 
the  importance  of  consulting  more  fully 
native  opinion  on  this  subject.  The  rulers 
of  India,  with  the  best  intentions,  are  too 
much  up  in  a  balloon.  Why  do  they  not 
call  to  their  aid  some  of  the  ablest  of  their 
native  administrators,  such  as  Romesh 
Dutt,  who  retired  from  the  Indian  Civil 
Service  after  a  most  honourable  career, 
and  whose  work  on  India  is  full  of 
wisdom  1  There  is  a  vacancy  on  the 
Indian  Council  at  present ;  why  not  fill  it 
with  such  a  man  as  Mr.  Dutt,  so  that  the 
Secretary  for  India  may  have  the  power  of 
consulting  a  native  of  India  on  points  which 
natives  sSone  can  perfectly  understand  1 
I  much  fear  we  may  go  on  as  we  are 
doing  till  some  catastrophe  wakens  us  up 
like  that  in  South  Africa.  The  govern- 
ment of  India  is  a  gigantic  problem.  It 
is  full  of  difficulties  and    dangat%  \il\.\fe 
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dreamt  of  here,  and  the  time  has  come  when 
Parliament  must  face  those  difficulties  or 
plunge  into  a  sea  of  troubles.  I  bag  to 
thank  the  House  for  listening  to  me  so 
patiently. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That,  in  view  of  the  grievous  suftorings 
which  are  agaiu  afflicting  the  people  of 
India,  and  the  extreme  impoverishment 
of  large  masses  of  the  population,  a 
searching  inquiry  should  be  instituted  in 
order  to  asceitain  tbe  causes  which  impair 
the  cultivators'  power  to  resist  the  attacks 
of  famine  and  plague ;  and  U7  suggest 
the  best  preventive  measurea  agamst 
future  famiiiea/'-'(Sif  IViHutm  Predder* 
burn.) 

*SiR  LEWIS  McIVER  (Edinburgh,  W.) ; 
I  have  listened  with  much  attention  to  the 
two  speeches  whieh  have  just  been  adtlressed 
to  the  Houise,  and  1  have  eudeavoui-ed — 
with  only  very  moderate  success — to  asso- 
ciate them  with  the  motion  which  they 
profess  to  support.     The  motion  runs^ 

"  That,  ID  V  tew  of  the  j^evous  Butterings 
which  are  again  afflTctiiig  the  people  of  India, 
anii  the  extreiii€  iiiipoverLshuient  of  large 
matiHen  of  the  ^MjpiilHtion,  a  Htiarching  intjuiry 
should  1«  itiBtitnted  in  onitir  to  aacertain  the 
causes  which  impair  the  cidciviitor?^'  fiower  to 
resist  the  atta^ks^  of  famine  and  plague  ;  Ami 
to  auggeat  the  beat  preventive  tneiuaurea  agaiDflt 
future  faminoa.'' 

Now  the  mover  did  not  expound  to  us 
any  cases  where  the  cultivators*  power 
to  resist  the  attacks  of  famine  and  pla^e 
had  been  reduced,  but  devoted  himself 
to  an  appeal,  with  which  I  am  glad 
to  associate  myself,  to  the  heuevoleixce  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  to  assist  the 
famine-stricken  people  of  India  in  their 
present  gi-ievoua  sufferings.  This  ia  a 
most  admirablo  object ;  but  while  I 
identify  myself  with  the  hon.  Members 
general  sentiments,  they  are  not  very 
strictly  relevant  to  the  proposition 
upon  the  Paper.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Flint,  who  followed  him, 
certainly  suggested  some  grounds  for 
such  an  inquiry,  and  one  has 
less  difficulty  in  following  his  various 
poposale.  The  motion  proposes  an 
mquiry  into  the  causes  M^hich  impair  the 
power  of  the  cultivators  to  resist  the 
attacks  of  famine  and  plague.  That 
means  an  inquiry  into  the  causes  of 
fauLine  and  the  condition  of  the  people^ 
and  practically  an  inquiry  into  the 
enduring    widespread    poverty    of    the 
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people  of  India.  That  would  open 
up  a  very  wide  vi  stA  of  inquliy 
into  nearly  every  bi-anch  of  scieno 
speculative  and  applied,  from 
logy  to  sociology  and  so  forth, 
doubt  such  an  inquiry  would  be  mo 
interesting  in  its  result,  but  it  has  i 
been  done ;  in  fact  there  is 
any  form  of  economic  question  in  Indij 
which  has  not  been  most  thcrough 
threshed  out  by  competent  inve 
gators  and  reported  upon  durii) 
the  last  twenty  years.  To  do  th 
all  over  again  would  not  be  helping  l\ 
inhabitants  of  India  to  resist  famine.  W« 
have  on  record  three  famous  Reports  made 
I  by  very  competent  Ixidies,  and  1  do  not 
I  believe  that  anything  can  be  added  to 
\  what  they  have  placed  before  us,  \\*e 
have  the  Famine  Commission  Beport  of 
1879»  presideti  over  by  Sir  Richard 
Strachey  ;  we  have  the  Inquiry  into  tht 
Condition  of  the  Poorer  Classes  of  India 
instituted  by  Lord  Dufterin  in  1H88  ;  and 
we  have,  the  latest  of  all,  the  Report  of 
the  Famine  Commission  of  1897,  presided 
over  by  Sir  J.  B.  Lyall  There  are 
shelves  of  Bhie-boots  at  the  disposal  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  which  will  explain  U> 
him,  so  far  as  they  can  be  explained,  the 
'  causes  of  the  famine.  Judging  by  the 
'  way  in  which  the  hon.  Baronet  spoke  of 
I  his  own  motion,  it  is  not  so  much 
inquiry  he  wants,  as  a  eubscriptio 
and  although  I  cannot  support  him  so 
far  as  an  inquiry  is  concerned,  I  will 
be  delighk^d,  aceorrling  to  my  meiins,  to 
assist   him  Avith   the   subscription,     Th%_ 

freat  object  of  the  hon.  Member  f<l 
lint's  speech  was  to  denounce  the  preseu 
system  of  settlement  in  India,  I  have 
always  liked  that  speech  ;  I  almost  know 
that  speech  by  hejirt,  although  I  must 
say  I  admired  it  more  in  its  original  form 
when  it  was  delivered  by  ilr,  Romej^h 
Chunder  Dutt  inthe  North-West  Provinces 
of  India  last  year.  But  even  in  its 
latest  edition  the  speech  contjiinft 
e\idence  of  the  eloquence,  ingenuity  and 
expenence  of  its  original  author.  It  con- 
lists,  as  the  hon.  Member  indicated,  of  ait 
indictment  against  the  present  system  of 
settlement  in  India,  and  the  pniport.  of 
what  the  hon.  Member  conveyed  t<>  us 
was  that  there  shoidd  be  a  permanent 
settlement  for  all  the  ryot-wari  and  corre- 
sponding tenures  throughout  India^  The 
hon.  Member  has,  apparently,  a  passion  for 
permanency.  He  wants  a  permanent 
settlement  and  a  permanent  Viceroji  ( 
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bined  with  irrigation  works  where 
experts  say  they  are  impossible  and 
would  be  useless.  I  hope  he  will  not  be 
offended  if  I  describe  that  as  a  somewhat 
crude  proposal  at  its  best,  and  one  not 
likely  to  be  of  any  practical  benefit  to  the 
people  of  India  as  a  whole.  Any  such 
inquiry  into  existing  settlements  in  India 
would  be  a  superfluity,  because  there  is  a 
permanent  inquiry  going  on  every  year, 
and  all  the  year,  conducted  by  a  most 
skilled  and,  I  believe,  just  Department, 
who  have  absolutely  no  other  motive 
than  to  seek  a  just  settlement  in  accor- 
dance with  well-defined  principles.  The 
primary  fact  which  this  House  must  con- 
sider in  connection  with  the  settlement 
between  the  Government  and  the  ryots  is 
that  there  is  absent  from  the  picture  that 
important  figure,  the  landlord.  Over 
the  greater  part  of  India  the  landlord 
does  not  exist  except  in  so  far  as  the 
whole  of  the  people  of  India  are  the  land- 
lords of  the  soil.  Therefore  the  only 
persons  that  can  be  interested  in  the 
enhancement  of  land  assessment  in  any 
one  locality  in  India  are  the  inhabitants 
of  all  the  other  localities,  and  with  the 
Settlement  Department — consisting  of  ex- 
perienced, skilled  and  just  officials, 
into  whose  operations  inquiries  are 
specially  ordered,  and  who  are  supervised 
by  Boards  of  Revenue  and  Local  Gk>vern- 
ments,  as  well  as  by  the  Government  of 
India  and  the  Home  Government — there 
can  be  no  motive  to  enhance  assessment 
and  no  object  either  in  over-assessing  or 
under-assessing.  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
suggest  that  the  Settlement  Department 
is  perfect ;  no  Department  is  perfect ; 
and  when  we  realise  that  the  Settlement 
Department  is  engaged  over  an  area  of 
225,000,000  of  acres,  including  25,000,000 
to  30,000,000  of  holdings,  to  assume  that 
there  would  not  be  instances  of  over- 
assessment  and  underassessment  would 
be  to  assume  what  would  be  superhuman. 
With  regard  to  the  special  cases  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Baronet,  I  can  only 
say  that,  in  my  opinion,  to  use  a  familiar 
expression,  his  informants  were  "  pulling 
his  leg,"  seeing  that  settlements  are  made 
generally  for  thirty  years,  and  only  in 
certain  parts  of  India  for  twenty  years. 
Then  with  regard  to  the  Central  Provinces, 
to  which  he  specifically  referred,  he  stated, 
on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Romesh  Ghimder 
Dutty  that  the  money  taken  from  the  land- 
owners amounted  to  60  per  cent  80  per 
eent.y  and  even   100  per   cent    of   the 


gross  produce,  and  that  most  of  the 
cultivators  were  anxious  to  surrender 
their  holdings.  The  average  assess- 
ment of  land  in  the  Central  Provinces, 
is  6J  annas  per  acre,  and  the  estimated 
annual  value  of  produce  per  acre  is 
8  rupees,  so  that  so  far  from  taking  60 
per  cent.,  or  80  per  cent.,  or  100 
per  cent.,  less  than  one-eighteenth  is 
taken  on  the  estimate  I  have  just 
given.  Looking  at  it  from  another  point 
of  view,  how  can  it  be  contended  that  the' 
Government  take  from  the  cultivators  in 
the  Central  Provinces  more  than  one-sixth, 
when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  export 
returns  show  that  in  an  ordinary  year 
more  than  six  times  the  value  of  the 
total  Government  assessment  is  actually 
exported  in  agricultural  produce,  without 
taking  into  account  the  food  for  eleven 
millions  of  people  and  their  cattle"? 
Sir  Anthony  Macdonell — perhaps  the 
greatest  authority  on  the  subject — 
stated  that  at  a  moderate  estimate 
the  assessment  of  the  Central  Provinces 
does  not  exceed  4  per  cent.  The  hon. 
Member  referred  to  Madras.  I  have  no 
word  of  disrespect  for  the  Mr.  Rogers 
whom  he  mentioned.  I  was  associated 
with  the  collection  of  revenue  in  Madras 
thirty  years  ago,  and  I  have  maintained 
my  association  with  it  since,  but  I  have 
never  heard  the  gentleman's  name.  He 
must  be  slightly  pre-historic,  and  there- 
fore not  a  good  authority  on  current 
aflairs. 

Mr.    SAMUEL    SMITH:    He    is    a 
retired  Bombay  official. 

♦Sir  lewis  McIVER  :  Quito  so,  and 
I  therefore  hesitate  to  accept  as  authori- 
tative his  opinion  on  Madras,  because,  as 
the  hon.  Member  knows,  no  self-respect- 
ing Madras  official  is  going  to  take  the  time 
of  day  from  Bombay.  The  grievance  of  Mr. 
Romesh  Chunder  Dutt  and  Mr.  Rogers 
is  apparently  the  alleged  enhancement  of 
the  assessment  of  Tanjore.  The  people 
of  Tanjore  may  believe  they  have  a  griev- 
ance. A  few  weeks  ago,  when  the  income 
tax  was  increased  in  this  country,  people 
were  inclined  to  complain,  from  the 
exclusively  selfish  and  personal  point  of 
view,  but  from  the  broader  point  of 
view,  the  country  recognised  that  in  a 
crisis  like  the  present  the  income  tax- 
payers were  better  able  to  bear  the 
burden  than  any  'other  part  of  the  com- 
munity.   That  is  precisely  the  case  in 
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Tan j ore.     Taujore   is  perhaps   the   most 
smiling  garden  in  aU  British  India,     It 
has  a  most  snpetb  Byateni  of  irrigation, 
and  ill  times  of  famine  it  remains  as  green 
^&   Colombo.      Its   area  is   ahout    2^700 
^square  miles,  with  a  population  of  ahout 
two  and  a  quarter  mil  I  i  on  s,  which  it  bears 
lightly :  tbat  is,  about  600  to  the  square 
nuie,  or  one-fifth  more  than  the  density  of 
the  population  in  England.     A  famine  in 
the  neigh Iwurhood  is  a  distinct  blearing  to 
Tanjore,  Ijecause  it  means  a  Higher  price 
for  grain.     It  was  foutid  by  the  Settle- 
ment  Department    that    it    was    under- 
aasessecb   and   in   orrler  to    redress    the 
balancej  and  in  order  that  the  inhabitants 
might  not  be  let  off  too  cheaply  at  the 
*5xpense    of   their   less    highly   favoured 
neigh bours^  the   assessment    was  raised. 
The  hon.  Member  would  appear  to  advo- 
cate  a  reversion  to   the   old   inequitable 
method  by  w^hich  the  rich  would  escape 
paying  their  due  share  to    the    general 
revenue   of   the    country,   and  so  throw 
an    undue    bunien     on*    the     poor.      I 
sm     myself     satisfied     that      even     if 
the    case    of    the     impaired    power    of 
the    cultivator    to     resist    the     attacks 
of    famine     and     plague     were    prove<l 
up  t*>  the  hilt,  it  could  not  be  laid  at  the 
door  of  the  Settlement  Department      I 
do  not  claim   that   that   Department   is 
iiifallibie,  but  beyond  all  question  it  is 
perpetually   endeavouring  to  amend  the 
settlement,  and  to  luring  it  as  near  per- 
fection   as    possible.     But,    Sir,    is    the 
allegation  in  the  motion^  that  the  ciiltiYa- 
tors    power   to  exist  has   recently  been 
impaired,   proved  at  all  I    Is  it  true  ^     I 
maintain  that  it  is  not  true.     I  would  be 
the  last  to  attempt  to  minimise  the  miverty 
r  and  the  sufferings  of  the  people  of  India. 
I  Poverty    with     them    is    a     permanent 
factor,     and    that    it    is    an     irremedi- 
able    factor      ia     only    too     probable. 
No  one  who  knows  the  country  w^ould 
ever  attempt  to  understate  the  amount  of 
poverty  existing  there.     With  a  teeming 
and  growing  population  on  ungrateful  soil, 
under  no  conceivable  circumstances  can  the 
lives  of  the  people  be  anything  but  hard. 
An  existence  which  is  but  **  a  long-drawn 
question  betwixt  a  crop  ami  a  crop  "  is 
hardly  the  ideal  of  comfort.     When  to 
that    situation  you    add    an    uncertain 
rainfall,  a  treiicberous  climate  which  is  a 
perpetual  vehicle  of  epidemic  disease,  and 
when  it  is  remembered  also  that  many  of 
the  smaller   economies  and    savings    in 
good  years,  which  are   possible  to    the 
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corresponding  classes  in  this  country,  are 
devoured  by  the  draconic  effects  of  tie 
customary  law  with  reference  to  marriages 
arwl    other    ceremonies,   it   will   be    evi* 
dent   that  life   in   such   a   country   can- 
not possibly  be  anything  else  but  hard 
In  all  their  suffenngs  from  plague  and 
pestilence   the   people   of  India  have  an 
irresistible  claim  upon  our  sympathy,  our 
consideration,  and  our  assistance.     And  I 
am  proud  to  think  that  the  history  of  the 
last  few  years  ha^  shown  that  the  people 
of  this  country  do  not  shirk  that  respoiwi- 
bility  of  those  claims  on  their  generosity. 
Nor  do  1  believe  that  the  appeal  w^hich  u 
now  being  made  for  assisting  the  famine- 
stricken  districts  of  India  can    possibly 
fail     At  the  same  time  a  great  mjslake 
would  l>e  made  and  no  good  be  done  to 
the  people  of  India  by  exaggerating  the 
evils  from  which  they  suffer.     The  pro- 
position is  that,  from  one  cause  or  another^^ 
and  probably  in  great  niea.sure   by   tM 
action  of  the  Govertiment  of  India,  lm\ 
Indian  cultivator's  jiower  Uy  resist  famme^i 
has  been  impaired,  compared  with  what  it 
formerly  was.     Well,  1  am  bound  to  say , 
I  do  not  lielieve  that  that  is   the 
All  the  available  e\'idence  we  have 
thoroughly  trustworthy  nature  makes  in 
the   opposite    direction.      The    mass   of 
evidence    to   the   contrary   is   not   mere 
hearsay      or     gossip,      but      is      given 
on     the     authority     of     those     whose 
business  it  is  to  give  us  the  facts.    In  thi 
first  place,  there  is  no  doul>t  that  thfl 
great  majority  of  the  people  of  India  ar 
much  better  off  than  they  wore  thiriyl 
or  even  ten  years  ago.     Judged  by  anj 
standard   you  choose,  the  health  of  th#| 
people  and  cajmcity  to  resist  famine, 
far  from  having  been  impaired,  have  Y 
increased.      Tested  by   the   progress 
population,  by  the  price  of  land,  by  th 
increased  extent  of  land  under  cultivation 
by  the  rate  of  wages,  by  the  growth 
revenue,  by  the  habits  and  conditions 
the  people,  by  their  increasing  comforts 
and  even  luxuries,  their  capacity  has  not 
suffered  during  the  last  few  years:  and 
so  far  from  being  in  a  worse  position  to 
meet  famine  they  are  year  by  year  getting 
into  a  better  poaition/  You  find  that  "  the 
average  villager  eat«  more  food  and  haa 
a  l>ettor  house   than  his  fathers.     To  a 
considerable  extent  brass  or  other  melal 
vessels   have  taken  the  place  of   coarae 
earthenware    vessels "' ;    and    the  faniity 
possess  more  clothes.     The  land-owuing 
and  knd-bolding  classes  are  **  undoubtedlj 


Ki. 


1097 


The  Famine 


{3  April  1900} 


in  India, 


1098 


better  off."  The  market  price  of  land  has 
advanced  in  every  province,  and  it  "is  from 
three  times  to  ten  times  greater  per  acre 
thanit  was  thirty  years  ago."  The  wages  of 
skilled  labour  have  increased  considerably, 
and  in  many  places — for  example,  where 
railways  have  been  built — the  wages  of  un- 
skilled labour  have  also  increased.*  Then 
it  is  said  by  the  Government,  after  close 
inquiry,  that  "  it  is  quite  certain  that  an 
Indian  province  and  the  Indian  adminis- 
tration are  now  better  prepared  to  meet  a 
famine  than  they  were  thirty  years  ago."t 
It  is  also  pointed  out  that  the  famines  of 
1770,  1803,  1833,  1837,  1841,  were  "far 
more  disastrous  to  the  general  prosperity 
of  the  country  "  than  that  of  1876-8.  In 
1877-8  "the  facts  testify  to  a  remarkable 
development  of  the  power  of  the  agricul- 
tural classes  to  resist  and  recover  from 
the  effects  of  unfavourable  seasons."  J  The 
Report  upon  the  famine  of  1897-8  states 
expressly  that — 

"Of  late  years,  owing  to  the  high  prices, 
there  has  been  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
incomes  of  the  land-holding  and  cultivating 
classes,  and  their  standard  of  comfort  and 
of  expenditure  has  also  risen.  With  a  rise  in 
the  transfer  value  of  their  tenures  their  credit 
has  also  expanded.  During  the  recent  famine 
these  classes,  as  a  rule,  have  therefore  shown 
ffreater  power  of  resisting  famine,  either  by 
orawing  on  savings,  or  bv  borrowing,  or  by 
reduction  of  expenditure,  than  in  any  previous 
period  of  scarcity  of  like  severity.  "§ 

In  connection  with  all  that,  the  House 
will  remember  that  the  population  test — 
that  is,  the  effect  or  absence  of  effect  of 
famine  on  the  population — affords  evidence 
in  the  same  direction.  In  the  last  thirty 
years  the  population  has  increased  by 
70,000,000 — and  it  continues  to  in- 
crease at  a  rate  in  excess  of  any 
European  country,  except  Great  Britain 
and  Frussia.  Notwithstanding  the  losses 
from  famine  and  the  consequent  loss  of 
fecundity,  the  rebound  of  population 
immedi&tely  after  a  famine  is  most  extra- 
ordinary. The  most  striking  instances 
of  this,  which  I  remember,  are  furnished 
by  Bombay,  Madras,  and  Mysore.  In 
&>mbay  in  the  decade  1871-81  the  popu- 
lation increased  only  at  the  rate  of  1  per 

•  See  Memorandum  on  Results  of  Indian 
Administration^  page  27. 

t  lb.,  page  28. 

1  See  Secretary  of  State's  Despatch,  26th 
Febmary,  1860,  quoted  in  Beport  of  Famine 
Commission,  1880,  page  30. 

§  Quoted  in  Moral  and  Material  Progress  of 
India,  1897-8,  page  28. 


cent.,  but  in  the  following  decade  it  in- 
creased by  14  J  per  cent.  In  Madras,  in 
the  first  period,  the  population  decreased 
by  1*35  per  cent.,  and  in  the  second 
period  it  increased  by  15*58  per  cent.  In 
Mysore  the  population  decreased  in  the 
first  period  17*  19  per  cent.,  and  increased 
in  the  second  period  by  18*09  per  cent. 
This  shows  that  the  effect  of  a  famine  upon 
population  is  practically  non-existent  after 
an  interval  often  years.  Another  indication 
of  the  want  of  effect  of  famine  upon  the 
wealth  of  India  is  to  be  found  in  the 
revenue.  In  1894-5  the  revenue  was 
Rx94,814,000 ;  in  1895-6  it  had  risen  to 
Rx97,977,000.  Then  came  the  famine 
year,  when  it  fell  to  Rx93,586,000 ;  but 
in  the  very  next  year,  without  any  in- 
crease of  taxation,  and  with  a  good 
deal  of  remission,  the  revenue  rose  to 
Rx96,139,000.  In  addition  to  increased 
personal  prosperity,  the  capacity  of  the 
people  of  India  to  resist  famine  is  further 
assisted  by  the  elaborate  system  of 
Government  relief  in  the  famine-stricken 
districts,  and  by  the  enormously  improved 
means  of  communication.  I  was  very 
much  amazed  to  hear  so  irrational  a  view 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint,  as  when 
he  advocated  increased  expenditure  on 
canals  ratherthan  railways.  Why,  the  rail- 
ways have  been  the  salvation  of  the  country. 
Formerly  the  rate  of  communication  in 
India  was  ten  miles  a  day,  but  it  is  now  at 
the  rate  of  four  hundred  a  day,  and  at 
one-sixth  of  the  old  cost.  In  1877  four 
railway  lines  carried  4,000  tons  of  food 
per  day  into  the  famine  tracts — a  day's 
meal  for  seven  million  people.  I  do  not 
think  hon.  Members  will  suggest  that  the 
conveyance  of  food  to  save  an  immense 
population  from  famine  would  be  at  all 
adequate  but  for  the  railways  in  India. 
To-day  in  the  North- West  Provinces  and 
in  Oudh,  except  in  the  Himalayas  and  the 
hill  tracts  south  of  Mirzapore,  there  i* 
no  village  more  than  forty  miles  from  a 
railway  station.*  I  would  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  particularly  to  another 
important  result  in  the  extension  of  rail- 
ways. In  the  famine  of  1896  there  was  a 
uniform  level  of  prices  of  food  throughout 
India,  in  the  famine  districts  as  well  as  in 
other  parts.  That  fact  alone  would 
suggest  the  proposition  that  nowadays 
a  famine  in  India  is  not  a  local  food 
famine,  but  a  local  wage  famine.  We 
are  told  by  the  hon.  Baronet  who  proposed 

*  See   Memorandum  on   Results  of  Indian 
Administration,  page  22. 
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this  reeolution  that  one  o!  the  causes  of  i 
I  the  sufferings  of  the  pooplo  in  Fiidia  is  the  I 

abandonment  of  the  old  fashion  of  private  | 
[storage.     But  that  i^  a  phenomenon  that 

*  is  occurring  in  most  countries  of  the  world, 
and  18  only  an  indication  of  advanced  civi- 
lisation. The  hou,  Biironet  will  remember 
that  in  his  youth  in  Scotland  people  used 
to  lay  in  a  store  of  meal,  and  hung  up 
their  mutton  hams  from  the  rafters  in  the 
kitcheji,  against  the  isolation  of  winter, 
when  there  was  no  railway  or  any  other 

(assured    form    of     communication.      In 

*  many  parts,  both  in  England  and  Ireland, 
similar  precautions  had  to  lie  taken. 
Elsewhere  people  stored  footi  when  there 
was  a  danger  of  prolongeti  isolation  by 
war,  famine,  or  snow.  But  the  whole 
tendency  in  this  matter^  with  improved 
means  of  communication,  is  the  aliandon- 
ment  of  private  storage.  Take  the 
average  London  household.  Kot  many 
years  ago  the  thrifty  housewife  laid  in  an 

.  eighteen  months  supply  of  composite 
'  cantlles  ;  but  she  no  longer  does  so,  because 
she  knows  that  round  thecornershecanget, 
at  any  moment,  all  the  seasoned  CAndles 
she  wants.  Formerly  the  average  middle- 
class  Londoner  laid  in  a  store  of  wine, 
but  he  finds  no  jieceasity  for  that  nowa- 
days, because  he  knows  he  can  get  it  in  any 
quantity  at  the  stores.  It  is  the  same 
with  private  atomge  of  perishable  goods 
all  over  the  world.  The  one  exception  I 
have  heard  of  to  the  universal  law  is  in 
those  tracts  of  this  country  recently 
endowed  with  Sunday  closing,  where,  I 
underatand,  the  practice  has  grown  up  of 
storing  a  week's  supply  of  ardent  spirits 
for  one  day's— Sun  day  *s— consumption. 
The  point  is  that  railways  have  rendered 
private  storage  unnecessary.  In  India 
the  railway  which  takes  aw^ay  the  grain 
of  last  year's  crop  brings  it  back  as  easily ; 
and  why  should  the  cultivator  keep  his 
crop  at  the  risk  of  destruction  by  fire  or 
;  rats  when  he  can  take  advantage  of  the 
market  and  hold  his  crop  In  money,  which 
he  can  use  either  in  paying  his  debts 
or  in  lending  at  usury  to  his  friends  1 
The  hon.  Baronet  speaks  of  the  r^^-ot  of 
tonlay  as  if  he  were  still  down-trodden  by 
Mussulman  armies  and  obliged  to  store 
against  war  and  famine,  British  peace 
and  British  locomotives  have  changed  all 
that.  The  ryot  is  an  extremely  shrewd 
person*  He  reads  the  latest  market  quo- 
tations, printed  in  the  vernacular,  with 
quite  as  much,  or  even  greater,  interest 
than  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint  read  the 

Sir  Lewis  Mclver, 
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racing  tapes  at  the  Reform  Club. 
truth  is  that  storage  is  an  archaio  aii 
wasteful  practice  in  these  days  of 
turnover.  In  absolute  peace  the  ryot  ftm& 
far  more  profitable  to  sell  tis  crop  and  bi 
the  grain  for  food  as  he  wants  it.  I  rej^ 
to  have  occupied  the  time  of  the  Houae 
long.  [Hon.  MEAtBERS  :  No,  no  !]  Bui  I  mm 
bo  una  to  say  that,  taking  the  motion  SJt 
it  stands  on  the  Paper j  and  the  speecbcfi 
which  have  been  addressed  to  tt 
House  in  support  of  it^  I  caonot 
what  useful  purpose  a  motion  of  tl 
kind  can  serve,  unless  it  be  to  brii 
Indian  debates  in  this  House  into 
even  further  discredit.  Here  we  have 
been  having  a  futile  discussion  on  a 
state  of  thinga  which  is  non-existent,  wi 
a  view  to  obtaining  an  inquiry  whii 
has  already  been  made  over  and  ovi 
agivin.  I  contend  that  the  Govern  mci 
of  India  Ims  always  in  the  past  s\Tni 
thised,  and  does  now  sympathise  deepl 
with  our  Indian  fellow-subjects  in  tf 
sufferings  which  plague  and  famine  ba 
inflicteJ  upon  them,  and,  m  the  words  ef 
my  Amendment,  it  ''  may  be  safely  left 
to  that  Government  to  carry  out 
modification  of  the  land  tenure  a 
industrial  system  which  experience 
have  shown  to  bo  likely  to  mitigate 
eflfects  of  famine  and  epidemic  dis 
I  am  satisfied  that  they  ai-e  giving  tl 
most  anxious  care  to  the  matter,  and  I 
am  also  satisfied  that  the  people  of  Im 
know  this,  and  gratefully  appreciate 
I  am  not  one  of  those  who  hold  that  tl 
people  of  India  love  us,  but  I  know  thi 
they  believe  we  are  doing  our  best 
serve  them,  and  that  the  go^ernmei 
under  which  they  now  live  is  a  bet 
purer,  and  justcr  government  than  th^ 
have  ever  known.  I  am  perfectly  satisfii 
also,  that  there  is  no  desire  in  India  f( 
any  such  inquiry  as  k  suggested  by  tf 
hon.  Baronet.  If  any  proof  of  that 
wanted  I  should  like  to  refer  tlu» 
House  to  the  recent  extraordinary  and 
practically  unanimous  outburst  of 
loyalty  which  has  come  from  evi 
class  and  every  caste  of  India— f] 
Kajput  prince  to  Madras  ryot,  and  fi 
every  district  from  Peshawar  t<>  Ca[ 
^  Comorin,  In  private  and  in  public,  by 
spoken  and  written  word,  this  astonishit^^ 
and  practically  unsuspected  sentiment  h-^l 
found  the  most  unrestrained  expresaioi^^ 
and  this  from  a  population  whiehj  in  the 
last  few  years,  1ms  been  submitted  to  i 
pea  ted  and  combined  invasion  of  pL 
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pestilence^  and  famine  in  forms  and  of  a 
acverity  hitherto  unknown.  Under  these 
Gurcnmstances  no  one  need  have  wondered 
if  the  population  of  that  afflicted  de- 
pendency had  stood  gloomily  aloof ;  but 
instead  there  has  been  a  demonstration 
such  as  the  most  experienced  of 
Anglo-Indians  would  never  have  ven- 
tured to  predict.  And  that  fact  alone 
is  a  better  reply  to  the  charges 
of  extortionate  assessment  and  neglected 
duty  which  we  have  heard  of  to^lay  than 
any  amount  of  statistics  and  counter 
mrguments.  I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  my  name. 

*SiR  MAXCHERJEE  BHOWNAG- 
6REE :  I  rise,  Sir,  to  second  the  Amend- 
ment just  proposed  by  my  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  West  Edinburgh.  I  am  grati- 
fied that  the  appalling  calamity  which  has 
once  again  overtaken  the  poor  ryots  of 
India  is  made  the  subject  of  a  debate 
in  this  House,  although  it  is  not 
likely  that  the  motion  in  the  form 
in  which  it  is  submitted  for  con- 
flideration,  or  the  speeches  made  in 
support  of  it,  will  furnish  much  light 
and  leading  to  those  engaged  in  the 
administration  of  the  country,  and  whose 
duty  it  is  to  de\ise  methods  for  the 
prevention  of  future  famines.  Owing 
to  the  absence  of  a  meeting  at  the 
Mansion  House,  and  to  the  comparatively 
slender  response  made  to  the  Famine 
Relief  Fund  opened  by  the  Lord  Mayor, 
the  impression  was  gaining  groimd  both 
here  and  in  India  t^t  the  British  public 
was  at  present  too  much  engrossed 
in  the  operations  in  South  Africa 
to  take  sufficient  note  of  the  gigantic 
misfortune  from  which  our  Indian  fellow- 
subjects  were  suffering.  The  expressions 
of  genuine  sympathy  used  in  the  course 
of  this  debate  will  go  far  to  reassure  the 
poor  sufferers  that  the  British  nation  was 
neither  indifferent  to  their  woes,  nor 
obliyious  to  their  wants,  and  I  trust  the 
discussion  will  ser\'e  to  place  before  the 
public  here  such  full  information  on  those 
points  as  will  arouse  one  of  those  generous 
responses  which  Englishmen  are  always 
ready  to  make  to  the  piteous  cry  for  relief 
from  a  calamity  of  such  vast  magnitude. 
The  Amendment  proposed  by  my  hon. 
fric»id  is  well  calculated  to  sen'e  this 
purpose,  and  I  have  therefore  no  hesi- 
tation in  seconding  it.  Every  attempt 
made  to  protect  India  against  the 
Firitations    sf   famine,    by    any    means 


whatsoever,  is  entitled  to  the  sympa- 
thetic and  serious  attention  of  this 
House;  and  for  me,  especially,  it  is 
a  bounden  duty  to  carefully  study 
and  support  every  endeavour  to  find  out 
any  as  yet  undiscovered  causes  which 
are  calculated  to  suggest  preventive 
measures  against  their  recurrence.  In 
doing  so,  however,  one  has  to  recollect 
that  numerous  inquiries  by  Committees 
and  Commissions  have  already  been  made, 
embracing  the  whole  scope  of  the  causes  of 
the  famines  as  well  as  of  measures  for 
their  prevention.  Still,  any  new  sugges- 
tions that  might  be  offered  would  be  worth 
considering,  and  therefore  I  have  atten- 
tively listened  to  the  eloquent  speeches 
made  in  support  of  the  motion.  The  only 
ground  which  the  hon.  Baronet  who  moved 
it  could  urge  for  a  fresh  inquiry  was  that 
the  former  practice  of  storing  millet  or 
other  CTain  had  been  given  up  by  the  ryot, 
and  that  a  thorough  analysis  of  "the 
causes  of  the  abandonment  of  this  prac- 
tice on  data  suppb'ed  by  inhabitants  of 
villages  would  furnish  information  as  to 
why  the  cultivator  is  powerless  to  resist 
the  attacks  of  famine.  I  deny,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  that  is  a  sufficient   argu- 

^  ment  for  a  fresh  inquiry.  A  journal 
which  is  in  the  habit  of  reproiducing 
faithfully  the  hon.  Baronet's  >iews  ex- 
pounds his  argument  in  these  words — 
"Famine  is  universally  deplored,  but 
the  possibility  of  a  remedy  depends  on  our 
knowledge   of    Indian    poverty   and   its 

,  causes."  If  this  is  what  is  intended  by 
the  fresh  inquiry,  then  I  maintain 
there  is  no  adequate  case  made  out 
for  the  House  to  accept  the  motion. 
Inquiries  of  a  most  searching  and 
comprehensive  nature,  including  this 
point,  have  been  made  over  and  over 
again,  and  the  Library  of  this  House  is 
full  of  Reports  dealing  exhaustively  with 
the  whole  subject  of  famines,  their  causes 
and  their  remedies,  which  it  would  take 
half  a  lifetime  to  read  and  to  digest.  It 
is  often  urged  as  a  reason  for  a  "  village  " 
inquiry,  such  as  is  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Baronet,  that  the  British  administrator  is 
not  in  touch  with  the  masses  of  India, 
that  he  does  not  know  their  wants  and 
wishes  and  habits,  and  that  an  inquiry 
by  natives  from  natives  is  the  only  means 
of  arriving  at  the  elementary  truth  on 
these  points.  A  reference  to  the  Reports 
in  the  Library,  comprising  numerous 
statements  and  memoranda  on  these 
subjects  both  by  Englishmen  and  Indians, 
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official  and  non-official,  would  prove  that 
this  JH  not  the  case.     What  could  be  more 
full,  more    descriptive  of  the  economic 
condition  and   habits  and   necessities   of 
the  ryot,    than   the  results  embodied  in 
the  minutes  and  memoranda  of  men  like, 
say.  Sir  James  Peile,  who,  in  the  course 
of  their  long  careers  extending  over  thirty 
and  forty  years,  had  become  intimately 
acquainted  with  the  mode   of    life  and 
circumstances    of     the     ryots  ?      Again, 
Mr.   S{)eaker,    the  contributions  to  this 
vast  subject  by  intelligent  native  gentle- 
men  are  not  few.     I  nold  in  my  hand 
a  ])o6k  entitled  "  Progress  of  the  Madras 
Presidency    in    the    last   forty     years," 
by  Dewan  Bahdur  Srinivasa,   which  is  a 
very   mine  of  information   on   the   very 
subjects    on    which    a    fresh  inquiry  is 
sought.     The  author  is  a  highly-educated 
native  gentleman,  who,  having  served  for 
many    years    with     distinction    in    our 
service,  and  again  as  Minister  of  a  large 
native  State,  brings  to  his  task  the  com- 
bined  experience   of   British   and  native 
rule,  and  is  capable  of  expressing  opinions 
on  almost  every   subject  coimected   with 
such  an  inquiry.     The  present,  like  many 
previous  famines,    unfortunately  spreads 
over   extensive  areas  in  native    States. 
Their  enlightened  rulers,  such  as  the  Chiefs" 
of  Baroda  and  Junagadh  and  Bhavnagar 
and  other  territories,  are,  with  the  help  of 
their  own  intelligent  officers,  doing  their 
very  best  to  cope  with  the  suftcrings  of 
the  famine-stricken  poor.  In  these  Sttites, 
at  all   events,  if  not  within  the  British 
ten*iU)ry,  any   new  inquiry   on  the  lines 
now  suggeatwl  by  the  hon.  Rironet  would 
very  aiH)ii  be  instituted  if  it  was  felt  that 
there  was  any  new  cause  to  discover  or  a 
new  renunly  to  apply  in  onler  to  prevent 
and    eomlvjit    the    evil.      But    no    such : 
attempt  is  made,  or  even  suggested.     Nor  j 
is  there  any  call  mmle  fn^ni  any  quarter  • 
or  community  in  Indiii,  British  or  native,  ■ 
for  a  fresh  inquiry.     What  is  wanted  is  I 
imnuHliato    action,    not    inquiry.     It    is  . 
admit  tinl    gonorally,  and  on   lK)th   sides  . 
of    the    House    it    is    often    suggesteil, 
that  an  etisy  means  to  postpime   action 
on   jiscertainixl    or   evident    facts    is   to 
onler    a    fn»sh     inquiry.       While     the 
dilatory  inquiry  lasts,  thi^e  whi^e  duty 
it  is  to  act  tind  it  convenient,  in  fact  are 
oalKnl  u|x>n,  to  slacken  their  active  and  ; 
n^sjx^nsible  functions  in  that  a^iuuvtion. 
Wo  have  Wfon*  us  alnvuly  all  the  large 
disi*ussions  n^lating  to  the  oausi^s  and  nnue- 
dies  of  famines  in  their  various  Ix^irings. 

Sir  Manchrrjef  hhoxrmo^tt. 


There  is  the  much-debated  qnestioii  of 
land  assessments,  the  scarcely  less  contro- 
versial one  of  irri^tion,  and,  mon 
important  than  any,  the  question  ol  tke 
elementary,  agricultural,  and  indufltriil 
education  of  the  masses.  All  these  awiit 
solution  in  actual  practice  in  a  greats  or 
lesser  degree.  Especially  with  regard  to 
the  last-named,  the  educational  questioiu 
there  is  a  consensus  of  opinion  whidi 
makes  immediate  activity  possible.  In 
looking  over  a  good  deal  of  the  famina 
literature  to  which  I  have  referred,  I  find 
numerous  competent  authorities,  both 
English  and  Indian,  advocating  the  spread 
of  agricultural  instruction  and  <»  tlie 
elementary  education  of  the  maaaes. 
They  all  strongly  advocate  tht 
extension  of  industrial  training 
It  has  been  urged  against  me,  since  1 
first  mooted  in  tnis  House  the  question  of 
industrial  and  technical  education,  that  it 
had  grown  into  a  "  hobby  "  with  me.  Be 
that  as  it  may,  the  position,  to  my  mind, 
is  plain  with  regard  to  its  bearing  on 
the  famine.  In  a  country  where  90  per 
cent,  of  its  vast  population  is  engagjBCi  in 
agricultural  occupations  and  others  sub- 
sidiary thereto,  no  wonder  that  the  fink 
touch  of  famine  or  even  scarcity  makes 
them  helpless.  When  the  land  denies  ita 
sustenance,  vast  niunb^^  of  the  people 
succumb.  Is  it  not  time  some  meana 
were  adopted  to  lighten  this  burden  upon 
the  soil  1  If  we  could  withdraw  even  a 
small  percentage  of  this  population  from 
entire  dependence  on  agricultural  occapsr 
tion,  ana  divert  it  to  other  pursuits, 
we  should,  on  the  one  hand,  lessen  thi 
pressure  on  the  soil,  and,  on  the  other; 
enhance  the  power  of  the  proportion 
so  ^^ithdrawn  to  increase  the  wealtk 
of  the  coimtry  by  working  at  men 
profitable  and  less  uncertain  induatriei^ 
and  thus  augmenting  the  purchasinj 
capacity  of  the  poorer  classes.  These  are 
remedies  which  require  not  any  furtha 
inquiry,  but  immediate  action  on  the  part 
of  the  administrators  in  India.  In  the 
face  of  these  facts,  to  order  some  vague 
research  to  ascertain  new  causes  ci  the 
famine  would  not  only  be  a  fruitleai 
task,  but  imply  a  reflection,  if  not  a 
reproach  or  censure,  on  our  Viceroys  and 
Governors  and  responsible  officers^  both 
European  and  native.  It  would  be  tan- 
Uimoiuit  to  telling  them  that  they  had, 
diu-ing  the  long  period  of  our  nile  id 
India,  failed  to  find  out  even  those 
elementary     causes     of     faminea^    ttid 


1105 


The  Famine 


{3  April  1900} 


India. 


IIOS 


neglected    to    adopt    the    equally    easy 
means  of  preventing  thein  which,  to  the 
advocates  of  the  motion,  seem  to  lie  on  the 
surface.     Surely  the  House  will  express 
no    such  opinion    or    accept   the  grave 
responsibility  of  pronouncing  such  a  cen- 
sure.    What  it  has  to  do  is  to  express 
approval  of  the  manner   in  which   the 
supreme  and  provincial  Governments  in 
India  have    tried  to  grapple  with    the 
calamity,    and  particularly   to  show  its 
appreciation  of  the  efforts  of  Lord  Curzon 
to  deal  with  the  larger  questions  I  have 
enumerated,  especially  that  relating  to 
industrial  education.     For  these  reasons, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  consented  to  second 
the  Amendment  in  preference  to  giving 
my     support    to     the    motion.       As    I 
stated    at    the    commencement    of     my 
speech,  I  am  glad  that  this  discussion  has 
taken  place,  as  it  will  not  only  convey 
to  the  distressed  people  of  India  a  mes- 
sage   of    hearty   and   ample    sympathy 
from   the  English  nation  in   their  sore 
trial,  but  will  impress  on  the  latter  the 
great    extent    of     the    suffering    which 
awaits  succour.     I  trust  the  Lord  Mayor 
may  yet  see  his   way  to   convening  a 
public  meeting;  and,  further,  that  Her 
Majesty's   Grovernment  will,    on    recon- 
sideration, feel  justified  in  appealing  to  this 
House  to  make  an  Imperial  grant.    There 
may  be  considerations  against  granting 
such  a  Vote.     There  might  be  the  fear  of 
creating  a  precedent.      But  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  House  would  be 
called  upon  to  vote  such  a  grant  are  ex- 
ceptionid,  and  this  is   not  the  time   to 
minutely  weigh   such    considerations    in 
the  face   of   so  grave  a  disaster.      All 
possible  objections  can  be  well  guarded 
against  by  allowing  it  to  be  explicitly 
understood  that  the  grant  was  an  offer  to 
India  of  British  sympathy  in  a  time  of 
exceptional  trouble,  and  any  such  Vote 
need  not  form  a  precedent  in  future.     If 
such  a  grant  is  proposed,  I,  for  one,  would 
heartily  support  it.     I  beg.  Sir,  to  second 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed — 

«'  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That/  to  the 
end  of  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*  thifl  House,  while  deeply  sjrmpathising  with 
its  Indian  fellow-subjects  in  the  sufferings 
which  pla^n^e  and  famine  have  inflicted  upon 
them,  IS  of  opinion  that  it  may  safely  be  left  to 
the  Government  of  India  to  carrv  out  any 
modification  of  the  land  tenure  and  industrial 
system  which  experience  may  have  shown  to  be 
likely  to  mitigate  the  effects  of  famine  and 
epidemic  disease.' "—<iSir  Letms  Mclver,) 


Question  proposed,  "That  the  words: 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the. 
Question." 

♦Mr.  MACLEAN  (Cardiff) :  The  mover- 
and  seconder  of  the  Amendment  have 
treated  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member- 
for  Banffshire  as  if  it  were  equivalent  to« 
a  vote  of  censure  on  the  Indian  adminis- 
tration. I  have  listened  carefully  to  the 
conciliatory  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Banffshire,  and  I  heard  nothing '  that 
was  not  moderate  and  reasonable.  He 
certainly  did  not  attempt  in  any  way  to- 
find  fault  with  the  Indian  administration. 
We  all  acknowledge  that  the  Indian 
Government  is  doing  an  exceedingly  good 
work  in  coping  with  the  famine.  We  all 
say  that  the  labours  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment are  devoted,  with  the  most  self-^ 
denying  efforts,  to  saving  millions  o£ 
people  from  a  cruel  death  by  starvation. 
What  we  do  complain  of  is  that  it  has-, 
become  too  much  the  habit  of  the  Indian 
Government  and  of  the  India  Office  to- 
treat  any  famine  as  an  act  of  God  for 
which  nobody  was  responsible,  and  as  if 
there  were  no  deep  causes  which  bring 
about  famines  of  this  kind,  and  that  those 
causes  ought  not  to  be  inquired  into  with 
the  view  to  providing  a  permanent 
remedy  for  this  deplorable  state  of  things^. 
My  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Bethnal 
Green  said  there  was  no  need  for  further 
inquiry. 

♦Sir  MANCHERJEE  BHOWNAG- 
GREE  :  I  said  it  had  been  made  over  and 
over  again. 

♦Mr.  MACLEAN  :  And  that  there  are 
volumes  and  volumes  in  this  House  of  the 
experience  gained  by  these  Commissions.. 
But  is  there  not  an  inquiry  now  going  on 
by  means  of  a  Royal  Commission  ?  We 
know  that  a  Commission  has  been  sitting 
for  many  years.  It  has  lasted  nearly  as 
long  as  the  walls  of  Troy  or  the  trial  of 
Warren  Hastings,  and  if  we  may  believe 
the  rumours  that  reach  us,  it  is  going  to 
present  some  feeble  and  futile  report,  show- 
ing that  it  is  inadequate  to  deal  with  the 
great  problems  committed  to  its  charge. 
The  India  Office  is  an  admirable  institu- 
tion, but  it  seems  to  me  to  take  a  far  too 
optimistic  view  of  its  own  administration 
of  India.  During  the  past  few  years  we 
have  had  all  sorts  of  calamities  in  India 
— ^plague,  famine,  pestilence  and  war  have 
all  claimed  their  victims  in  thousands  and 
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tens  of  thousands — ^but  all  that  does  not 
idisturb  the  serenity  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India.  He  comes 
down  here  and  takes  a  rosy  view  of  the 
.state  of  affairs  there.  He  surveys  the 
whole  area  of  his  administration,  and  pro- 
nounces it  to  be  very  good.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Wol- 
verhampton has  often  given  this  House 
_proofs  of  the  very  sincere  and  earnest 
sympathy  he  feels  with  the  people  of 
India,  and  has  gained  himself  great 
honour  on  that  account,  but  I  am  not  in- 
clined to  go  all  the  way  with  him  when  he 
comes  down  here  and  pronounces  the 
Gk>vernment  of  India  to  be  the  discreetest, 
wisest,  and  virtuousest  and  best  Gk)vem- 
ment  that  ever  existed.  We  do  not  expect 
to  get  much  enlightenment  from  the  Indian 
Gk)vernment  on  this  question.  Do  we  ever 
guess,  is  there  ever  any  means  of  guessing, 
what  is  the  state  of  public  opinion  out 
there  1  My  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  West 
Edinburgh  spoke  of  the  recent  display  of 
loyalty  in  India,  but  everybody  knows 
that  the  offers  of  help  were  made  by  the 
Indian  princes,  who  owed  to  us  the 
security  of  their  immense  dominions,  and 
by  wealthy  citizens  in  the  great  towns 
who  had  grown  prosperous  under  our 
rule.  The  great  bulk  of  the  population 
held  entirely  aloof  from  any  movement 
of  that  kind.  Public  opinion  no  longer 
exists  in  India.  There  is  no  freedom  of 
speech  out  there.  After  a  frontier  war,  a 
couple  of  years  ago,  when  all  India  was 
ringing  with  censure  of  that  inglorious 
campaign,  one  public  servant  had  the 
temerity  to  come  forward  and  re-echo 
those  criticisms  at  a  public  meeting,  and 
immediately  the  Government  of  India 
issued  a  ukase,  saying  that  any  public 
servant  who  presumed  to  criticise  his 
superiors  in  that  way  would  be  publicly 
censured  by  the  Government. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  Hear,  hear ! 

♦Mr.  MACLEAN  :  That  is  the  kind  of 
regime  the  noble  Lord  is  prepared  to 
defend;  and  how  can  we  hear  free 
criticism  when  that  goes  on  ?  Why,  the 
public  servants  of  India  used  to  be  proud 
of  their  freedom  and  independence,  and 
now  we  have  an  absolute  prohibition  of 
anything  like  freedom  of  speech.  Instead 
of  that  we  get  copious  telegrams  of  great 
tours  by  the  Viceroy  of  India.  These 
come  to  us  every  day  in  the  news- 
papers,   and   we    have    speeches    which 
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are  distinguished  by  too  frequent  and 
too  self-complacent  references,  I  think 
to  the  perfect  wisdom  and  virtue  of 
the  Government  of  India.  That  is  the 
sort  of  expression  of  public  opinion  that 
comes  to  us  from  that  country.  The 
other  day  the  Viceroy  made  a  speech — a 
very  eloquent  speech,  as  usual — in  which 
he  said  that  the  first  and  greatest  duty 
of  the  Government  of  India  was  to  make 
the  people  committed  to  their  charge 
more  contented,  more  prosperous,  aoMl 
happier  people  than  they  were  before, 
and  this  sentiment  came  at  the  end  of  a 
speech  in  which  he  announced  that  five 
millions  of  that  happy  people  were  de- 
pendent on  the  Government  for  relief, 
and  were  hovering  on  the  verge  between 
life  and  death,  and  that  it  was  a  great 
problem  how  the  population  could  be 
maintained  in  that  way.  Well,  1  think 
all  these  statements  do  not  represent 
public  opinion  in  India  in  the  very  least 
We  have  to  go  further  to  feel  what  is  the 
condition  of  that  people,  and  what  are  the 
true  causes  of  what  my  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  Banffshire  calls  the  extreme 
impoverishment  of  the  people  of  that 
country — of  the  ereat  agricultural  popu- 
lation who  form  the  bulk  of  the  people  of 
India.  Many  specious  arguments  have 
been  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Edinburgh  to  show  that  the  people  of  India 
are  very  much  better  now  than  they  used 
to  be.  I  returned  to  India  after  an 
absence  of  twenty  yeai-s,  and  I  must  say 
that  one  thing  that  struck  me  most 
forcibly  was  the  listless,  apathetic  and 
really  despairing  attitude  of  the  people 
in  the  face  of  the  many  calamities  which 
have  overtaken  them.  The  element  of 
hope  which  consoles  us  in  so  many  mis- 
fortunes was  absent,  they  had  ceased  to 
believe  in  the  power  of  the  British 
Government.  Their  state  of  misery  was 
intense,  and  they  had  nothing  to  look 
forward  to.  What  are  the  causes 
that  lead  to  this  lamentable  state  of 
affairs  ?  What  is  the  true  economic  state 
of  India  1  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  first 
of  what  I  think  are  the  real  causes  of  that 
impoverishment.  First  of  all,  I  think  it 
lies  in  the  heavy  taxation  of  the  people. 
The  salt  tax  is  oppressive,  and  the  land 
tax  is  even  a  greater  burden  on  the 
people.  One  often  hears  the  objection 
raised  by  official  optimists  with  regard  to 
the  land  revenue  that  it  is  not  a  land  tax 
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at  all,   and  that  it  is  only  rent. 
this   distinction   is   merely  a  play  upon 
words.     The  money  is   taken   from   the 
people  whether  you  call  it  rent  or  tax. 
Vou  take  £30,000,000  a  year  from  them 
in  the  name  of  land  revenue.     On  looking 
at  the  statistical  abstract  I  found  that  the 
land  revenue  has  increased  by  <£3,000,000 
a  year,  and  except  in  times  of  famine  it 
is  never  lower,  and  then  only  temporarily. 
That  is  a  very  bad  thing  for  any  Govern- 
ment to  do.      The  State  is  the  worst 
absentee  landlord  you  could  possibly  find 
anywhere.     A  great  landlord  takes  a  large 
rent  from  his  farmers,  but  he  spends  a 
^reat  deal  of  money  on  the  land.     It 
comes  back  to  the  land  in  one  shape  or 
another,  but  the  State  that  collects  the 
rent  takes  the  money  away  from  the  land 
and  spends  it  in  warlike  preparations  or 
in  maintaining  the  India  Office  on  an  ex- 
travagant scale,  and  it  does  not  come  back 
to  the  land.     The  farmers  are  cruelly  im- 
poverished by    the  abstraction    of    this 
enormous  amount  of  money  every  year. 
It  is  abo  the  case  that  all  the  resources  of 
India  may  be  said  to  be  mortgaged  to 
this  country.      I  know  it  is  urged  that 
India     must     be    prosperous     because 
there    is    a    very    active    trade    being 
carried    on    with    that    country.      You 
say,  "  Look  at  the  enormous  imports  and 
exports  and  the  quantity  of  treasure  that 
pours  into  India.     All  that  means  that 
the  people  must  be  much  better  off  than 
formerly."    That  is  all  beside  the  actual 
position  of  the  cultivator  of  the  country. 
The  truth  is  that  all  the  great  businesses 
in  India  are  carried  on  by  Englishmen. 
All  the  shipping  trade  is  in  the  hands  of 
Englishmen,   and   all    the    railways   are 
managed  by  Englishmen.     All  the  banks 
are   in    the   hands   of  Englishmen,   and 
nearly  all  the  great  industrial  institutions 
of  one  kind  or  another  are  in  the  hands 
of  Englishmen.     We  have  perfect  armies 
of  men,  either  in  the  Government  service 
or  in  individual  enterprise,  all  flourishing 
out  there,  drawing  high  salaries,  all  saving 
large  portions  of  their  salaries,  and  trans- 
mitting portions  of  their  savings  regularly 
to  England.     Look  at  what  India  pays  to 
this  country  for  home  charges — that  is, 
for    extravagant    interest    on    railways, 
which   this   country   would   never   have 
stood  for  a  moment— in  comparison  with 
the  enormous  rates  paid  to   the   share- 
holders  in  Irulian  railways.     Thoy  have 
to  pay  these  home  charges  for  railways, 
for  the  Army,    for  the  India  Office  and 
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one  thing  or  another,  to  the  amount  of 
£19,000,000  sterling  a  year.  If  you  add 
all  that  to  the  savings  of  private  indi- 
viduals coming  to  this  country  you  make 
up  a  sum  of  something  like  £30,000,000 
a  year  which  comes  to  England,  and  for 
which  India  gets  no  return  whatever. 
The  export  trade  is  £100,000,000 
sterling.  Nearly  one-third  of  that 
trade  is  transported  to  England  for 
the  quittance  of  the  duties  of  India,  and 
no  return  is  made  to  India  at  all.  That 
is  a  great  drain  on  the  country,  and 
produces  necessarily  the  serious  im- 
poverishment; of  the  people.  One  famine 
comes  upon  another  and  finds  the  people 
still  more  and  more  unable  to  deal  with 
them.      They   live    from  generation   to 

feneration  the  mere  slaves  of  the  usurer, 
'hat  is  the  condition  of  India  as  it  now 
presents  itself  to  us.  During  my  own 
recollection  we  have  had  five  famines  in 
India,  and  this  is  the  worst  of  all.  How 
is  it  that  we  have  no  other  famines  in  the 
Queen's  dominions  ?  I  do  not  forget  the 
terrible  famine  in  Ireland  sixty  years 
ago.  That  famine  caused  a  great  political 
and  commercial  revolution  in  this  country. 
It  broke  up  old  political  parties.  It  con- 
verted Sir  Robert  Peel  to  froe  trade ;  and 
not  only  that,  but  it  opened  the  eyes  of 
Englishmen  to  the  actual  condition  of 
Ireland,  and  we  have  had  legislation 
passed  during  the  last  fifty  years  which 
has  transferred  an  immense  amount  of 
property  from  the  landlord  class  to  the 
tenants,  and  also  a  great  deal  of  the 
social  and  political  influence  they  formerly 
wielded  in  Ireland.  I  do  not  say  that 
the  position  in  India  is  analogous  to  what 
took  place  in  Ireland,  but  it  is  in  some 
respects  even  worse.  The  people  of  Ire- 
land could  go  over  the  seas,  but  the  poor 
people  of  India  do  not  like  to  go  abroad. 
They  shudder  at  going  over  the  sea,  and 
they  are  shut  in  on  the  land  side  by 
the  barbarous  legislation  of  the  Ameer 
at  Cabul.  They  have  nothing  to  look 
forward  to  and  nothing  to  hope  for.  I 
know  it  may  be  said  that  I  am  talking 
vainly,  and  that  the  whole  mind  of  the 
country  is  now  entirely  absorbed  in  the 
South  African  war,  for  which  we  voted 
£60,000,000  without  a  moment's  hesita- 
tion. Is  it  not  time  that  we  aroused  our- 
selves to  what  we  owe  to  other  parts  of 
Her  Majesty's  dominions  1  Would  it  not 
be  a  terrible  thing  if  we  were  to  run  the 
risk  of  losing  what  is  a  far  more  precious 
possession  to   us,    I    mean   the   mistery 
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of  i^sia,  while  we  are  struggling  for 
the  mastery  in  South  Africa  1  I  hope 
the  people  of  this  country  will  awake  now 
to  a  sense  of  their  duty  in  this  matter, 
and  will  fulfil  the  obligations  they  owe  to 
the  oldest  and  noblest  of  our  possessions 
— a  possession  which  has  brought  into 
the  lap  of  England  during  the  last 
hundred  years  countless  millions  of 
treasure,  and  is  far  more  valuable  to  us 
than  all  the  self-governing  colonies  put 
together. 

.*Siii  HENRY  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  I  am  not  going  to  be 
tempted  into  a  discussion  of  the  merits 
or  demerits  of  the  Government  of  India. 
That  is  hardly  the  question  before  the 
House  ;  but  I  should  be  prepared  at  any 
other  time  my  hon.  friend  may  select  to 
argue  that  question,  and  I  should  be 
interested  to  hear  him  prove  from 
history  that  there  ever  was  in  India 
(I  might  say  in  Asia)  at  any  time 
a.  Government  so  humane,  so  just, 
and  so  impartial  ■  —  any  Government 
which  did  so  much  to  promote  the  moral 
ajid  physical  condition  of  the  people  as 
the  Government  of  Great  Britain  in 
India.  The  motion  introduced  to  the 
notice  of  the  House  in  two  temperate 
speeches  by  the  mover  and  seconder  of  this 
motion  has  reference  to  the  existing  state 
of  affairs  in  India  in  connection  with  this 
appalling  f  imine.  I  ?m  sure  that  those 
who  have  in  times  past  conveyed  to  the 
people  of  India  the  impression  that  there 
is  in  the  House  of  Commons  a  feeling  of 
i  idifferenee  to  the  best  interests  of  India, 
and  that  whenever  any  Indian  question 
i :  raised  the  House  immediately  empties, 
will  now  be  able  to  report  that  in  the 
presence  of  this  great  calamity  and 
sorrow  an  interest  is  shown  on  both 
sides  and  by  all  sections  of  the 
House  in  discovering  the  wisest  and 
best  and  most  generous  course  to  be 
a  \oi)ted  m  the  emergency.  The  motion 
w  lich  has  been  submitted  to  the  House 
as!:8  that  "a  searching  inquiry  should  be 
i^Htituted  in  order  tj  ascertain  the  causes 
w'lich  impair  the  cultivators'  power  to 
it^^ist  the  attacks  of  famine  and  plague, 
iiixd  to  suggest  the  best  preventive 
m  asures  against  future  famines."  As  I 
have  already  said,  so  far  as  sympathy  is 
concern  3d,  we  are  all  at  one  with  the 
mover  and  seconder  of  this  motion,  but 
wlut  we  have  to  ask  ourselves  is,  what  is 
to  be  the  nature  of  the  inquiry  which  is 
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i  proposed,  and  also  what  is  the  tribuiud  by 
j  whom  that  inquiry  is  to  bo  conducted  t 
I  take  the  last  clause  of  the  motion  first 
I  have  read  a  great  deal  about  Um 
'  responsibility  of  the  Government  of  India 
with  respect  to  the  causes  of  this  famine. 
I  can  conceive  some  arguable  points  in 
I  the  first  part  of  the  motion,  but  I  cannot 
I  for  the  life  of  me  see  where  the  Govem- 
:  ment  can  l>e  brought  in  as  responsible  for 
the  famine.  I  understand — perhaps  I 
I  may  be  corrected  if  I  am  wrong — ^that 
!  the  cause  of  the  famine  is  the  failure  of 
'  the  rain.  It  is  the  failure  of  the  monsoon. 
i  If  the  same  copious  rains  had  fallen 
during  the  last  three  years  as  India 
i  enjoyed  diu-ing  the  preceding  fifteen 
years  there  would  have  been  no  famine, 
and  if  the  Government  of  India  is  not  to 
be  praised  when  there  is  a  good  monsoon 
it  cannot  be  blamed  when  there  is  a  bad 
monsoon.  Is  anybody  prepared  to  say 
that  if  the  rainfall  had  been  the  same 
during  the  last  three  or  four  years  in  the 
famine-stricken  districts  of  India  there 
would  have  been  anything  like  the  famine 
which  now  exists]  The  Hon.  Mem1>er  for 
Flintshire  has  dwelt  on  three  causes  which 
he  held  that  the  Gk>vernment  were  re- 
sponsible for,  and.  which  he  thinks  con- 
tributed to  this  deplorable  state  of  things. 
His  principal  point  was  with  reference  to 
irrigation.  I  think  that  the  House  will 
be  agreed  as  to  two  points.  First,  that 
certainly  up  to  Lord  Lytton's  Govern- 
ment there  was  some  neglect  in  India  with 
reference  to  irrigation  works ;  and, 
secondly,  tliere  lias  been  a  ver}'  great 
extension  of  irrigation  works  during  the 
last  twenty  or  twenty-five  years ;  and  it 
is  not  fair  in  dealing  with  what  is  going 
on  to-day  to  apply  either  the  facts,  the 
reasoning,  or  the  arguments  which  might 
have  been  powerfully  applied  a  few  years 
ago.  I  am  hejirtily  at  one  with  my  hon. 
friend  in  reference  to  irrigation  works. 
I  should  like  to  correct  an  error  into  which 
my  hon.  friend  has  fallen.  It  is  said  that 
pressure  has  been  put  upon  Secretiiries  of 
State  by  the  railway  interest  in  this 
country.  Personally  I  have  never  been 
conscious  of  any  pressure.  I  can  tell  my 
hon.  friend  that  the  chief  guilty  person 
with  reference  to  the  pressure  on  the 
Indian  Government  for  the  construction  of 
railways  when  I  was  in  office  w.is  myself. 
I  have  been  a  great  believer,  and  1  am 
still  a  great  believer,  in  railway  works 
and  railway  extension  throughout  India  ; 
and  there  is  no  part  of  the  mAAe  Lord's 
•   miiq^J  ...... 
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administration  with  which  I  have  a 
deeper  sympathy,  and  to  which  I  give  a 
stronger  approval,  than  the  way  in  which 
he  has  carried  out  that  policy,  which  was 
not  an  easy  policy  to  initiate,  but  which 
I  think  he  has  carried  out,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  Lord  Elgin  and  Lord  Curzon,  to  a 
great  and  successful  extent.  But  there 
is  a  limit  to  irrigation  works.  You 
have  to  consider  the  lie  of  the  land,  the 
facilities  for  obtaining  water  and  getting 
rid  of  it  so  as  not  to  create  a  swamp. 
I  do  not  wish  to  weaken  the  force  of  | 
my  hon.  friend's  argument  on  that 
point.  If  there  is  a  possibility  in  I 
any  part  of  India  of  extending 
irrigation  works  it  is  the  duty  as  weu  | 
as  the  interest  of  the  Indian  Government 
to  extend  those  works,  and  I  believe  they 
are  keenly  alive  to  the  importance  of  this 
policy.  One  of  the  grievances  which  , 
have  been  mentioned  is  with  reference  to 
the  settlement  of  the  land  and  what  is 
called  the  heavy  taxation  which  India  has 
to  pay  in  the  shape  of  land  revenue.  The 
last  speaker  has  referred  to  official ! 
optimism,  and  he  implied  that  there  was  ' 
a  great  deal  of  nonsense  talked  with  re- 
spect to  the  land  tax  being  really 
nothing  more  than  revenue.  I  do  not 
know  whether  my  hon.  friend  will  charge 
the  late  Mr.  Fawcett  with  being  an  official 

2>timist.     I  think  if  any  Member  of  this 
ouse   was  more   distinguished    for  his 
independent    interest   in    the   affairs   of 
India,    and    his     undying    hostility     to 
the  Government  of   India,   it    was    the 
late    Mr.    Fawcett.      But    that    states- 
man    declared    that     the     Government 
of    India    exercises    over  a  great    por- 
tion     of    the    soil    the    same   rights    of 
property    as    those    which   the   English 
landlord  exercises  over  his  own  estate. 
He  also  stated  that  the  Government  in  ' 
India  takes  the  place  of  individual  land- 
lords, and  the  cultivators  of  the  soil  rent ! 
their  land  from  the  Government  instead 
of  from  private  landowners.    That,  clearly,  ' 
is  not    taxation,    but  it  is   rent.      Mr.  ! 
Fawcett  goes  on  to  say — 

•*  Those,  therefore,are  completely  in  error  who 
(^noie  the  acrgregate  amount  of  taxation  which  , 
is    raised    in  India   in    order    to  prove  how  | 
heavily  the  people  of  the  country  are  taxed,  i 
At  least  twenty  millions  per  annum  is  raised  in  ' 
India  by  the  land  tax.     ...    It  would  be  as 
unreasonable  to  consider  the  amount  raised  as  ' 
a  burden  laid  on  the  people  of  India  as  it  | 
would  be  to  consider  the  whole  of    the  rent 
paid  to  English  landlords   in  tliis  country  as 
an  impost  levied    on    the  cultivators  ot   the 
soU." 


That  is  Mr.  Fawcott^s  opinion.  I  have 
proof  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cardiff  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire that  so  far  from  taking  60,  80,  and 
in  some  cases  100  per  cent,  of  the  gross 
produce,  the  Government  never  take  more 
than  from  4  to  8  per  cent.  Sir  John 
Sti-achey  says — 

"  The  British  Government  never  takes  more 
than  a  fixed  share,  varying  in  different  parts  of 
India  from  4  to  8  per  cent." 

— 8  per  cent,  was  the  maximum,  and  I 
believe  that  the  amount  has  been 
reduced — 

"  of  the  gross  value  of  the  produce,  and  for 
many  years  the  tendency  h  us  been  to  diminish 
the  share  of  the  State  and  to  leave  a  large 
proportion  to  the  private  ryot." 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH:  I  quoted 
from  a  letter  which  appeared  in  The 
Times  as  to  the  proportion  of  the  rent 
taken  from  the  landlords,  the  amount 
being  12  J  per  cent. 

♦Sir  henry  FOWLER  :  The  original 
tenant  may  sublet  the  property;  he  is 
the  tenant  of  the  State ;  and  his  rent 
is  all  that  the  State  receives  from 
him.  The  hon.  Gentleman  held  up  for 
our  admiration  the  settlement  in  Bengal, 
and  he  wishes  that  all  the  land  in  India 
was  settled  as  in  Bengal.  But  surely  my 
hon.  friends  know  the  history  of  the 
Bengal  settlement.  Lord  Cornwallis  was 
then  the  Viceroy,  and  he  held  the  opinion 
that  the  greatest  benefit  which  he  could 
introduce  in  the  land  system  of  India 
was  the  land  system  of  England,  and  his 
object  was  to  create  great  territorial 
landlords,  the  zemindars,  who  would 
pay  a  fixed  rent  to  the  State,  and 
become  the  intermediate  owners  of  the 
land,  levying  their  own  rents.  Nearly 
ninety  yeai  s  ago  Lord  Cornwallis  carried 
out  the  settlement  of  Bengal.  **  This 
settlement,"  said  Sir  John  Strachey, 

"  had  been  described  as  one  of  the  most  un- 
fortunate but  l)e8t  intentioned  plans  that  ever 
ruined  the  country.  Millions  of  revenue  are  lost 
every  year  with  no  compensating  advantage, 
and  the  time  will  come  when  the  intelligent 
portion  of  the  community  in  India  will  ai)pre- 
ciate  the  fact  that,  in  consequence  of  an 
arrangement  ignorantly  made  a  century'  ago, 
the  richest  class  in  the  richest  province  of  the 
Empire  bears  far  less  than  its  just  sh  ire  of 
public  burdens." 

As  far  as  my  memory  serves  me,  and  I 
went  into  the  question  once  with  gnuit 
care,  and  after  considering  the  subject,  I 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  sums  put 
into    the    pockets    of    the  zem\\vda.\^  <^\ 
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Bengal,  money  paid  hy  the  people  and 
not  going  to  the  Government  of  India, 
wa3  about  ten  millions  sterling.    I  believe 
that  the  rental  of  Bengal  when  I  was  in 
ottice  was  alx>ut  fourteen  millions,  whereas 
the  land  revenue  paid  to  the  State  was  a 
little  over  three  millions.      I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  recognise  as  one  of  the  caiLses  of 
famine  in  India  the  absence  of  the  Bengal 
settlement  throughout  the  rest  of  India  ; 
it  has,  like  the  Irish  land  question,  been  the 
occasion  of  perpetual  conflict  between  the 
ryots   and   the   wealthy   zemindars   who 
are    the   owners.      It    is  said  that  this 
settlement  is  being  screwed  up.      It   is 
very  easy  to  say  so  ;  but  the  increased 
payment   has  come  from  increased  land 
brought  into  cultivation  every  year.   This 
is  a  grievance  which  has  always  been  com- 
plained of,  and  the  hon.  Member  who  moved 
the  Amendment  explained  it  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Punjab.     Calcutta,  Madras, 
Bombay,  and  other  large  towns  are  much 
like  the  towns  in  this  country.     Land  is 
constantly  coming  into  use  for  building 
purposes,  and  naturally  the  State  claims 
an    addition     to    its     rental     once     in 
thirty     years .  upon     this     land,     which 
was     originally     arable     land     in    the 
neighbourhood  of   large   towns.      When . 
such  land  is  brought  into  the  market  and 
is  let  for  building  purposes,  when  its  value 
increases   40,    50,  and   100   per  cent.,  I 
think  the  settlement  otticers  would  not  be 
doing   their  duty  if  they  did  not  claim  •• 
increased  revenue  in  respect  to  that  land. 
All  these    circumstances  must  be  taken 
into    account    before   any    contrast    can 
fairly  be  drawn.    I  am  of  opinion  that  the 
measures   to  prevent   famine   have  been  \ 
the     subject     of     exhaustive      inquiry,  i 
If     anyone     has    taken    the    trouble   to 
read      the      report       of      that      great  I 
Indian  civilian.  Sir   Anthony  Macdonell,  1 
with   respect     to     the   famine  of    1897,  i 
he  would  see  that  the  gn'atest  experience,  | 
a]>ility,  and   administrative   power   have  i 
])een  brought  to  bear  on  the  solution  of  I 
the   question.     The   Government   would 
be  ill-advised  if  they  commenced  another 
inquiry      which     must     necessarily     be 
entrusted  to  men  of  equal  standing  and 
experience  as   those   who   have  already 
described  what  they  thoueht  best  to  be 
(lone.     This  famine  is  indeed  an  awful 
famine ;  but  what  would  it  have  been  if 
th(i  recommendations  of  the  great  Famine 
Commissions  had  not  been  carried  out, 
and  if  the  Famine  Fund  had  not  been  in 
ijxistcuce  1     I  admit  that  the  burden  on 

Sir  Ilrnnj  Foxdcr.  -  •  • 


India  is  enomi^iis.  I  think  tbe  figma 
which  the  Viceroy  gave  in  his  last  speech 
are  some  of  the  gravest  figures  I  have 
ever  rea^l  in  connection  with  IndiJ^  for 
he  points  out  the  ultimate  loss  to 
India  totally  irrespective  of  the  loss 
ff»r  the  year.  But  admitting  that  to 
the  full,  is  India  suffering  the  heavy  taxa- 
tion of  which  my  hon.  friend  oomplaiiu  1 
My  hon.  friend  complains  of  the  sdt 
duty  ;  so  do  I.  It  is,  indeed,  one  of  the 
saddest  features  of  the  finances  of  this 
year  that  but  for  the  famine,  with  a 
surplus  of  seven  crores,  it  would  have 
been  in  the  power  of  the  Grovemment  of 
India  to  make  a  considerable  reduction 
in  the  salt  duty.  But  I  must  demur  to 
the  complaint  regarding  the  charge  of 
interest  upon  capital  advanced  to  India. 
\Miy,  it  is  English  capital  mainly  that 
has  made  India,  and  at  the  time  the 
great  railways  were  made  5  per  cent,  was 
not  an  extravagant  rate  of  interest.  Bat 
it  is  many  a  long  day  since  anything  like 
that  rate  has  been  guaranteed  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  Indian  ioans. 
^V^lethe^  the  rate  is  low  or  hidi, 
it  is  English  capital  that  enabled 
India  to  construct  those  works,  and 
they  are  bound  to  pay  for  that  as 
for  any  other  article  that  came  into 
the  market.  I  doubt  whether  in  re- 
cent years  more  than  three  per  cent, 
interest  on  loans  has  been  paid  by  the 
Government.  When  there  is  not  sufficient 
capital  to  construct  these  railways  the 
money  is  drawn  from  England,  Europe, 
and  the  United  States  of  America.  I 
shoidd  like  to  touch  upon  one  other 
question  and  make  an  appeal  to  the 
Government.  My  hon.  friend  has  iu*ged 
the  necessity  of  increasing  public  sub- 
scriptions. I  hope  the  Famine  Fmid 
initiated  by  the  Lord  Mayor  will  meet 
with  a  more  generous  response  than  it  has 
hitherto  received,  but  that  does  not  seem 
to  me  to  meet  the  whole  state  of  the 
case.  A  subscription  is  charit\\  The 
burden  of  this  heavy  famine  is  falling  on 
the  taxation  of  India.  That  taxation 
would  in  the  absence  of  the  famine  have 
been  materially  reduced,  and,  I  hope, 
the  expenditure  also.  But  I  want  to  put 
it  to  the  House  that  as  a  nation  we  owe  a 
duty  to  India  as  a  great  branch  of  our 
Empire.  A  subscription  is  not  a  national 
act.  A  Voto  of  the  House  of  Commons  is 
a  national  act.  A  Vote  of  the  House  of 
Commons  is  a  contiibution  of  every  tax- 
payer in  the  country,  and,  as  India  has 
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80  promptly  and  generously  responded  to 
the  appeals  made  to  her  at  this  crisis  on 
l>ehalf  of  the  Empire,  I  think  the  Empire 
should  do  something,  not  in  return,  ])ut 
in  acknowledgement  and  in  reciprocation 
of  the  feeUng  of  sympathy  which  India 
has    so    marvellously    displayed.       The 
official  answer  of  the  Treasury  would  be, 
**  We  are  in  the  midst  of    a  war  ;     we  , 
want  all  our  taxation."     Yes  ;  but  never- 
tleless    we    are   at   the   high   tide   of   a 
national  prosperity  which  has  never  been 
reached  before.     Some  fourteen  or  fifteen 
clays  ago  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  \ 
told  us  that   he  expected   an   enormous  \ 
increase  in  the  revenue  this  year,   which  , 
he  estimated  at  £116,003,000  sterling. 
On  the  31st  of  March  we  find  that  the 
amount      has     approached    upwards    of 
£120,000,000.      A    nation     >Ahich     can  j 
pour     into      the     national     excheijuer, 
unexpected      by      its      guardian,      and  i 
without     any     increase     of      taxation,  , 
as   the    natural   result   of  its   legitimate 
commercial     prosperity,     so     large      an 
increase  upon  its  income  as  the  difference  i 
between  116  millions    and  120  millions 
sterling,  is  a  nation  that  can  afford  to  be  : 
generous.    I  know  that  a  private  Member 
has    no     right     of     initiation     on     this  | 
question,   and    it  is   wisely    so,  because 
proposing    a    graiit     of      money     rests 
exclusively  upon  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment.     I     am     sure     I     am      speaking 
the   feeling  of  a   large   majority   of  the 
taxpayers  in  desiring  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  their  sympathy  with  India  in 
her  present  trouble.  The  moral  advantage 
of  such  an  act  would  far  outweigh  the  mere 
amount  of  the  sum  voted.  There  are  fortifi- 
cations and  defences  much  stronger  than 
either  arms  or  artillery,  and  I  believe  we 
should  strengthen  our  hold  on  India,  and 
strengthen  our  Empire  in  India,  which  I 
believe  to  be  an   unspeakable   boon    to 
India  as  well  as  a  great  advantage   to 
this    country,    if    in    this    hour  of    her 
suffering     we     held    out    our    hand    in 
generous  sympathy,  and  made  an   out- 
ward,  visible,  enduring  manifestation  of 
that  sympathy  which  India  would  never 
forget. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  I  am  sure 
both  sides  will  agree  that  the  time  of 
the  House  could  not  have  been  better 
occupied  than  in  discussing  a  motion 
which  gives  general  expression  to  the 
sympathy  which  we  all  feel  for  India  in 
her  hour  of  distress.  The  only  jarring 
note  in  the  discussion^  I  regret  to  say, 


came  from  the  lion.   Member  for  Cardiff, 
who    indulged   in    a   wholesale    diatribe 
against  the  Indian  Government  and  its 
methods   of   administration,  but  did  not 
make      one     single      useful     suggestion 
for  a  remedy,  except  that  the  Secretary 
of    State    ought     to    encourage     insul)- 
ordination    amongst    his    officials.     This 
visitJition   is    the   most   serious  which,  I 
believe,  has  occurred  during  the  present 
century.    It  embraces  a  territory  of  some- 
thing like  450  square  miles,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  perhaps  61  millions  of  people. 
There   are  at   the   present   moment   five 
millions  of  people  engaged  on  relief  works, 
and   this   is  likely  to  increase  until   the 
middle  of  June.    But,  sad  as  the  situation 
is,  there  are  redeeming  features  associated 
with  it.     In  the  first  place,  thanks  to  the 
admirable  provisions  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment, I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  mortality 
is    much     less     than     occurred     in    the 
corresponding  season  of  the  famine  of  189?. 
In  some  districts  the  rate  of  mortality  is 
little  above  the  normal  rate  of  the  average 
year ;  and  I  am  also  glad  to  say  that,  owing 
to  the  increase  of  railway  communication, 
which   the    hon.    Member  for  Flintshire 
seems     to     question,      food      in     most 
districts    is    cheaper  than  it   was    three 
years    ago,     when     there    was     a    less 
serious  famine.     Moreover,  ihe  attitude 
of  the  people  le.ives  practically  nothing  to 
be  desired.     They  are  struggling  with  a 
courage  and  resignation  which  they  havo 
never  shown  before,  and  I  believe  this  is 
because   they  have   the   knowledge  that 
behind  them  they  have  the  support  of  the 
financial   resources   of   the   Government. 
Now  the  first  motion  seems  to  imply  that 
there  has  bee  \  some  deterioration  in  the 
material  condition  of  the  community  at 
large  in  India,  and  that  they  have  lost 
some  of  their  old  power  of  resisting  these 
visitations.     Year  after  year,  in  the  dis- 
cussion   which    takes    place    upon     the 
financial  statement  connected  with  India, 
I  hear  a  number  of  statements  made  by 
certain  hon.  Members  all  of  which  tend 
to  prove  that  the  material  condition  of 
India    is    deteriorating.     Now     is     that 
true  1    There   are    certain    tests    which 
admittedly  prove  the  progress  of  a  com- 
munity or  nation  in  prosperity.     If  these 
tests  are  generally  applical)le,  India  can- 
'  not  ])e  excluded  from  their  operation.     If 
,  you  find  a  population  increasing  and  simul- 
j  taneously  therewith  an  increast;   of  con- 
;  sumption   and   of   productive    power,    if 
there  is  a  general  \mYco\eYek&\v\.\».^^'sa» 
!  and    in    tYie    \\o\ia^^io\"^    ^q^v^xel^x^X*    ^V 
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the  great  mass  of  the  people,  if  year  by 
year  they  make  more  and  more  use  of  the 
implements  which  a  civilised  Govern- 
ment gives  them  —  post  office,  tele- 
gi'aphs,  .railways,  and  post  office  sa\dngs 
hank — if  in  every  one  of  these  direc- 
tions there  is  a  continuous  increase, 
it  shows  that  the  country  is  in  the 
main  advancing  in  prosperity.  If  these 
tests  are  applied  to  India  I  do  not  think 
anybody  could  doubt  that,  although  she 
may  be  thrown  l>ack  l)y  the<?e  grievous 
atfiictions  from  time  to  time,  still,  in  spite 
of  them,  she  docs  advance  in  material 
prosperity.  The  beginning  and  the  end 
of  this  and  other  famines  in  India  is 
drought.  If  any  hon.  Gentleman  who  is 
interested  in  India  \y\\\  take  the  trouble 
to  look  at  a  map  showing  the  density  of 
the  population  throughout  that  continent, 
and  then  to  look  at  a  map  which  showed 
the  varying  rainfall  in  that  continent,  he 
will  find  that  those  two  maps  are  almost 
identical.  It  is  rain  alone  which  enables 
the  cultivator  to  live.  From  time  im- 
memorial India  has  been  subject  to 
famines  owing  to  drought.  In  the  first 
few  years  after  the  (xovernment  of  India 
was  transferred  to  the  Crown  a  number 
of  famines  occurred.  There  was  a 
famine  in  Orissa  in  1866,  when  a  million 
people  died  from  actual  starvation,  and 
not  from  disease  or  other  consequences  of 
scarcity  of  food.  There  was  a  serious 
famine  in  1868  in  the  North- West 
Provinces.  There  was  a  famine  in  1874 
in  Bengal,  and  a  famine  which  lasted 
nearly  eighteen  months  a  few  ye^rs  after- 
wards, in  1877  over  a  considerable  portion 
of  Bombay  and  Madras.  The  result  of  the 
experience  of  these  famines  was  that  it 
has  brought  home  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  duty  of  mitigating 
these  visitiitions  must  be  under- 
taken l)y  the  Government,  because 
they  alone  can  perform  it.  In  conse- 
quence a  Famine  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed which  laid  down  cei'tain  princi- 
ples which  experience  had  proved  to  be 
sound.  The  fii*st  principle  they  laid  down 
was  that  there  was  no  one  year  in  which 
there  was  not  sufficient  food  for  the  whole 
cont'nent  of  India.  The  necessary  thing, 
therefore,  was  to  improve  communications. 
It  has  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  MemlKU"  for  Banffshire  that  the 
storage  of  grain,  as  carried  on  in  the  days 
of  old,  should  be  encouraged.  There  are 
two  reasons  why  that  practice  has  been 
departed  from.     The  first  reason  is  that 
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in  the  old  days  the  population  knew 
that  if  a  scarcity  occurred  in  their  locality 
they  would  have  to  depend  upon  than- 
selves  for  their  food,  and  thereJFore  they 
stored  it.  Now  they  know  that  tlie 
Government,  with  the  agencies  behind  it^ 
\vill  take  care  that  food  is  imported  into 
that  district.  The  second  reason  why 
they  stored  food  was  that  there  was 
then  a  lack  of  means  of  transport  and 
locomotion.  All  that  is  now  changed, 
and  I  quite  agree  that  it  would  be  aovis- 
able,  if  possible,  to  get  the  cultivators  of 
certain  districts  to  store  food  more  than 
they  do  at  present.  I  think,  however, 
they  have  an  effective  reply.  They  mi^t 
say  that  if  they  could  get  a  good  price  for 
their  produce  in  a  good  year  it  is  as  well 
that  they  should  have  the  advantage  of 
that  price,  and  that  when  a  famine  came 
they  would  be  «il)le  to  supply  themselves 
with  the  proceeds  of  what  they  had  sold 
before.  The  agriculture  of  India  occupies 
80  per  cent,  of  the  whole  population. 
Let  hon.  Members  think  what  that 
means.  Supposing  that  in  any  part  of 
England  80  per  cent,  of  the  population 
were  suddenly  deprived  of  all  means  of 
occupation,  what  distress  would  it  not 
create  !  As  my  hon.  friend  pointed  out, 
the  great  difficulty  which  the  Indian 
Government  have  to  contend  \»nth  is  not 
a  famine  of  food,  but  a  famine  of  wages. 
Over  a  considerjible  part  of  the  west  of 
India  no  rain  falls  and  then  there  is  a 
cessation  of  the  employment  of  80  per 
cent,  of  the  population  in  that  enormous 
area.  If  those  who  take  an  interest  in 
the  matter  were  to  analyse  the  classes 
who  came  upon  the  relief  works  they  would 
find  that  in  the  majority  of  instances 
they  consist  not  of  cultivators,  but  that 
they  are  largely  made  up  of  labourers. 
One  difficulty  is  of  a  religious  character. 
In  innumerable  cases  men  possessed  of 
very  considerable  herds  of  cattle  have  lo$t 
them  altogether  by  refusing  to  sacrifice 
any  portion  of  them  in  order  to  save  the 
remainder.  Not  only  is  that  the  case, 
but  men  who  have  gone  into  the 
districts  in  question  and  tried  to  piu'chase 
cattle  have  been  compelled,  on  account 
of  the  animosity  which  such  a  proceeding 
aroused,  to  vacate  those  districts  and  give 
up  the  idea.  The  prol)lem  with  which 
the  Indian  Government  has  to  deal  is  one 
which  it  is  difficult  to  bring  home  to  the 
minds  of  gentlemen,  such  as  those  who 
compose  the  British  House  of  Commons, 
accustomed  to  move  among  communities 


1121 


Th^  Famine 


{3  April  1900} 


in  India, 


1122 


with  diversified  occupations.  The  relief 
works  which  have  been  started,  their 
classification,  and  the  employment  which 
they  have  given  have  been  enormously 
appreciated  by  those  who  have  gone  to 
tnem.  It  is  worthy  of  note  that  in  those 
parts  of  India  which  were  visited  by 
famine  in  1897  and  in  the  present  year 
the  people  came  rather  more  readily  than 
in  those  districts  which  have  now  been 
visited  by  distress  for  the  first  time.  It 
has  been  suggested  that  the  Government 
might  largely  increase  their  expenditure 
upon  irrigation.  The  hon.  Mem})er  for 
Flintshire  has  quoted  a  speech  of  Mr. 
John  Bright  on  this  subject.  He  is  not,  per- 
haps, aware  vrhat  is  the  sequel  to  that  speech. 
Mr.  Bright,  influenced  by  Sir  Arthur 
Cotton,  made  a  violent  attack  on  the  Indian 
(lovemment  when  1  was  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  on  the  ground  that  they 
deliberately  preferred  the  construction  of 
railways  to  irrigation,  because  they  were 
urged  by  military  considerations.  Adopt- 
ing Sir  Arthur  Cotton's  view,  Mr.  Bright 
maintained  that  by  the  expenditure  of  a 
much  less  sum  we  could  render  India 
absolutely  free  from  famine  by  the  exten- 
sion of  irrigation  works.  At  that  time  the 
India  Office  was  in  some  little  trouble  as 
to  the  principle  which  should  regulate 
further  expenditure  on  public  works.  I 
myself  moved  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
inquire  into  that  question,  which  sat  for 
two  years.  Sir  Arthur  Cotton  came  up, 
and  gave  expression  to  his  views,  but 
there  was  not  a  single  man  on  the  Com- 
mittee who  supported  his  contention.  It 
was  self-evident  to  everybody  that  if 
irrigation  was  to  succeed,  the  supply  of 
water,  on  which  the  irrigation  works 
depended,  must  be  independent  of  the  local 
rainfall.  WTierever  we  had  great  rivers, 
as  we  had  in  the  Punjab,  or  in  the  south- 
east watershed,  spreading  over  an 
enormous  area,  we  might  safely  rely  on 
a  supply  of  a  water,  and  irrigation  works 
might  there  have  paid  enormously,  but  in 
other  parts  of  India  irrigation  works 
have  not  paid  at  all.  There  is  not  a  single 
irrigation  work  of  any  size  which  proved 
profitable  in  the  province  of  Bombay. 
Therefore  it  has  l>een  ascertained  that  there 
are  only  a  limited  number  of  areas  in  India 
in  which  irrigation  carried  out  in  accord- 
ance with  any  large  scheme  could  have 
any  prospect  of  real  success.  Lord 
Curzon  has  increased  the  annual  siun  to 
be  devoted  to  irrigation.  The  Govern- 
ment wish  in   every  way  to  encourage 


the  villagers  and  the  local  authorities  to 
construct  small  irrigation  works  and 
tanks.  In  an  ordinary  drought  such 
reservoirs  of  water  are  useful,  but  in  the 
present  drought  many  of  them  are  dry. 
In  one  case  a  large  tank  which  has  been 
full  almost  from  time  immemorial  could 
only  be  put  to  some  use  by  ploughing  it 
up  and  sowing  it.  Whilst,  therefore,  it 
was  considered  desiral)le  to  give  effect  to 
the  wish  for  irrigation,  ao  far  as  possible, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  it  was  not  a 
panacea  against  a  drought  of  the  kind 
with  which  the  Government  have  to  con- 
tend. On  the  other  hand,  railways  are 
useful  in  time  of  plenty  as  well  as  in 
time  of  scarcity.  If  it  had  not  been  for 
the  railway  extension  which  has  taken 
place  during  the  last  twenty  years 
the  people  would  have  died  by 
tens  of  millions  on  the  present  occasion.  ■ 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cardiff  has  complained  of  the  great 
dividends  which  shareholders  in  these 
railways  obtain.  I  think  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  ever  looks  at  prices  in  the 
stock  list  in  this  country,  he  will  find 
that  shareholders  are  getting  considerably 
better  dividends  on  the  railways  con- 
structed here  than  on  those  which  have  . 
been  made  in  India.  A  good  deal  of  the 
speeches  that  have  been  made  have  been 
devoted  to  the  question  of  land  assess- 
ment, and  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint 
has  reproduced  several  of  the  arguments 
and  figures  which  a  well-known  Bengal 
gentleman,  Mr.  Romesh  Dutt,  recently 
used  in  a  speech  delivered  by  him  as 
president  of  the  National  Congress.  Mr. 
Dutt  is  a  gentleman  who  has  served  with  ' 
distinction  in  the  Indian  Civil  Service. 
I  have  the  pleasure  of  his  acquaintance. 
I  have  communicated  \dth  him  on  various 
matters,  and  when,  therefore,  I  saw  that 
Mr.  Dutt  had  made  definite  statements 
of  fact  in  order  to  show  that  the  land  ■ 
assessments  in  certain  parts  of  India 
were  too  high,  I  at  once  paid  the 
most  careful  attention  and  gave  the  most 
careful  investigation  to  these  figures  and 
statements.  I  do  not  know  where  he  got 
his  figures  from,  but  I  regi-et  to  say  that 
they  are  erroneous  so  far  as  Bengal 
is  concerned.  His  contention  was  in 
favour  of  the  permanent  settlement, 
which,  he  said,  in  Bengal  had  pre- 
served the  cultivators  and  the  occupiers 
from  famine.  That  is  not  the  case.  In 
my  own  recollection  there  have  been 
two  most  serious  famines  in  Bengal^  a.wd: 
on  ])oth  occasions  t\\^  ^iOTv^\\Aftxv  c>\.  >O^Qfa>!^ 
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under  the  permanent  settlement  was  in  no 
degree  better  than  that  of  those  who  were 
in  the  neighbouring  districts  which  were 
only  temporarily  settled.  Then  Mr.  Dutt 
asserted  that  rents  were  low  in  Bengal 
and  never  exceeded  one-sixth  of  the  gross 
produce,  or  about  1 6  per  cent.  I  cannot 
understand  what  induced  Mr.  Dutt  to 
make  that  statement.  I  have  myself  laid 
Blue-books  on  the  Table  of  this  House  in 
reference  to  the  permanent  settlement  of 
Bengal.  The  condition  of  the  ryots  under 
the  permanent  settlement  in  Bengal  is  not 
necessarily  satisfactory.  They  pay  the 
highest  rents  of  any  land  occupiers  in  the 
whole  of  India,  and  the  State  gets  the 
smallest  amount  of  land  revenue  from 
them.  I  have  made  inquiries,*  and  have 
been  informed  that  so  far  from  the  rents 
representing  only  16  percent,  of  the  gross 
produce,  the  grain  produce  rents  in  Bengal 
m  most  cases  were  over  51  per  cent.,  and 
even  went  up  to  66  per  cent,  of  the  gross 
produce.  Mr.  Dutt  seemed  to  think  that 
in  the  Central  Provinces  the  Government 
of  India  were  exacting  an  exorbitantly 
high  land  revenue.  I  am  very  reluctant 
to  dogmatise  as  to  what  is  and  what  is 
not  a  reasonable  land  revenue,  and  I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  say  that  in  the 
past  we  might  not  here  and  there  have 
placed  the  land  assessment  too  high. 
But  the  rules  and  principles  which  have 
been  laid  down,  and  which  regulate  the 
revenue  officers,  are  framed  in  a  spirit 
of  justice  and  equity,  and,  so  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  make  inquiry  and 
investigation,  in  comparing  the  land 
revenue  of  British  India  with  the  land 
revenue  of  the  native  States,  in  the  great 
majority  of  instances  the  land  revenue  of 
the  adjoining  native  States  is  assessed 
higher  than  that  of  British  India.  What 
occurred  in  the  Central  Provinces  was  not 
that  the  assessment  was  put  too  high,  but 
that  it  was  put  up  rather  too  suddenly. 
The  railroads  in  the  Central  Provinces 
brought  immense  prosperity  to  those 
countries.  Prices  rose  enormously,  and 
there  was  a  corresponding  increase  in  cul- 
tivation ;  and,  therefore,  when  a  fresh 
settlement  was  made  a  short  time  back,  a 
very  considerable  increase  was  made 
upon  the  previous  assessment.  I  do  not 
think  it  was  too  high,  but  I  do  think  its 
introduction  should  he  gradual,  so  that 
the  cultivators  and  the  owners  might 
adapt  themselves  to  the  altered  condi- 
tions. The  hon.  Member  for  Banffshire 
has  drawn  attention  to  the  indebtedness 
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of  the  ryots.  That  is  a  most  puzdibg 
question.  The  assumption  of  the  hon. 
Member  is  that  this  indebtedness  largely 
arises  from  their  heavy  assessment,  which 
they  cannot  pay  without  borrowing,  and, 
consequently,  they  get  into  the  hands  of 
the  money-lenders.  That  is  not  my 
view.  In  the  first  place,  if  the  land 
assessment  were  so  heavy  as  to  afford 
the  occupier  little  chance  of  a  livelihood, 
the  money-lender  would  not  advance  him 
money,  as  there  would  be  no  proper 
security.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  those 
parts  where  the  land  assessment  is  excep- 
tionally light  in  proportion  to  the 
gross  produce,  the  occupiers  and 
the  owners  are  more  heavily  indebted 
than  in  those  places  where  the  land 
assessment  is  heavier.  Mr.  Nicholson,  a 
Madras  civilian,  has  given  great  attention 
to  the  subject  of  land  banks.  His  proposals 
have  been  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Madras  Government,  and  have  been  for- 
warded to  the  Supreme  Government  for 
criticism.  AMien  the  papers  are  com- 
plete, I  will  gladly  lay  them  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  because  if  we  could  at  all 
contrive  to  establish  a  good  system  of 
land  banks  we  should  confer  an  enormous 
benefit  on  the  occupiers.  Mr.  Nicholaoa 
obsen^es  that  the  Indian  agricultural  com- 
munity borrowed  because  they  could 
borrow  without  gi\'ing  any  thought  as  to 
how  they  would  repay  or  reduce  the  loan. 
I  think  it  will  be  found  that,  in  the 
various  parts  of  India  where  the  land 
assessment  is  very  light  and,  therefore, 
where  the  security  is  good,  the  occupiers^ 
and  the  owners  are  more  in  the  hands  of 
the  money-lenders  than  where  less  security 
exists.  In  the  Punjab  the  increase  in  the 
value  of  land  is  absolutely  phenomenal 
Forty  years  ago  the  number  of  years* 
purchase  of  land  revenue  was  nine, 
and  it  has  actually  gone  on  rising 
and  rising  until  now  it  is  seventy 
years'  purchase  of  the  land  revenue. 
During  the  same  period  the  area 
of  cultivated  land  in  the  Punjab 
has  very  greatly  increased,  and  yet  the 
increase  of  indebtedness  has  become  such 
a  social  and  political  danger  that  we  are 
now  considering  the  desirability  of  lem- 
lation  to  prevent  its  further  growth.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Wolverhampton  made  an  appeal  to  the 
Government  that  a  large  grant  should  be 
made  from  the  Treasury  for  the  assistance 
of  the  Indian  Government.  The  position 
of  affairs    between   the   two    Treasuries 
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since  I  have  been  responsible  for  the  India 
Office  is  this.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  always  been  ready,  if  the 
credit  of  India  was  impaired,  or  if  they 
had  any  difficulty  in  raising  the  funds 
necessary  for  meeting  the  famine,  to  come 
to  our  assistance.  But  what  is  the 
financial  position  of  India  at  the  present 
moment  1  If  we  had  had  a  normal  year 
last  year,  India  would  have  had  a  realised 
surplus  of  over  five  millions  sterling, 
and  notwithstanding  the  very  heavy  ex- 

rmditure,  which  I  cannot  now  estimate, 
think  there  is  every  reasonable  prospect 
that  we  shall  have  a  surplus  this  year. 
If  a  grant  were  given  by  the  Treasury  as 
proposed,  how  is  it  to  be  dealt  with  1 
The  funds  collected  by  the  Lord  Mayor 
are  only  supplemental  to  the  Government 
expenditure.  They  do  not  relieve  the 
Government  from  one  farthing  of  liability 
or  responsibility.  The  object  of  these 
private  subscriptions  is  that  they  should 
be  put  in  the  hands  of  committees  dis- 
sociated from  the  Government  and  be 
applied  to  purposes  outside  the  sphere  of 
Government  operations — that  is  to  say, 
they  are  purely  charitable  contributions. 
Can  the  Treasury  advance  to  the  Indian 
Government  a  very  large  sum  of  money  to 
be  applied  to  charitable  purposes  ]  Is 
not  that  rather  a  startling  precedent  to 
establish  ]  If  we  find  that  we  cannot 
fulfil  the  obligations  we  have  taken  upon 
ourselves — that  is,  to  find  food  for  all 
who  wanted  it  and  work  for  all  who 
came  for  it — then  I  think  we  ought  to 
apply  to  the  Treasury  for  a  grant.  But 
I  tnink  I  ought  to  go  some  way  towards 
meeting  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  One  great  difficulty,  when 
this  drought  is  over,  will  be  to  set  the 
farmers  of  the  west  of  India  on  their  feet 
again,  because  so  many  of  them  have  lost 
a  considerable  part,  if  not  all,  of  their 
cattle.  I  have  been  in  communication 
with  the  Viceroy,  and  I  think  it  would 
be  advisable  if  we  were  to  consider 
whether  we  could  not  somewhat  extend 
the  principle  of  advances  which  are  made 
to  cultivators.  If  any  considerable  sum 
is  thus  required  by  way  of  advances,  and 
if,  owing  to  the  stringency  of  the  Indian 
market,  there  should  be  difficulty  in  ob- 
taining it,  I  have  no  doubt  we  will  con- 
sider whether  we  cannot  obtain  in  that 
shape  some  help  here. 

Mr.    MACLEAN :    Lend  the  money, 
not  give  it. 


*L0RD  G.  HAMILTON :  Yes,  we  will 
lend  it,  and  not  give  it.  That  possibly 
will  get  over  one  of  the  main  difficulties 
which  faces  us.  Beyond  that  I  do  not 
think  that,  at  the  present  moment,  it  will 
be  reasonable  to  expect  me  to  go.  There- 
fore the  main  objects  upon  which  the 
Government  of  India  will  concentrate 
their  attention  for  the  future  will  be,  in  the 
first  place,  to  continue  to  develop  the 
railway  system.  I  will  try  to  see  if  it  is 
possible  to  dissociate  railway  finance 
from  Government  finance,  and  I  hope,  in 
developing  the  railway  system,  to  give  a 
great  impetus  to  small  light  railways,, 
which  can  l>e  constructed  at  comparatively 
small  cost,  and  are  most  useful  feeders  to 
the  trunk  lines.  In  the  next  place  we 
will  continue  to  push  irrigation  and  tc^ 
pay  particular  attention  to  those  smaller 
works  which  can  be  constructed  over  a 
great  part  of  the  famine-stricken  districts^ 
vVe  will,  in  addition,  do  everything  we 
can  to  try  to  vary  and  diversify  the 
occupations  of  the  Indian  people.  So 
long  as  eighty  per  cent,  of  the  population 
are  dependent  on  agriculture,  whenever 
these  visitations  come  there  must  always- 
be  great  distress.  With  that  object  I 
I  will  keep  in  mind  what  my  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  North-east  Bethnal 
Green  is  always  pressing  upon  us — 
the  development  of  technical  and 
industrial  education  in  place  of  the 
purely  literary  education  which  now 
so  largely  prevails  in  the  higher  stan- 
dards of  education.  These  are  objects- 
for  which  we  can  all  combine,  no  matter 
how  much  we  differ  from  one  another 
upon  other  ''remedies,  and,  if  we  will  so> 
co-operate,  I  think  we  ought  to  be  able 
to  push  them  gradually  through  the 
various  stages  of  progress  and  realisation. 
There  is  one  most  gratifying  feature  in 
connection  with  the  exertions  of  oiu* 
officials  in  India.  From  everywhere  I 
hear  that  the  contact  of  the  officials  of 
the  Government  who  have  been  called 
upon  to  fight  against  plague  and  famine 
\vith  the  people  on  whose  behalf  they  are 
working  is  producing  the  most  satisfac- 
tory results,  because  it  is  bringing  home 
to  the  great  mass  of  the  community  in  a 
way  that  is  unmistakable  the  benevolent 
intentions  and  policy  of  the  rule  which  ia 
over  them.  And  when  the  famine  is  over 
the  experience  so  gained  will  be  utilised 
for  the  purpose  not  only  of  improving  our 
machinery  for  dealing  with  these  excep- 
tional emergencies,  but  also  for  improv\\\%. 
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the  industrial  and  agricultural  systems  of 
India  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  each  re- 
curring period  of  prosperity  a  fresh  con- 
tributing force  in  the  mitigation  of 
distress.  My  hon.  friend  who  moved  the 
Amendment  spoke,  I  think  justly,  of  the 
extraordinary  enthusiasm  which  the  Indian 
people,  in  spite  of  their  troubles,  have 
shown  in  our  success  in  South  Africa. 
India  in  the  hour  of  her  trial  has  put  her 
own  distress  for  the  time  being  on  one 
side  in  order  to  show  her  sympathy  and 
interest  with  Great  Britain  in  the  struggle 
imposed  on  us  in  South  Africa,  and, 
therefore,  I  think  that  we  have  not  only 
a  duty,  but  a  debt  to  discharge  in  pushing 
on  as  rapidly  as  we  can  the  restoration 
of  prosperity  to  India. 

♦Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  (Yorkshire, 
W.R.,  Barnsley) :  I  would  not  have 
ventured  to  intervene  in  this  debate  were 
it  not  that  I  had  the  opportunity  of 
learning  from  officials  in  India  in  January 
last  the  steps  which  were  being  taken  to 
cope  with  the  terrible  famine  which  is 
afflicting  that  country.  I  travelled  from 
Calcutta  to  Bombay,  and  the  route  which 
I  took  was  through  some  of  the  most 
famine  stricken  districts,  and  I  found  that 
the  distress  from  which  the  people  were 
suffering  was  of  the  most  pitiable  charac- 
ter. But  I  am  bound  to  testify  to  the 
zeal  and  devotion  with  which  the  officials 
in  India  are  endeavouring  to  cope  with 
this  terrible  affliction  which  is  devastating 
the  country.  From  the  Viceroy  down  to 
the  lowest  official  all  are  endeavouring  in 
every  possible  way  to  relieve  the  distress 
and  to  save  the  multitudes  inhabiting  the 
•  famine  stricken  areas  from  death  and 
starvation.  I  question  whether  there  is  one 
other  Member  in  the  House  at  present  who 
has  been  to  India  and  has  seen  with  his 
own  eyes  the  terril)le  distress  which  is 
now  afflicting  that  great  dependency  of 
the  British  Crown.  Therefore  I  venture 
to  think  that  it  is  not  inappropriate, 
having  seen  with  my  own  eyes  the 
terrible  sufferings  of  our  fellow  subjects 
in  India,  that  I  should  make  an  appeal  to 
the  Government  in  support  of  the  conten- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  friend  the  Member 


for  East  Wolverhampton  that  we  should 
give  a  grant  in  aid  out  of  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer of  this  country  to  India  to  aasiit 
her  in  this  the  hour  of  her  great  distaren 
:  and  suffering.     Is  it  not  a  fact  that  we 
!  gave  out  •  f  the  Imperial   Exchequer  a 
sum   of   eight   millions   for  the  relief  of 
distress    in    Ireland    during    the    great 
I  famine  1    It  is  only  the  other  day  that  we 
relieved  Egypt  from  an  obligation  to  pay 
'  us  £1,100,000,  and  last  session  we  gave 
a  grant  in  aid  to  the  West  Indies.     I  do 
not  quarrel  with  all  this  or  with  the  grant 
I  given  to  India  as  a  contribution  towards 
I  the  cost  of  the  Afghan  war  ;  but  I  appeal 
I  to  the  Government  and  to  hon.  Members 
I  on  both  sides  whether  it  would  not  be  a 
I  graceful  act— fin  act  which  would  bring 
:  contentment  and  peace  to  India  and  whi<£ 
\  would  bind  together  the  populations  oi 
I  India  and  this  country — if  we  were  now 
I  to  give  a  generous  grant  in  aid  to  relieve 
'  the  distress  in  India.     The  Secretary  <rf 
j  State  for  India  questioned  as  to  how  such 
!  a  grant  could  be  applied.     I  venture  to 
suggest  that  it  could  be  applied  to  relieve 
the   suffering  cultivators   of   the   soil  in 
India  from  the  payment  of  one  year's  rent 
or  to  relieve  them  for  a  term  from  the 
oppressive  salt  tax.     I  do  not  care  how 
it    is  applied  as  long  as  it  is   applied. 
I  must  say   that  if  there  is  one  thing 
above    all    others     which    this     famine 
has    shown    it    is    the     great     blessing 
that  government  by    this   country  is  to 
the   Indian   Empire.      In    bygone   years 
a  famine  like   the   present    would   have 
claimed  millions  of  victims,  but,  thanks  to 
the  Indian  Empire  Iwing  under  the  rule 
I  of  this  couutry,  every  effort  to  cope  with 
I  distress  is  being  put  forward,  and  the  loss 
of  life  is  conse(iuently  reduced  to  a  mini- 
mum.     I  hope  that  as  a  result  of  this 
debate  we  shall  have  an  announcement 
from   the   Government    that    they    will 
support,  and,  indeed,  move   that  a  sub- 
stiintial  grant  in  aid  be  given  out  of  the 
exche^iuer  of  this  coimtry  to  relieve  the 
suffering  population  of  India. 

Question  put. 

The     House     divided  :  —  Aye^,    11 ; 
Noes,  155.     (Division  List  Xo.  95.) 


Abrabam,William(Cork,N.  E. ) 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
Aiistin,  M.  (Limerick,  W.) 
Baker,  Sir  John 
IJavley,  Thomjis  (Derbyshire) 
Billaon,  Alfred 
Broadhurst,  Henry 

Zord  G.  /{amuion. 


AYES. 

Burt,  Thomas 

Caldwell,  James 

Colville,  John 

Crilly,  Daniel 

Cronibie.  John  William 

Curran,  Thoma«»  B.  (Donegal) 

Dalziel,  James  Henry 


Davie«,M.  Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Duckworth,  James 
Edwards,  Owen  Morgan 
Emmott,  Alfred 


1129 


Tlie  Fafiiiiie 


Fenwick,  Charles 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Croddajrd.  Daniel  Ford 
Gordon, Sir  William  Brampton 
Harwood,  George 
Hayden,  John  I'atrick 
Havne^Kt.Hon.  Charles  Seale- 
Hedderwick,  Thomas  C.  H. 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 
Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
Jones,  Wm.  (Camarvonsliire) 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Law8on,SirWilfrid(CnmViand 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
Maclean,  James  Mackenzie 
M*Crae,  George 


{3  April  1900} 

M'Ghee,  Richard 
M*Kenna,  Reginald 
Maddison,  Fred. 
Molloy,  Bernard  Chatles 
Morton,  Ed  W.J.  C.  (Devonport) 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nu?»8ey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
0'( 'onnor,  Jame8(  Wicklow,W. 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,  Robert  John 
Reckitt.  Harold  James 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighy. ) 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
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Scott,  Chas.Pre8twich  (Leigh) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Soutter,  Robinson 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Tanner,  Charles  Keams 
Thoma8,Alfred  (Glamorgan.E. 
Wallace,  Robert 
Warner,Thonia«  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,  Eugene 
Weir,  James  (ialloway 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Wilson,  J.  H. (Middlesbrough) 
Woods,  Samuel 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 
Tellers   for  the    Ayes— 
Sir   William     Wedderbum 
and  Mr.  Samuel  Smith. 


Archdale,  Edward  Mer\'yn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
fialcarreB,  Lord 
Balfoar,Rt.  Hd.  A.  J.  (Manch'r) 
Barnes,  Frederick  Gk>rell 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Beach,Rt.  Hn.SirM.  H.  (Bristol 
Beekett,  Ernest  William 
Begg,  Ferdinand  FaithfuU 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Blundel^Colonel  Henry 
Brassey,  Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Butcher,  John  Geoi^e 
Campbell,  J.  H.  M  (Dublin) 
Cavendish,  V.  C.  W.(Derb'8hire 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East* 
Cecil,  Lorcf  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.  Hn.  J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen(  Worc'r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Coddington,  Sir  William 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Oulincs,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
ColoniD.  Sir  John  Charles  R. 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Corbett,A.  Cameron(GlaHgow. 
Comwallis,  FiennesStanley  W. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dabymple,  Sir  Charles 
Denny,  Colonel 
DoDglas,  Rt  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Djke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  W.  Hart 
Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  D. 
Faber,  Geoi^  Denison 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Edw. 
Fergus»on,Rt  Hn.SirJ(Manc'r 
nnch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robt.  Bannatyne 
Firbaiik,  Joseph  Thomas 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fitz  Wygram,  General  Sir  F. 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Fry,  Lewis 

Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Garfit,  William 


NOES. 

Gedge,  Sydney 
(▼ibbons,  J.  Lloyd 
Gibbs,HnAGH  (Cityof  Lond.) 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy,  I^iajor-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
(TOfichen,RtHnGJ(St.  George's 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
(xoulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,  Rt.Hn.LordGeorge 
Hanbury,  Rt.  Hon.  Robt.  W. 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Hoare,  E.  Brodie  (Hampstead) 
Hoare,  Sir  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry 
Howard,  Joseph 
Howorth,  Sir  Henry  Hoyle 
Hozier,  Hon  James  Henry  Cecil 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Henry 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Knowles,  Lees 

Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks) 
I^ky,  Rt.  Hon.Wm.  E.  H. 
Llewely  n,Sir  Dillw3rn-(Sw'n8'a 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  (Liverp'l) 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowles,  John 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shad  well,  William 
Macdona,  John  Gumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Maclure,  Sir  John  Wiluam 
M*Iver,Sir  Lewi8(EdiLb'gh,W 
M'Killon,  James 
Marks,  Henry  Hananel 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Mel  lor.  Colonel  (Lancasnire) 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell,  Georee  Herbert 
Morrison,  Walter 
Morton,  A.  H.  A.  (Deptford) 


Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Muntz,  Philip  A. 
Murray.  RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Orr-Ewing,  Charlers  Lindsay 
Parkes,  Kbenezer 
Percy,  Eurl 

Phillpotts  Captain  Arthur 
Piatt- Higgins,  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Purvis,  Robert 
Richards,  Henry  Charles 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Ritchie,Rt  HonChas.  Thomson 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Rothschild,  Hn.  Lionel  Walter 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Rutherford,  John 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.H. (Renfrew 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,  William  (Derbysh 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Christchurch) 
Smith,  JamesParker(Lanark8. 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Sir  Henry  M  (Lambeth 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(OxfdUniy. 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,  Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Vincent,  Sir  Edgar  (Exeter) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  Sir  Richard  E. 
Welby,  Lt.-Col.  (Taunton) 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Willox,  Sir  John  Archibald 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson,  J.  W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm.H.  (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse.RtHn.  E.  R.(Bath) 
Wrightson,  Thomas 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  D'Arcy 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr,  AiuiX^TQiWi^c. 
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Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  this  House,  while  deeply 
sympathising  with  its  Indian  fellow- 
subjects  in  the  sufferings  which  plague 
and  famine  have  inflicted  upon  them,  is 
of  opinion  that  it  may  safely  be  left  to 
the  Government  of  India  to  carry  out  any 
modification  of  the  land  tenure  and 
industrial  system  which  experience  may 
have  shown  to  be  likely  to  mitigate  the 
effects  of  famine  and  epidemic  disease. 


France,  Germany,  Spain,  Austria^  Italy, 
Switzerland,  and  the  Netherlands  might 
be  spread  out,  and  we  might  clip  from 
the  superfluous  margin  another  kingdom, 
equal  in  extent  to  Italy.  If  we  pass  from 
the  Pacific  to  the  Atlantic  and  take 
Canada,  in  that  colony  the  whole  of 
the  vast  Empire  of  Russia  in  Europe,  of 
Turkey,  Persia,  and  Afghanistan  would 
disappear  and  leave  enough  of  spare 
land       to       form      another       kingdom 

I  ten      times      the      size      of       Greece. 

I  Roughly  speaking,  if  Canada  and  New- 
foundland be  excepted,  it   may  be  said 

I  that  all  these  gi-eat  self-govern- 
ing colonies  have  been  either  acquired 
or  settled  within  the  present  century, 
and  of  all  of  them  it  may  be 
truly  said  that  the  powers  which  they 
now  exercise  as  self-governing  commimi- 
ties  have  been  conferred  upon  them 
within  the  last  fifty  years.  Within  the 
periods  which  I  have  just  mentioned 
many  changes,  both  Parliamentary  and 
constitutional,  have  taken  place  in  the 
State.  We  have  entirely  remodelled  our 
electorate,  en'arging  it  again  and  again 
until  it  may  be  said,  without  exagger- 
ation, that  the  real  sceptre  of  pohtical 
power  has  finally  passed  into  the  hands 
of  the  people.  But  all  through  these 
changes  is  it  not  remarkable  that  no  con- 
sideration whatever  has  been  bestowed 
upon  that  Greater  Britain  which  has  been 


COLONIES  (REPRESENTATION  IN  THE 
IMPERIAL    PARLIAMENT). 

[Resolution.] 

♦Mr.  HEDDERWICK  (Wick  Burghs) : 
I  do  not  feel  it  necessary  to  make  any 
apology  for  introducing  a  motion  which, 
in  my  opinion,  is  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  this  House.  But 
I  cannot  help  feeling  that  the  issues 
involved  in  that  motion  are  of  a 
gi'avity  which  might  entitle  hon.  Members 
to  expect  that  it  should  come  from  some 
quarter  of  the  House  which  would  give  it 
greater  weight  than  I  can  expect  any 
words  of  mine  to  carry.  But  that  defect 
which  is  personal  to  myself  may,  I  hope, 
be  cured  during  the  course  of  this  debate. 
I  doubt  if  there  is  anything  in  modern 
history  more  amazing  than  the  pheno- 
menal growth  of  our  Empire.     I  am  not 

going  into  the  story  of  that  growth  at  j  gi-owing  up  beyond  the  seas,  and  that  no 
length,  but  there  are  one  or  two  facts  con-  j  effort  whatever  has  been  made  to  con- 
nected with  it  which  I  wish  to  state,  le- 1  solidate  the  Empire  by  widening  the 
cause  I  think  they  ought  to  be  borne  in  j  political  basis  upon  which  it  rests  sufficiently 
mind  in  the  consideration  of  the  motion  i  at  least  to  give  to  these  great  self-govern- 
which  is  before  the  House.  The  area  of  the  |  ing  colonies  a  voice  in  the  Imperial 
United  Kingdom  is,  broadly  speaking,  i  Councils  of  the  State  ]  It  is  to  raise  that 
about  121,000  square  miles  ;  the  area  of  j  question  and  to  give  this  House  an  oppor- 


the  British  Empire,  including  feudatory 
States,  Protectorates,  and  spheres  of 
influence,  approaches,  if  it  does  not 
actually  reach,  12,000,000  square  miles. 
The  total  area  of  our  colonies, 
including  Nigeria,  is  something  like 
7,674,175  square  miles,  or  considerably 
more  than  half  of  the  whole  British 
Empire,  and  the  total  area  of  our  self- 
governing  colonies  is  about  6,686,960 
square  miles,  and  I  think  there  can  be  no 
doubt  in  consequence  of  events  which  are 
now  transpiring  that  a  considerable  «addi- 
tion  will  soon  be  made  to  that.  It  is  very 
difficult  to  realise  even  in  imagination  the 
magnitude  of  these  colonial  possessions. 
If  we  take  the  single  colony  of  Western 
Australia  we  find  it  covers  975,920  square 
miles.     In  that  one  colony  the  whole  of 


tunity  for  the  first  time,  so  far 
as  I  am  aware,  of  considering,  and  I 
hope  of  affirming,  the  desirability 
of  admitting  these  colonies  to  a  share 
in  the  Imperial  Councils  of  the  State,  that 
I  have  placed  upon  the  Paper  the  motion 
that  appears  under  my  name.  I  would, 
at  the  very  outset,  express  an  earnest 
hope  that  whatever  view  on  this  motion 
may  be  held  by  individual  Members,  no 
one  will  let  fall  a  word  in  the  course 
of  this  debate  which  either  directly  or  by 
remote  suggestion  is  calculated  to  injure 
the  pride  or  wound  the  susceptibilities  of 
those  kinsmen  of  ours  across  the  seas, 
who  have  shown  to  the  world  so 
moving  a  spectacle  of  aitlent  loyalty  and 
unmeasured  devotion  to  the  Crown.  I 
desire  hon.  Members  to  observe  that  this 
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motion  merely  raises  a  question  of  prin- 
ciple ;  it  proposes  no  scheme.  I  have  no 
scheme  of  a  practical  nature  to  propose 
myself,  and  even  if  I  had  such  a  scheme  I 
should  not  be  in  order  on  this  motion 
were  I  to  attempt  to  depict  it.  I  depre- 
cate at  the  present  moment  even  the 
suggestion  of  a  scheme,  for  in 
my  opinion  no  scheme  which  any 
person  could  possibly  suggest  would  have 
the  faintest  chance  of  success  which  was 
not  hammered  out  in  collaboration  with 
our  colonies.  But  there  is  another  reason 
moves  me  to  deprecate  any  attempt  to 
sketch  a  scheme  at  the  present 
moment.  I  feel  that  this  is  not  a 
time  in  which  we  ought  to  attempt 
to  hustle  the  colonies.  We  have 
been  the  happy  witnesses  of  a  remarkable 
growth  of  sentiment  towards  us  on  the 
part  of  our  colonies,  a  sentiment  which 
has  grown  up,  which  has  brought  forth 
blossom,  and  which  has  borne  fruit  like 
the  magic  tree  of  India  before  our  wonder- 
ing eyes.  To  attempt  to  force  that 
growth  or  to  prune  it  into  some  possibly 
unnatural  and  fantastic  shape  would  surely 
be  the  greatest  mistake  in  the  world. 
But  whilst  I  am  debarred  on  this  motion 
from  entering  into  any  details  of  a 
scheme,  hon.  Members  who  differ  from 
me  in  the  views  which  I  hold  will  be  at 
liberty  to  suggest  any  difficulties  which 
might  possibly  operate  against  any  scheme 
which  could  be  proposed.  Therefore, 
with  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  I  will 
deal  very  briefly  with  some  of  the  more 
obvious  of  these  objections.  Probably  the 
first  objection  that  would  occur  to  any- 
one might  be  thus  expressed  :  "It  is  not  for 
us  to  take  the  initiative  ;  it  will  be  time 
enough  to  consider  the  question  when 
the  colonies  prefer  a  request."  I  confess 
that  is  an  objection  to  which  very  little 
weight,  in  my  opinion,  is  to  be  attached. 
Do  not  let  us  under-estimate  the  value  of 
a  gracious  act ;  even  in  politics  it  may 
sometimes  prove  happy  in  its  effect.  We 
may,  perhaps  with  just  cause,  think  little 
of  ourselves  and  value  lightly  the 
privileges  we  enjoy,  but  we  ought 
never  to  forget  that  this  House  is 
the  "august  Mother  of  Parliaments," 
that  in  the  eyes  of  our  race,  wherever 
they  may  be,  it  is  still  the  most 
:4acred  and  venerated  shrine  of  poli- 
tical freedom  ;  and  that  wo  could 
do  nothing  better  calculated  to  stimulate 
everything  that  is  of  good  report  in  the 
public  life  of  the  colonies,  nor  confer 
any  higher  honour  on  our  colonial  kins- 


men than  by  opening  these  portals  to 
their  chosen  representatives.  It  is  true 
that  no  formal  demand  for  represen- 
tation in  this  House  has  yet  come  from 
any  of  our  colonies,  but  it  is  not  less 
true  that  from  several  of  them  there  has 
been  a  more  or  less  strong  pronouncement 
in  favour  of  the  proposition  which  I  now 
submit.  Canada,  the  greatest  of  them 
all,  has  certainly  favoured  the  proposal. 
With  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  I  will 
refer  to  a  recent  report  of  the  Imperial 
Unionists  of  Ottawa.  The  members  of 
that  body  form  a  patriotic  organisation, 
and  in  their  last  report  they  advocate  the 
framing  of  a  Bill,  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  for  the  political  in- 
corporation of  outer  Empire  with  an 
United  Kingdom — the  very  object  .aimed 
at  in  the  motion.  The  report  goes  on  to 
say— 

"  Pu])lic  opinion  is  being  awakened  to  the 
necessitv  of  a  better  system  of  providing  such 
aid  to  Imperial  defence,  and  our  statesmen 
are  being  forced  to  face  the  problem  of  Im- 
perial consolidation.  Even  tnose  who  have 
disapproved  of  Canada's  active  participation 
in  the  war  against  the  South  African  Re- 
publics have  done  so  because  they  believed 
that  no  assistance  should  have  been  tendered 
without  first  obtaining  Imperial  representa- 
tion ;  whilst  the  Premier  of  Canada  has  ex- 
Eressed  his  belief  in  the  possibility  of  Canada 
eing  represented  at  Westminster,  and  even 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Tart6  has  declared  that  Canada 
should  have  a  voice  in  the  Empire." 

Mr.  Speaker,  you  have  there  a  fact  of 
which  cognisance  should  be  taken.  The 
only  discordant  note  in  the  general  chorus 
of  approval  with  which  the  proposal  to 
aid  this  country  with  arms  has  been 
greeted  by  our  colonies  has  come,  it 
appears,  from  a  small  section  in  Canada, 
and  proceeds  from  the  feeling  that  without 
representation  in  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
and  without  a  voice  in  deciding  the  issues 
of  peace  and  war,  there  should  be  no 
military  contribution.  And  I  find  in  to- 
day's news  a  telegram  from  Sydney,  in  which 
Mr.  Seddon,  the  Premier  of  New  Zealand, 
is  reported  to  have  cabled  to  Mr.  Lyne, 
the  Prime  Minister  of  New  South  Wales, 
with  reference  to  Australian  support  of 
England — 

"There  must  be    no    halting  place.      We 
must  remain  ever  an  indissoluble  whole." 

And  then  he  goes  on  to  express  the 
earnest  hope  that — 

"  as  Australia  and  New  Zealand  have  proved 
sources  of  help  and  strength  to  the  Empire, 
it  will  be  found  practicable  to  take  them  mto 
the  confidence  of  the  Imperial  Councils.'* 

And  if  we  may  judge  from  t\v^  ^xjW^^^^ 
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opinioDS  expressed  at  interviews  of  the 
distinguished  Australian  gentlemen  who 
are  now  in  this  country  in  connection 
with  the  Commonwealth  Bill,  it  would 
appear  as  if  the  feeling  in  our  Australa- 
sian colonies  were  scarcely  less  strongly 
favourable  to  the  proposal  than  it  is  in 
Canada.  Another  objection  that  may 
possibly  be  taken  might  be  put  thus  : — If 
you  admit  the  Colonies,  why  not  India 
with  its  vast  area  and  enormous  popula- 
tion ?  I  quite  feel  the  force  of  that 
argument,  and  for  myself  I  am  not 
opposed  to  the  representation  of  India  at 
the  proper  time.  I  think  it  might  be  a 
very  good  thing,  it  might  help  to  con- 
vince our  fellow-countrymen  in  India  that 
a  larger  share  of  the  government  of 
India  might  with  safety  be  entrusted 
to  the  natives.  Within  recent  years 
we  have  had  here  two  Indian  native 
gentlemen  who  have  been  elected  to 
represent  English  constituencies,  and 
who  are  therefore  entitled  to  vote  upon 
every  social,  foreign,  and  constitutional 
question  which  can  come  before  this 
House.  I  do  not  think  that  any  hon. 
Member  would  be  prepared  tq  say  that 
either  o*  these  two  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
more  distinguished  by  eccentricities  than 
the  ordinary  English  Metaber.  But 
I  feel  that  it  is  contrary  to  the 
political  genius  of  the  British  people, 
even  in  great  reforms,  to  take  more  than 
one  step  at  a  time ;  and  I  cannot 
shut  my  eyes  to  the  fact  that  the 
difference  of  institutions,  of  the 
habits  of  life,  and  of  the  whole  social 
fabric  of  India,  and  of  our  great  self- 
governing  colonies  is  so  great  as  to  make 
is  impossible  to  deal  with  them  on  the 
same  footing  and  at  the  same  time  ;  and 
therefore  I  have  confined  my  motion  to 
the  admission  of  the  latter.  Another 
objection  I  have  heard  taken  is  based  on 
the  theory  of  representation  and  taxation. 
That  seems  to  be  a  very  serious  stumbling 
block  to  many  hon.  Members.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  to  some  extent  that 
difficulty  arises  from  a  confusion  of 
thought,  springing  out  of  the  common 
phrase  that  "  taxation  goes  with  repre- 
sentation." If  I  may  be  permitted 
to  say  so,  the  true  formula  is,  "  No 
taxation  without  representation " ;  not 
"No  representation  without  taxation." 
The  whole  thing  is  a  mere  general 
political  axiom,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact 
we  have  now  both  taxation  without  repre- 
sentation, and  representiition  without 
taxation.  The  formula  is  intended  for  home 
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consumption,  and  is  in  noway  applicable  ta 
the  colonies.  There  is  no  analogy  between 
the  position  of  a  colonist  who  contributeBto 
the  taxes  of  his  colony,  although  not  to 
the  taxe3  of  this  country,  and  that  of  & 
citizen  of  this  country.  But,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  colonies  do  contribute  in- 
directly to  Imperial  taxation.  They 
maintain  certain  defensive  forces  and 
works,  and  7>ro  iariio,  they  may  be  said  to 
lighten  the  Imperial  burdens  we  have  to 
bear.  I  find  that  prior  to  the  war  in  the 
Transvaal,  Australia,  New  Zealand,  Cape 
Colony,  Natal,  and  Canada  supported 
forces  amounting  to  80,000  men.  In 
addition,  these  colonies  have  expended 
large  sums  upon  fortifications  ana  arma- 
ments for  the  defence  of  their  capital 
cities  and  important  harbours ;  and 
further  the  southern  colonies  have 
contributed  annually  £126,000  to  our 
Imperial  Naval  Defence,  while  Cape 
Colony  has  recently  i  voted  the  cost  of  a 
battleship,  and  Canada  has  offered  a 
supply  of  seamen.  If  these  contributicws 
appear  small,  as  compared  with  the  inst 
total  of  our  disbursements  for  naval  and 
military  purposes,  it  must  l>e  remembered 
j  that  our  colonies  are  relatively  poor,  and 
that  their  contributions  are  voluntary 
gifts.  To  all  these  things  we  must  add 
that  there  are  now  30,000  colonial  troops 
fighting  as  Volunteers  under  the  British 
banner  in  South  Africa.  The  magnitude 
of  the  aid,  moral  and  material,  which  has 
been  given  to  us  by  our  great  colonies  at 
the  present  juncture  cannot  be  measured 
by  the  mere  number  of  the  troops  they 
have  sent  to  the  front.  But  if  it 
were  thought  desirable  to  turn  what 
is  a  mere  voluntary  contributicm 
into  a  certain  and  fixed  quota,  how  could 
that  be  accomplished  without  admitting 
the  colonies  to  our  councils,  and  giving 
them  a  voice  in  the  determination  of 
Imperial  policy  ?  There  are  man}'  other 
difficulties  on  which  I  do  not  wish  to 
dwell,  such  as  the  apportionment  of  repre- 
sentation, if  such  a  scheme  were  carried 
out.  No  doubt  it  would  be  difficult 
to  apportion  the  representation,  but 
that  is  an  objection  which  would 
more  aptly  apply  to  a  scheme  than  to  a 
mere  resolution  affirming  a  general 
principle.  After  all  these  difficulties  are 
not  insuperable.  If  we  take  the  case  of 
the  Commonwealth  Bill,  which  the 
Australian  colonies  are  about  to  submit  to 
this  House,  we  shall  find  that  difficulties 
very  similar  in  kind,  and  almost  equally 
great,    have  been   settled  by  Australian 
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statesmen  in  the  course  of  three  years.  If  '  of  unity  of  purpose  and  sohdarity  of 
that  has  been  done  by  the  statesmen  of  our  '  action  in  Imperial  defence.  But  how  are 
Australian  colonies,  surely  we  may  expect ;  these  things  to  be  achieved  if  every 
of  our  statesmen  with  their  Imperial  '  colony  is  to  go  as  it  pleases,  to  contribute 
experience  that  they  should,  in  collalK)ra-  I  or  not  to  contribute,  to  control  or  not  to 
tion  with  our  colonies,  discover  a  solution  I  control,  as  it  chooses  l  The  Prime 
of  such   diflSculties  as    have   been  men-    Minister  of  Canada,  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier, 


tioned.  I  pass  to  the  consideration  of  the 
advantages  which  might  accrue  from  the 
proposal.  In  the  first  place,  I  do  not  think 
that  we  should  suffer  in  respect  of  social 
legislation.  Our  colonies  have  been  free 
from  the  ancient  growths  of  custom  and 


who  will  be  ever  gratefully  remembered 
by  this  country,  hjis  made  some  important 
observations  on  this  point.     He  said — 

"If  the  result  of  the  action  were  that 
Canada  would  be  constrained  to  take  a  part 
in  any  war  of  Great  Britain  he  shouM  strongly 


tradition  which  have  hampered  our  leiris.  Jf*®"^  \  J^®  claimed  tliat  in  the  future 
1  ^.  X  i.-      ^  A.'        .  <^anaaa  should  be  in  a  position  to  act  or  not  to 

Ution  from  genera  ion  to  generation,  act,  to  interfere  or  not  to  interfere,  to^juLt 
They  have  had  a  tabula  rasa-,  on  which  to  j  as  she  liked,  and  to  exeixiise  the  right  to  judge 
write  what  they  pleased,  and  they  have  as  to  whether  the  cause  was  just.  Accordingly 
tried  many  experiments  in  social  legis-  }^  had  been  expressly  stated  in  the  Order  in 
1  .•  I.*  L  1  •!     •        I  Council     sanctionin<;    the     dispatch    of    the 

lation  which  we  are  now  only  con«denng.  :  Canadian  contingenr  that  this  sWld  not  be  a 
fake  for  instance  the  question  of  btate  precedent  for  future  action,  should  not  be  a 
pensions.  That  question  has  been  settled  precedent  tor  a  constitutional,  or  even  for 
in- New  Zealand,  but  in  the  absence  of  ;  «•  ^^'^^^^^  P^"*^ «^ ^'»e^^'" 
c^nial  r^resentatives  in  this  House  '  Now,  I  do  not  wish  to  criticise  these 
there  was  no  one  who  could  give  the  Com- '  statements  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier,  but 
mittee  on  pensions  for  the  aged  deserving  !  they  are  sufficiently  grave  to  attract 
poor,  appointed  last  year,  any  information  '  the  attention  of  this  House.  For 
as  to  the  nature  of  that  scheme  and  how  !  what  is  it  that  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier 
it  has  worked  out  in  New  Zealand.  Then  claims  ?  It  is  the  right,  as  the  Premier  of 
again  in  the  important  matter  of  our  ■  a  colony,  to  sit  in  judgment  upon  the 
fisoal  arrangements,  it  might  reason-  j  Imperial  Parliament,  and  to  approve  or 
ably  be  expected  that  these  might ,  disapprove,  to  assist  or  not  assist  in  our 
be  improved  from  the  experience  of '  decisions.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
our  colonies,  had  we  colonial  represen-  \  on  this  occasion  of  the  Transvaal  war  it 
tation  in  this  House.  The  closer  we  draw  '  was  fortunate  that  the  judgment  of  Sir 
to  one  another  the  greater  is  the  chance  j  Wilfrid  Laurier  was  in  our  favour.  We 
of  mutual  understanding  and  agreement,  are  not  loved  too  well  abroad.  I  question 
We  must  remember  that  Canada  has  '  whether  in  the  history  of  the  country, 
already  rearranged  her  tariff  system  since  the  Seven  Years  War,  there  has 
preferentially  in  our  favour,  and  I  under-  been  such  universal  hostility  manifested 
stand  that  the  Ottawa  Board  of  Trade  is  i  against  us  as  to  day  ;  and  therefore  I  say 
considering  the  terms  of  a  resolution  to  it  is  a  very  fortunate  thing  that  Sir 
be  submitted  to  the  Congress  of  Chambers  I  Wilfrid  Laurier  and  Canada,  and  our 
of  Commerce  in  London,  in  which  a  tariff  colonies  generally,  have  pronounced  in 
for  the  whole  Empire  is  suggested,  with  ■  our  favour.  Had  they  not  rallied  round 
preferential  arrangements  between  Great ,  us,  how  much  grwitiir  our  difficulties 
Britain  and  her  colonies,  the  duties  col- '  would  have  been  !  But  on  li5th  March, 
lected  to  ba  allocated  to  an  Imperial  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier,  speaking  at  Ottawa, 
Defence  Fund.  These  things  may  be  went  further ;  he  then  said — 
mere  straws,  but  they  show  how  the  wind  "  what  we  did  we  did  of  our  own  free  will; 
blows,  and  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  and  as  to  future  wars,  I  have  only  this  to  say, 
had  we  a  really  Imperial  Parliament  the  ■  <^hat  if  it  should  Ije  the  will  of^he  people  of 

^!^rT^''^^^  'Kt""'  ^Tr  "i^'^J  !  wtn^NfnglS^the^KL^oVCJa"  I'l^ 

speedily  be  revised,  to  the  great  benefit  of  have  their  wa;^'     Of  course,    if   our   future 

our   commerce   in   every    branch.     Then  military  contribution  were  to  lie  considered 

there  is   a   much   more  important  point  compulsory— a  condition  which  doe**  not  exist 

than   any  of     those    mentioned.     There  -I  would  say  to  Great  IMuiin, '  If  v^^^^^ 

,       -^        ^.  -     T  •  1       1  r  US  to  help  you,  call  US  to  your  councils.  " 

IS    the    question    of     Imperial     defence. 

I  think  no  hon.  Member  can  have  j  It  seems  to  me  that  the  position  assumed 
followed  the  events  of  the  last  few  i  by  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  is  absolutely 
months  without  having  become  convinced  j  unanswerable.  Are  we  not  already 
of  the  supreme  importance  to  the  Empire    approaching    such    a    aituatvQw    ^&   V'^ 
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pvsupposes  ?      We      shall      always      in  ' 
fniUT^   expect   the  colonies   to   help   us.  ' 
We  are  actually  making  arrangements  to  ; 
sSve  hundreds    of   commissions    in    the 
British  Army  to  our  colonies  ;  and  if  we 
4io  that,  how  can  we  say  to  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier  that  he  is  not  entitled  to  share 
our  responsibilities  for  peace  or  war  ? 

Attention  calknl  to  the  fact  that  forty 
Mem>>ers  were  not  present  (Mr.  Herbert  ■ 
Robertson,  Hackney,  S.).  House  counted,  '■ 
and  forty  Members  Wing  found  present, 

♦Mr.  HEbDERWICK  (continuing) :  In  < 
•connection  with  this  particular  subject  of 
Imperial  defence,  we  have  also  to  recollect 
the  extraonlinary  dimensions   to  which 
the  cost  of  Imperial  defence  has  grown. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  too  much  to  say  that 
though    it  is   not   actually  beyond   the 
capacity   of    the    ordinary   taxpayer,   it ! 
already  constitutes  a  serious  burden.  The  ; 
British  colonist,  if    not   so   rich  as  his  ' 
relative  at  home,  has  yet  shown  himself  i 
oapablo   of  bearing  a  fair  share  of   the  • 
burthen  of  Empire.     But  to  insist  upon 
this,  or  to  accept  it,  involves  a  correlative  ' 
right.     You  cannot  share  your  burthen 
without  sharing  the  right  to  say  how  the 
burthen  is   to  be    Iwrne.     There  is  the  j 
most   important    point    of    all,    a   point  i 
which     is      closely      bound      up     with  | 
the     question      of      Imperial      defence,  ' 
namely,    the     greater     consolidation    of 
the  Kmpii*e.     If  we  could  speak  to  the 
worid  not   only    Anth   the   voice  of  the 
i)eople  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  but  with  the  united 
voice  of  the  whole  Empire,  we  should  not 
only    exercise  a  nuich    greater   influence 
abrivml,  but  in  my  opinion  the  greatest 
possible  guarantee  we  would  provide  for 
the  preservation  of  the  i>eace  of  the  world. 
What   are   the  ties  that  unite  us  now  ? 
These   are   the   Crown,  a  golden  thread 
with  a  breaking  strain,   and   sentiment, 
the  greatest  force  in  human  affairs,  but  a  ' 
fluctuating  element.      Colonial  sentiment  ' 
is  now  at  white  heat  in  our  favour.     AVe  j 
may  do  anything  with  it  now.     But  how 
long  will   It    remain    in    this    malleable ' 
state  ?    Great  exaltation  of  feeling  cannot 
in  nature  be  long  sustained.     There  will 
loine  a  iuv>uient  when  the  eloquent  words 
(if  Sir  A\'.  Laurier  will  be  forgotten,  and 
only  the  nioniory  of  the  wounds  of  war 
will   survive.      Then    the    question   will 
be     asked,     "  What    are    all   our    saori- 
Hees    for  i       Wliat    have    we    gaineil  ?  " 
There  nuisi    be   something    tangible    to 
[H>int  to.      We  ought   to  learn  a   lesson 
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from  the  history  of  our  American 
colonies.  We  saved  these  oolonies  from 
destruction  by  the  arms  of  France,  and 
immediately  afterwards  they  broke  awiy 
from  us  on  a  trumpery  detail  of  a 
tea  ta.Y.  That  illustrates  the  donUe 
danger  of  legislating  at  a  distance  and 
of  relying  upon  so  fluctuating  an  element 
as  sentiment.  The  Austrab'an  Common- 
wealth Bill  will  shortly  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  this  House.  Suppoee, 
for  a  moment,  that  we  were  to  be  so  foolish 
as  to  mangle  that  measure  on  which  the 
colonies  have  l>een  labouring  for  throe 
years,  and  on  which  they  have  set  their 
hearts,  is  there  any  hon.  Member  who 
Tiould  undertake  to  say  how  long  the 
fervid  enthusiasm,  for  which  we  can 
never  be  too  deeply  grateful,  would 
remain  1  AVhat  escape  is  there  from  such  a 
calamity  but  co-operation  in  council  with 
our  colonial  kinsmen  ?  Again,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  immense  develop- 
ment of  our  colonies  is  a  new  factor  in 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  State.  It  adds 
enormously  to  the  problem  of  Imperial 
defence.  Hitherto  the  foreign  policy  of 
the  State,  so  far  as  I  understand  it^  has 
been  governed  mainly  by  two  ideas — ^the 
balance  of  power  in  Europe  and  the  wo- 
tection  of  the  shores  of  the  Channel.  But 
to  these  must  now  be  added  the  greater 
problem  of  the  protection  of  the  vast 
littorals  of  continents  in  remote  seas.  It 
might  be  expected  if  we  had  represen- 
tatives of  the  colonies  in  this  House  that 
Imperial  affairs  would  get  more  adequate 
consideration  than  now.  Parliament, 
under,  the  pressure  of  domestic  affairs, 
tends  to  become  more  and  more  parochial 
An  outbreak  of  swine  fever  attracts  more 
attention  than  a  massacre  in  a  protec- 
torate ;  an  order  for  the  muzzling  of 
dogs  than  the  loss  of  Madagascar.  The 
democracy  must  be  saved  from  Shore- 
ditch  if  it  is  to  govern  an  Empire.  Is 
it  unreasonable  to  hope  that  ^ith  the 
presence  of  colonial  representatives  in 
Parliament  the  political  horizon  would  he 
somewhat  enlargeil,  and  the  tone  of  the 
public  mind  corresj)ondingly  elevated  ?  I 
think  we  should  also  avoid  great  re- 
current risks-  risks  which  arise  from 
European  obligations  such  as  the  guaran- 
teeing of  the  Asiatic  fn^ntier  of  Turkey, 
risks  which  might  oxp^^e  us  to  war  at 
any  moment,  and  involvt'  imr  colonies  in 
disastrous  losst\s.  Filial! v.  1  should  say, 
whatever  one  may  tliink  i«i  the  pi-oposal 
which  I  have  nuule.  and  howi'ver  we  may 
be  disposed  toward^  ilu*  avimis-jion  of  the 
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colonies  to  representation  in  this  House, 
the  thing  itself  is  inevitable  sooner  or 
later.  Our  colonies  hive  cease i  to  be 
mere  colonies.  With  our  consent  they 
have  stepped  into  the  Imperial  circle. 
They  have  fought  for  us  and  bled  with 
lis.  Henceforth  they  can  never  be 
relegated  to  their  old  position  again. 
We  have  entered  into  a  path  from  which 
there  is  no  return,  and  frohi  which,  were 
it  still  possible,  return,  in  my  opinion, 
is  not  to  be  desired.  Already  some 
of  our  colonies  claim  to  have  a  voice 
in  the  settlement  of  the  South  African 
question,  and  we  shall  have  to  consider 
their  wishes.  We  have  taken  them  into 
partnership,  and  the  bond  which  has  been 
sealed  by  their  blood  cannot  be  broken. 
In  my  opinion  the  addition  of  their  voice 
in  the  Imperial  Councils  of  the  State 
would  be  a  gain  to  the  Empire  and  to  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  I  beg  to  move  the 
motion  standing  in  my  name. 

♦Mr.  TREVELYAN  (Yorkshire,  AV.R., 
Elland)  :  I  do  not  wish  to  add  anything 
to  the  general  argument  brought  forward 
by     my     hon.     friend     who     proposed 
this  motion.     I  think  there  can  be  very 
little  doubt    that    the   majority,  indeed 
perhaps  the  whole  of  the  House  agrees  in 
the  theory  of  Imperial  federation,  or  some 
Bort  of  representation  of  the  colonies,  and 
that  it  will  become  in  the  near  or  distant 
future  an  absolute  necessity.     But  what 
bars  the  way  is  time  and  the  necessity  for 
more    practical    suggestions    than    have 
hitherto  been  brought  forward,  and  I  do 
not  in  supporting    this   motion  wish  to 
discuss  in  the  very  least  the  forms  which 
Imperial  federation  ought  to  take,  nor  do 
I  suggest  that    there  is  any  immediate 
possibility  that  it  should  be  brought  into 
practical  political  existence.     It  will  be  a 
matter  of  large  statesmanship  and  long 
years  before  we  can   hope  to  have  any  j 
thing  of  the  nature  of  Imperial  fedem- 
tion.     We  are  going  to  discuss  in  a  few 
weeks     the    Australian    Commonwealth 
Bill,   the   islea   of  which   has   only  been 
before  the  Australian  public  for,  perhaps, 
twenty  years,  and  it  is  only  in  the  last  ten 
years    that    any     practical     suggestions 
have  been  taking  shape.     What  I  want 
to      suggest      in      reference      to     this 
motion     is     not     so     much     that     the 
(xovernment     should    promise    at    this 
juncture  to  bring  forward  any  sort    of 
scheme  of  Imperial  federation,  but  rather 
that  there  might  be  some  sort  of  inter- 
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mediate  policy  this  country  might  adopt 
before   Imperial   federation  was  brought 
before  it    for    s<irious    discussion.     All  I 
wish  to  do  to-night  is  to  plead  for   the 
beginning  of   something   being  done   to 
recogniBe   the   right   of  the   colonies   to 
some  sorb  of  representation  in  our  councils, 
and  the  last  few  months  have  been  show- 
ing that  there  is  serious  need  for  it.     Of 
course  the  loyalty  of  the   colonioa   and 
their  action  at   the  present  time  shows 
their    intense   affection   for  the    mother 
country,  l)ub  that  loyalty   has  not  been 
entirely  uncjuestioning,    although  it  has 
been  given  as  graciously  as  it  could  be 
given.     In   Canada    statesmen    like    Sir- 
Wilfrid    Laurier  and  others  have,    with 
that   caution   which   has  always  charac- 
terised constitutional  statesmen  belonging 
to  our  race,  refused,  even  at  this  juncture, 
to  commit  themselves  absolutely  to  fol- 
lowing  Great   Britain   in  every   war   in 
which   Great   Britain    po-jsibly    may  be 
engaged.     It  is  true  that  they  follow  us 
in   the   present   war,    but    many   of  the 
Canadian   statesmen    have  said   that,  in 
spite  of  their  approval  of  this  particular 
conflict,  they  will  not  commit  tiiemselves 
to  join  in  every  war  which  England  may 
undertake.     This  was  Fai  I  very  directly 
by  Sir  Richard  Cartwright — 

"  [  say  that  we  are  not,  by  aiiy  manner  of 
means,  called  upon  to  take  part  in  every  war 
in  whicn  En<^land  may  engage.  I  Hay  more, 
that  it  cannot  be  demanded  of  C'anatla,  as  a 
right,  that  she  should  contributa  to  every  war 
in  which  the   Empire  is  engaged    under  the 

5 resent   circumstancas.      What    Canafia   has 
one  has  l>een  a  free  gift,  and  tlierein  lay  \i% 
value  and  its  importance  to  the  Empire." 

It  is  clear  from  that  that  even  at  this 
moment,  when  Canadians  are  so  anxious 
to  assist  us,  they  will  not  commit  them- 
selves, in  the  same  way  as  every  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  admits  it  must  be 
committed,  to  accept  the  doctrine  that 
under  all  circumstances  will  they  be  ready 
to  assist  England,  and  never  can  they 
accept  that  doctrine  until  they  have  some 
sort  of  representation  in  some  common 
Parliament.  I  do  not  expect,  and  I  think 
nobody  expects,  that  the  Government 
should  make  any  sort  of  promise  or 
engagement,  or  hold  out  any  sort  of 
hope  that  Imperial  federation  can  be  a 
matter  of  the  immediate  future.  What  I 
wish  to  ask  is  whether  the  Government 
could  not  do  something  as  a  sort  of  stop- 
gap policy,  to  enable  the  colonies  to  feel 
that  in  this  country,  as  well  as 
through  the  different  parts  of  tlv<^ 
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Empire,      there      was      an      idea     that 
we  ought  to  be  working  at  some  scheme 
by  which  they  might  have  representation. 
The  suggestion  I  am  going  to  make  is  not 
my  own,  or  1  should  not  venture  to  make 
it.     It  comes  from  a  colonial  source.     It 
is  that  the  Agents  General  or  some  other 
people  in  thoroughly  responsible  or  repre- 
sentative positions  should  be  allowed,  not 
to  have   voting  power,  for  it  would  be 
ridiculous  to    suggest    voting   power — it 
would  mean  so  little — but  that  they  or 
some  others  in  a  representative  capacity 
should  be  allowed  to  have  a  voice  in  our 
discussions.      They,  in  a  sense,  are  repre- 
sentative politicians,  and  they  would  be 
more  so  if  this  privilege  were  in  any  way 
accorded  to  them.      This  suggestion,  of 
course,  is  open    to   many   very   obvious 
objections.      In  the  first  place,  it  is  open 
to  the  objection  that  we  have  not  had  in 
our  Parliament   in    any   age,    I  believe, 
representatives  who  have  not  had  voting 
power.  But  the  conditions  are  peculiar ;  the 
conditions  are  new.  The  colonies  are  begin- 
ning to  demand  representation.     Nobody 
suggests  at  the  present  time  that  there  is 
any  hope  that  they  should  have  any  real, 
complete    and    effective     representation, 
but  this  is  only  a  suggestion  for  a  period 
during  which  the  Empire  is  considering 
the   possibilities   of   Imperial   federation. 
It  is  only  a  suggestion  which  would  meet 
some  of  the  requirements  of  the  situation. 
There   has  been  recently  in  Australia  a 
demand  for  some   sort  of  representation 
from  a  very  important  source.     The  most 
influential  newspaper    in  Australia,    the 
Melbourne  Age — which  is  the  first  paper 
in  Australia,  has  the  largest  circulation, 
and   has   the    highest   influence   of   any 
newspaper  in  the  Australasian  colonies — 
has  declared  that  the  colonies  ought  to 
begin  to  demand  some  sort  of  represen- 
tation, and  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
feeling,  although  it  has  not  taken  any  very 
definite    shape,    is   growing    with   extra- 
ordinary rapidity.     We,  at  this  moment, 
however,  or  very  soon,  are  going  to  have 
an  Australian  Commonwealth  Bill  l)efore 
us.      That   Bill   is   the   product  of    the 
enthusiasm    for   Australian    nationality ; 
but,  quite  apart  from  this  war,  quite  apart 
from  the  loyalty  which  has  been  called 
forth  by  this  emergency  in  the  last  few 
months,  side    l)y   side  with    Australian 
nationalism,  there  has  beena  strong  growth 
of   Imperial   feeling,   and   I  think,  when 
public  feeling  is  beginning  to  show  itself 
through  newspapers  and  other  sources  in 
3Ir.  Trevelyon. 


favour  of  some  sort  of  representation,  we 
ought  in  England  to  try  to  meet  it.  It  is 
for  that  reason  that  I  second  the  reso- 
lution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
desirable,  in  the  interests  of  the  Empire, 
that  the  colonies  should  be  admitted  to 
some  direct  representation  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament." — {Mr.  Hedderwiek.) 

The  SECRETARY   of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,    W.) :  I   thoroughly  appre- 
ciate the  intention  of  the  Hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  and  the  mover  in 
bringing  this  resolution  before  the  House ; 
and  if  their  object  is,  as  I  am  sure  it  is, 
to   induce   a   closer  union   between   the 
colonies  and   the   mother  country,  I  am 
sure  they  have  no  more  strenuous  sup- 
porter  than   myself.     But,   at   the  same 
time,   I   must   say  I   doubt   very    much 
whether  that  object  will  be  promoted  by 
the   introduction  into   this  House  of  an 
abstract    resolution    on     a    question   of 
the     greatest     complexity    and    import- 
ance,   and    by   an    academic    discussion 
on  such  a  resolution.     The  matter  is  one 
which,  if  it  is  to  have  a  practical  issue, 
must  come,  as  all  our  great  constitutional 
changes  have  come,  gradually  and  with  the 
full  assent  of  all  the  parties  concerned ; 
and  to  attempt  to  stimulate  it  into  a  kind 
of  hot-house  growth  by  anything  like  a 
premature  discussion  appears  to  me  to  be 
distinctly   a   mistake.      I  agree  entirely 
with  what  was  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wick  as  to  the  prodigious  growth  of 
our  colonial  Empire — a  growth  which  is 
much   more    remarkable    and   admirable 
when    we   consider   its   effect    upon   tne 
intelligence,    power,    and   wealth   of   th« 
great  colonies  than  when  it  is  looked  at 
as  a  (question  of  the  extension  of  physical 
areas.     I  agree  with  him  also,  as   we  ah 
do,  in  his  recognition  of  the  magniricent 
rally  of  the  colonies  to  the  cause  of  tiic 
Empire.     They  have  shown — and  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  did  them  some  injustice 
when  he  said  that  they  had  answered  tu 
our  call,  because  we  made  no  call  ;  they 
voluntarily   offered,  tendered   the  assist- 
ance which  we  have  so  gladly  accepted  ; 
and,  great  as  that  has  been  and  valuable 
as  it  is,  large  as  are  the  sacrifices  it  has 
entailed    upon   the    colonies    concerne<l. 
I    believe     that    if     in    any    stress,    oi 
difficulty,      or      crisis      of      our      fate, 
we  did  make  a  call  on  the  colonies,  their 
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efforts  would  be  immensely  greater  even 
than  those  they  have  already  made.  Of 
course,  there  is  a  counter  claim  upon  us, 
a  claim  which  every  man  in  this  House 
would  most  gladly  recognise,  and  if  there 
be  any  demand  or  any  reijuest  which  the 
colonies  have  to  make  to  the  mother 
country,  nothing  can  be  more  certain  than 
that  such  a  request,  such  a  demand,  would 
be  most  favourably  considered  by  the 
British  Parliament.  But  have  they  made 
that  demand  1  Have  they  made  any 
<lemand  or  any  request  for  such  a  pro- 
posal, such  an  alteration  of  our  system,  as 
is  suggested  by  the  resolution  which  is 
410W  before  the  House  ?  It  is  an  abstract 
resolution.  It  is  a  curious  thing  how 
shortly  after  Mr.  Gladstone  has  left  the 
House  his  great  principles  are  forgotten 
l>y  his  party.  If  there  was  one  thing  which 
Mr.  Gladstone  more  consistently  urged 
than  another,  it  was  that  upon  the  Parlia- 
mentary point  it  was  a  great  mistake, 
mischievoas,  and  even  immoral,  in  a 
Parliamentary  sense,  to  propose  abstract 
resolutions  unless  the  promoters  of  those 
resolutions  were  prepared  to  give  some- 
thing like  a  sketch  of  the  general  lines 
upon  which  they  wish  to  proceed.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  introdu  jed  this  reso- 
lution said  that  he  had  no  practical 
scheme  to  suggest.  I  am  bound  to  say 
I  can  imagine  Mr.  Gladstone  under 
mich  circumstances  pointing  out  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  extreme  im- 
propriety of  saying  nothing  as  to  the 
practical  issue  of  the  proposal  in  what 
is  merely  an  abstract  resolution.  The  hon. 
Member  is  both  too  vague  and  too 
definite.  He  is  too  vague  because  he  has 
omitted  to  consider  any  of  the  difficulties 
which  lie  in  the  way  of  anyone  who  at- 
tempts to  bring  about  or  even  to  hasten  the 
advent  of  Imperial  federation.  Th^n  he 
is  too  definite  because  in  his  resolution 
he  does  indicate  and  practically  does  com- 
mit us  to  a  particular  form  in  which,  not 
Imperial  federation,  but  Imperial  repre- 
sentation is  to  be  brought  about.  If  the 
House  were  now  to  vote  for  this  Resolu- 
tion they  would  commit  themselves  to 
this  proposition — that  the  only  way  to 
secure  closer  relations  with  the  colonies, 
which  we  all  desire,  is  by  introducing 
some  sort  of  representation  of  the  colonies 
in  the  Imeriai  Parliament,  and  thereby 
he  would  exclude  altogether  the  con- 
sideration of  those  proposals  for  a  federal 
system  w^^hich  at  one  time  or  another  have 
been  under  review  by  statesmen  or  others 


who  have  given  their  attention  to  the 
subject.  Up  to  the  present  time, 
although,  of  course,  there  have  been  •  ex- 
pressions by  individuals,  both  by  societies 
and  individual  statesmen  and  politicians 
in  the  colonies,  there  has  been  absolutely 
no  definite  suggestion,  proposal,  demand, 
f)r  request  on  the  part  of  any  of  the 
representative  authorities  of  the  colonies 
for  any  such  change  as  is  suggested  in 
the  resolution.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  such  a  change  would  therefore 
necessarily  be  unpopular  in  the  colonies. 
Quite  the  contrary ;  I  believe  that  they 
are  at  the  present  moment  constantly 
considering  the  question,  as  we 
are  here  in  this  country,  but  up  to 
the  present  time,  at  any  ra!}0,  they 
have  not  propounded  any  particular 
method  of  dealing  with  the  subject ; 
and,  much  as  I  myself  desire  the  object 
which  the  Member  who  has  brought  this 
resolution  forward  has  in  view,  I  am  con- 
vinced that  nothing  would  be  more 
dangerous  or  more  fatal  to  the  success 
of  that  object  than  any  premature  dis- 
cussion of  details.  It  is  a  matter  on 
which  we  have  rather  to  follow  our 
colonies  than  to  appear  to  dictate  or  even 
to  suggest  to  them.  One  thing  our 
colonies  may  be  assured  of — that,  how- 
ever far  they  miy  be  willing  to  go  in  the 
direction  of  Imperial  unity,  we  shall  ba 
willing  to  follow.  But,  having  regard  to 
the  extraordinary  complexity  of  the 
situation,  I  do  not  think  that  the  time 
has  come  when  we  are  to  suggest  to  them 
the  form  which  I  hope  and  even  venture 
to  believe  before  many  years  have  passed 
that  Imperial  unity  will  take.  I  have 
said  that  the  hon.  Member  who  raised 
this  question  was  not  only  too  definite, 
but  also  too  vague.  At  all  events,  he  ex- 
cluded a  great  number  of  suggestions 
which  have  been  made.  He  is  also  too 
vague  as  to  the  resolution  itself.  Not  by 
way  of  depreciating  the  value  of  the  idea, 
but  by  way  of  pointing  out  to  the  House 
the  extraordinary  difficulty  of  discussing 
the  subject  at  the  present  time,  let  me 
suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  some  of  the 
points  on  which  ho  has  offered  no  answer 
whatever.  This  resolution  is  to  the 
effect  that  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House 
it  is  desirable  that  the  colonies' 
— well,  what  colonies  1  In  the  first 
place  the  hon.  Meml)er  has  so  far 
dealt  with  the  matter  that  he  has  de- 
clined to  include  India,  but  he  has  said 
nothing  about  the  Crown  colonies. 
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Mr.  HEDDERWICK  :  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  I  said  nothing  specitically  of 
the  Crown  colonies,  but  I  think  I  indi- 
cited  that  I  dealt  exclusively  with  the 
self-governing  colonies. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  But  I  must 
point  out  the  difficulty  in  which  the 
House  would  l>e  placed  if  they  committed 
themselves  to  the  terms  of  this  resolu- 
tion without  thoroughly  understanding 
what  they  inchided  or  omitted.  I  quite 
understand  now  that  he  proposes  to  deal 
with  the  self-governing  colonies.  Very 
good.  The  next  question  that  arises  is 
this :  He  says  that  they  should  be  ad- 
mitted to  some  direct  representation  in 
the  Imperial  Parliament.  Well,  the 
Imperial  Parliament  consists  of  two 
Houses.  In  which  House  does  he  pro- 
pose they  should  l)e  represented,  or  does 
he  propose  that  they  should  be  repre- 
sented in  l)oth  ? 

Mr.  HEDDERWICK  :  There  are  two 
in  the  other  House  already. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  beg  par- 
don. Surjly  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
calls  himself  a  Li])eral,  does  not  call  that 
representation. 

Mr.  HEDDERWICK :  I  quite  admit 
the  force  of  that ;  hut  I  should  regard 
Ijord  Strathcona  and  Lord  Mount  Stephen 
as  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Although  I 
believe  there  are  no  more  popular 
colonists  in  this  cou.ilry  than  the  two 
noble  Lords  the  hon.  Mem])erhas  referred 
to,  and  although  I  am  sure  tliey  enjoy  the 
confidence  of  their  fellow-colonists,  I  do 
not  think,  as  a  matter  of  constitutional 
right,  Canada  would  consider  it  was  fairly 
represented  by  the  two  noble  Lords  who 
have  been  created  peers  in  this  country, 
and  who  have  not  ])een  in  any  sense  the 
result  of  election  by  the  colonists.  The 
House  is  asked  to  pass  a  resolution  of  this 
kind,  and  I  say  the  hon.  Member  is  too 
vague.  There  is  a  great  deal  to  he  said 
for  representation,  if  it  is  ever  to  take 
place,  in  this  House.  There  is  something 
to  be  said  for  representation  in  the  other 
House ;  and  it  might  be  contended  that 
re  )resentation  in  one  House  without  re- 
pr  •scntation  in  the  other  would  be  a 
^ery  unsatisfactory  way  of  putting 
the    colonies    on    an    ecjuality  with   the 


people  of  this  countr)'.  When  yoo 
have  decided  in  which  House,  or 
whether  in  both  Houses,  the  colonies 
are  to  be  represented,  to  what  extent  i» 
that  representation  to  go  ?  Is  it  to  be 
proportional  to  population  ?  The  hoiL 
Member  who  seconded  the  resolution 
would  apparently  be  satisfied  with  what 
he  calls  a  stop-gap  —I  think  a  most  un- 
fortunate phrase — and  he  suggests  that 
the  representation  should  l>e  by  the 
appointment  of  Agents  \.TeneraJ  to  seats 
in  this  House  alone.  AVell,  with  what 
object  does  the  hon.  Member  seek  this 
representation  ?  He  did  not  directly  ex- 
plain it.  He  left  the  House  to  infer.  He 
said  nothing  could  be  more  satisfactory 
than  the  action  of  the  colonies  to- 
warils  the  present  war,  and  he  quoted 
the  action  of  Canada  as  an  illustration, 
and  he  went  on  to  say  that  Canada  re- 
served to  itself  the  right  to  decide 
whether  in  any  future  war  it  would  ex- 
tend the  same  assistance.  Of  course  it 
does.  Does  he  suppose  Canada  would 
occupy  a  different  position  if  she  had  not 
been  represented  by  Lord  Strathcona  or 
the  Agents  General  ?  Does  he  suppose 
under  these  circumstances  we  should  be 
entitled  to  say  to  (Canada,  *'  Von  shall  no 
longer  go  as  you  please,  but  you  are  to 
accept  the  decision  of  this  House,  and 
you  are  to  give  us  assistiince  and 
send  your  bravest  sons  to  fight, 
Ixjcausc  you  are  repivsented  in 
this  House  by  the  Agents  Grcneral  *'  \ 
The  prof)Osal  is  altogether  inadequate  to 
the  object.  It  is  absui-d  to  suppose  that 
a  self-governing  colony,  with  all  its 
natural  pride  and  independence,  would 
sacrifice  that  independence  for  the  sake  of 
a  single  vote  in  this  House.  I  do  not  for 
a  moment  criticise  the  point  that  it  mi|^t 
l)e  on  other  iiccounts  desirable,  at  some 
time  or  another,  that  the  representatives 
of  the  dirterent  colonies  should  lie  here 
with  a  voice,  as  a  sort  of  advisory  mem- 
bers. Yet  I  would  \yo\nt  out  to  the 
House  that  by  any  such  proposal  as  that 
they  will  not  secure  the  object  with  which 
I  this  rc^Jolution  is  moved  ;  for  it  is  quite 
certain  that  no  colony  would  for  a  moment 
'  think  of  giving  up  its  indeix»ndence  for 
i  such  a  representation.  But  1  \nll  go  to 
I  another  \yomX.  Assuin<»  that  the  Queen 
'  altered  the  constitution  of  this  Im{)erial 
Parliament.  Assume  that  we  have  given 
to  every  self-governing  colony  represen- 
Uition  in  this  House  in  profK>rtion  to  its 
I  population — I  suppose  that  would  be  the 
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ideal — and  a  certain  representation  in  the 
other  House  also.  Then  what  is  this  new 
Parliament  t6  dol  In  the  first  place, 
what  is  to  be  its  attitude  towards  the 
colonies  ?  Is  it  to  legislate  for  them  ]  If  ' 
not,  what  is  the  object  of  having  this  j 
large  representation  1  At  the  present 
moitent  the  Imperial  Parliament  is  con- 
stitutionally entitled  to  legislate  for  every 
<»lony.  That  is  a  constitutional  principle 
which  is  admitted  by  all  the  colonies; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  a  constitu- 
tional principle  which  we  do  not  often 
exercise.  Therefore,  the  colonies  would 
think  that  an  enormous  change  was 
made  if,  in  return  for  a  proportionate 
representation,  which  would  never  be  a 
majority  in  this  House,  we  were  to  under- 
take to  legislate  for  the  colonies.  Surely 
the  idea  is  perfectly  absurd.  It  is  not  in 
that  way  that  the  federation  of  the  Empire 
is  ever  to  be  accomplished.  We  are  not, 
in  any  circumstances,  going  to  interfere 
with  the  domestic  affairs  of  the  colonies. 
But,  then,  are  they  to  interfere  with  our 
domestic  affairs  ?  If  you  are  to  have  this 
proportionate  representation,  although  it 
would  be  always  a  minority  in  this  House, 
it  might  be  sufficient  to  determine  a 
division.  I  was  rather  amused  by  some- 
thing which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wick.  He  did  not  consider  that  that 
last  objection  was  a  difficulty,  because  the 
colonies  were,  he  said,  far  advanced  in 
social  legislation ;  and  he  appeared  to 
believe,  and  most  ingenuously  expressed 
the  opinion,  that  they  would  always  vote 
with  the  Eadical  party.  I  do  not  know 
how  far  that  would  commend  itself  to  the 
House,  if  it  were  true  ;  but  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  do  not  think  it  is  true.  If 
the  hon.  Member  has  studied  Canadian 
And  Australian  politics,  he  will  know  that 
words  common  both  here  and  there  have 
a  different  meaning  in  the  two  places.  A 
Conservative  in  Canada  or  Australia  is  a 
very  different  person  from  a  Conservative 
here  ;  and,  in  the  same  way,  a  Radical 
there  entertains  very  different  views  on 
particular  questions  from  Radicals  in 
the  old  country.  Therefore,  I  do 
not     suppose     that     it     would     be     a 

S3rmanent  gain  for  either  party. 
ut  it  would  bo  extraordinarily  anomalous 
to  have  questions  of  great  importance  in 
our  domestic  legislation  settled  for  us  by 
hon.  Members  who,  by  the  nature  of  the 
circumstances,  would  be  insufficiently 
acquainted  with  our  life  and  system. 
Another  question  is  this — suppose   that 


these  representatives  of  the  colonies  come 
here,  the  only  alternative  to  their  taking 
part    in   our    legislation  would   be  that 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Elland 
— namely,  that  they  should  speak  but  not 
vote.     I  do  not  mean  to  cast  any  ridicule 
upon  that  proposal,  if  it  is   thoroughly 
understood  that  all  that  is  intended  by 
such  a  change  is  to  give  the  colonies  an 
opportunity    of    stating    their   case    on 
colonial    questions  and  on   questions   in 
which  they  are  separately  interested.     In 
such    matters    communication   with    the 
colonies    is    no    doubt    very     desirable, 
although  I  am  not  quite  clear  whether 
it      could      not     be      better      obtained 
by    special    delegations — such     as    that, 
for  instance,  which  is  at  present  in  London 
on  the  matter  of  Australian  federation — 
than  it  could  be  by  representatives  who 
would  have  to  be  appointed  for  a  consider- 
able time,  and  who  might  be  more  or  less 
out  of  touch  with  colonial  opinion  after  a 
while.     But  any  such  half-hearted  repre- 
sentation as  that  would  go  a  very  short 
way  towards  the  federation  of  the  Empire, 
and  would  certainly  not  justify  us  in  the 
slightest    degree     in    imposing    on    the 
colonies  the  will  of   the  majority  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament  on  any  questions  in 
which  they  were  interested.    It  would  not 
advance  one  atom  the  present  position, 
which   is   that   these   colonies,   although 
they  reverence  the  person  of  the   Sove- 
reign and  are  devoted  in  their  loyalty  to 
the   Crown,   are   nevertheless,  with  that 
exception,  independent  sister  nations,  and 
their  assistance  is  given  to  us  voluntarily 
upon  such  occasions  as  that  which  we  are 
witnessing    to-day.       But     we    do    not 
pretend  to  have  any  power  to  compel  that 
assistance.    If  the  object  of  hon.  Members 
opposite   is    to    secure    an   arrangement 
such     as    the  hon.    Member    for   Elland 
seemed    to    suggest — that     we     should 
have  the   right   to   compel   the  colonies' 
contributions     as    the    contributions    of 
every  individual  taxpayer  in  the  United 
Kingdom  are  compelled — all  I  can  say  is 
that  they  are  proposing   something  very 
much  more  drastic    than   anything  sug- 
gested by  the  present  resolution.     Have 
hon.  Members  considered  what  the  result 
of  the  introduction  of  a  large  representa- 
I  tion  of  the  colonies  into  this  Parliament 
I  would  be  upon  our  fiscal  legislation  1  The 
!  hon.   Member   for   Elland   referred  to  a 
proposal   which  has   been   made   by  the 
London  Chamber  of  Commerce  for  a  fiscal 
arrangement  with  the  colonies,  which  is^ 
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indeed,  a  proposal  for  an  Imperial  Zoll- 
verein.  I  have  often  been  attacked  for 
having,  as  it  is  said,  proposed  an  Imperial 
ZoUverein.  I  have  never  done  anything 
of  the  sort.  It  is  one  of  those  recurring 
mistakes  of  which  I  am  so  largely  the 
victim,  and  which  it  is  hardly  worth 
while  to  contradict  until  the  occasion 
becomes  urgent.  All  I  have  done  is  to 
point  out,  following  the  language  used 
by  Lord  Ripon,  my  predecessor,  that  if 
there  is  to  be  any  kind  of  fiscal  arrange- 
ment with  the  colonies,  the  only  form 
which  I  myself  think  w^ould  be  viewed 
with  the  slightest  favour  in  this  country 
would  be  that  of  an  Imperial  ZoUverein, 
in  which  there  should  be  Free  Trade 
between  the  whole  empire,  and  duties 
of  some  kind  as  against  other 
countries.  But  I  have  not  proposed  that ; 
I  have  merely  stated  that  that  alone 
eems  to  me  a  proposal  which  might  be 
seriously  considered.  What  I  wish  to 
point  out  is  that  these  proposals  have  been 
declared  by  the  organs  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  be  an  atrocious  heresy — a 
heresy  so  great  that  the  founders  of  it 
ought  almost  to  be  put  in  the  pillory  or 
carried  to  the  stake.  Are  hon.  Members 
opposite  really  prepared  to  consider  such  : 
a  heresy,  which  might  be  raised  by  the 
representatives  of  the  colonies  in  this  Par- 
liament if  they  were  to  take  part  in  all 
the  discussions  in  which  we  engage  ? 
Lastly,  there  is  another  point  which,  to  my 
mind,  renders  any  further  discussion  on 
this  subject  at  present  undesirable.  The 
hon.  Member  dealt  with  it  very  lightly. 
He  said  there  is  a  Liberal  principle  that 
there  should  be  no  taxation  without 
representation.  I  differ  from  the  hon. 
Member  when  he  says  that  the  reverse  is 
not  also  true — that  there  cannot  be  repre- 
sentation without  taxation.  The  proposi- 
tion of  hon.  Members  opposite,  although  I 
know  they  do  not  intend  it,  will  be  taken 
by  the  colonies  as  a  proposal  that  we 
should  tax  them ;  that  in  return  for  giving 
them  a  representation  which  would  never 
be  more  than  a  minority  in  this 
House — at  any  rate  for  years  to  come — 
we  should  claim  :he  right  to  tax  them.  All 
I  can  say  is  that  that  is  a  proposition  which, 
if  it  were  ever  to  be  considered,  should 
come  to  us  from  them,  and  should  not  be 
suggested  by  us.  It  would  be  most 
dangerous  if  it  went  abroad  that  we  in 
this  House—  any  of  us  who  are  in  the  , 
slightest  degree  responsible  on  either  side 
for   the  proceedings — gave   the  slightest 

jMr.  J.  Chamhtrhin, 


8  ipport  to  any  such  proposition.  I  have 
ventured  to  point  out  my  reasons  for 
thinking  that  this  discussion  is  premature, 
that  it  is  necessarily  academic,  and  that 
it  might  be  mischievous.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  cannot  but  hope  that  the 
hon.  Member  may  think  fit,  being 
probably  satisfied  with  having  laid  the 
matter  \  efore  the  House,  to  withdraw  the 
resolution.  I  should  be  sorry  to  hare  a 
division  on  such  a  resolution,  because  as 
to  the  object  which  the  hon.  Members 
undoubtedly  have  in  view  I  suppose 
we  are  unanimous.  At  any  rate,  nothing 
would  give  me  greater  pleasure  than 
during  my  period  of  ofiice  to  promote  or 
advance  in  any  way  that  Imperial  unity 
which  has  been  the  dream  of  all  statesmen 
in  recent  times  who  have  devoted  any 
attention  to  the  subject,  and  which  I  am 
sanguine  enough  to  believe  is  not  im- 
possible of  realisation,  although  it  may 
be  endangered  by  premature  discussion. 

*Mr.  HEDDERWICK  :  It  is  perfectly 
true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said, 
that  this  discussion  has  been  academical, 
but  there  is  no  doubt,  from  the  very 
manner  in  which  the  motion  which  stanck 
in  my  name  is  framed,  that  I  intended  to 
do  nothing  more  than  to  express  a  desire 
on  the  part  of  this  House  to  meet  any 
wishes  on  the  part  of  the  colonies  which 
might  ])e  expressed  at  some  future  time. 
I  cannot  help  feeling,  in  spite  of  the  casti- 
gation,  more  or  less  merited,  which  some 
of  the  arguments  Tised  by  me  have 
received  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  whole  tone  of  his  reply  was  really 
sympathetic.  That  being  so,  I  am  satis- 
fied that  all  that  can  be  gained  by  this 
discussion  has  been  gained,  and  therefore 
I  quite  reciprocate  his  desire  that  no  divi- 
sion should  be  taken  on  the  motion.  I  * 
feel  that  he  has  expressed  very  much 
better  than  I  or  any  other  Memlwr  of  this 
House  could  have  done  our  real  feeling 
towanls  the  colonies  in  this  matter.  I 
should  just  like  to  add,  after  what  fell 
from  him  in  respect  of  special  delegations, 
that  while  I  for  one,  and  I  suppose  every 
Member  of  this  House,  would  be  perfectly 
satisfied  that  any  special  delegation  would 
receive  adequate  attention  frcmi  the 
present  holder  of  the  Colonial  Secretarial 
Office,  yet  in  the  past  and  1  am  thinking 
now  of  the  occasion  of  the  New  He]>rides 
difficulty  —  a  special  delegation  from 
Australia  was  anything  but  properly 
received  by  the  noble  Lord  who  then  pre. 
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sided  over  the  Colonial  Office.  I  remember 
that  instance  well,  because  the  character 
of  the  reception  then  accorded  to  the 
representatives  from  Australia  made  a 
painful  impression  on  my  mind  at  the 
time.  Therefore  I  feel  that  the  merits 
of  special  delegation  very  much  depend 
upon  the  disposition  of  the  gentleman 
who  may  happen  for  the  time  being  to 
hold  the  office  of  Secretary  of  State.  I 
beg,  by  leave  of  the  House,  to  withdraw 
the  motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  Nnthdrawn. 

PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION 
(IRELAND). 


[Resolution.] 

♦Serjeant  HEMPHILL  (Tyrone,  N.) : 
I  rise  to  move  the  resolution,  notice  of 
which  appears  on  the  Paper.  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  at  any  very 
great  length,  because  the  resolution 
embodies  a  principle  which  I  flatter  my- 
self will  be  acceptable  to  both  sides  of  the 
House.  It  certainly  has  this  advantage, 
that  it  is  free  from  any  colour  of  a  party 
character.  It  also  has  this  further  advan- 
tage, that  though  dealing  with  Ireland  it 
does  not  seek  to  impose  any  burden  upon 
the  Imperial  Exchequer.  The  resolution 
points  to  a  grievance  which  has  been  felt 
for  a  very  great  number  of  years  in 
Ireland,  and  which  only  requires  to  be 
stated  to  satisfy  every  fair-minded  and 
impartial  man  that  a  grievance  does 
exist.  I  do  not  expect  that  even  if  I 
carry  this  resolution  it  will  be  possible  to 
found  upon  it  any  legislation  this  sfession, 
because,  in  answer  to  a  question  put  a 
few  days  ago,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  though  his  tone  appeared  to 
me  to  be  sympathetic,  stated  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  Her  M.'ijesty's 
Grovemment  to  bring  in  any  Bill  this 
session  dealing  with  the  question  of  Irish 
Private  Bill  legislation.  There  is  another 
reason  why  it  will  not  be  necessary  for 
me  to  discuss  this  question  at  any  very 
considerable  length,  and  that  is  that  a 
similar  question  was  debated  ver}'^  fully 
and  very  ably  last  session  in  connection 
with  the  measure  dealing  with  Scotch 
Private  Bill  legislation  which  was  passed 
into  law.  Many  of  the  arguments  ad- 
vanced on  that  occasion  by  able  and 
eminent  Members  from  that  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  apply  with  even  gieater 
force  to  Ireland.     I  do  not  in  this  resolu- 


I  tion  ask  the  House  to  extend  the  scope  of 
I  that  measure  to  Ireland,  because  I  would 
I  rather  see  how  that  Act  operates  before 
I  I  adopt  altogether  its  details.     I  confess 
j  that  as   far  as  I  have  been  able  to  give 
I  attention  to  that  particular  Act,  it  seems 
I  to  me  that  a  simpler  mode  of  attaining 
I  my    end    might    by    some    exercise    of 
,  ingenuity  be  secured.     I  say  that  this  is 
a  grievance   which    has  been  for  a  very 
long  time  felt  in  Ireland.     It  is  a  very 
remarkable  thing  that  it  is  as  old  as  the 
union  itself,  because  at  that  time  one  of 
the  difficulties  foreseen  by  the  promoters 
of  the  Act  of  Union  was  the  hardship  it 
would  be  to  Ireland  to  have  Private  Bills 
passed  by  the  United  Legislature  sitting 
in  London  instead  of  having  local  inquiries 
and  proceedings  taken  for  that  purpose  in 
the  country  itself.  A  letter  which  appears 
in   the    Memoirs    of    Lord   Castlereagh, 
written  by  the  Duke  of  Portland  to  the 
then  Lord  Lieutenant,  immediately  before 
the  union,  contains  this  remarkable  pas- 
sage, to  which  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
House — 

"One  of  the  greatest  difficulties,  however, 
which  has  been  supposed  to  attend  a  project 
of  union  between  the  two  kingdoms  is  that  of 
the  expense  and  trouble  which  will  be 
occasioneil  by  the  attendance  of  witnesses  in 
trials  of  contested  elections  or  in  matters  of 
private  business  requiring  Parliamentary  in- 
terposition." 

It  is  singular  that  100  years  ago  this 
difficulty  should  have  been  foreseen. 
It  was  foreseen,  I  suppose,  liecause 
it  was  obvious  and  did  not  require 
any  very  great  amount  of  prophecy. 
Long  since,  in  1868,  this  House  obviated 
one  of  the  difficulties  there  pointed  out  in 
regard  to  contested  elections,  and  got  rid 
in  that  way  of  a  very  crying  grievance. 
But  passing  on  from  that  which  is  now 
ancient  history,  I,  in  looking  up  this 
matter,  find  that  more  than  thirty  years 
ago  a  Bill  was  introduced  for  this  very 
purpose  by  an  hon.  Member  from  Ireland. 
Other  matters  intervened,  and  that  Bill, 
like  a  great  number  of  other  Irish  Bills 


brought  in  with  a  view  to  remedying 
grievances  or  supposed  grievances,  fell 
still-born,  and  nothing  came  of  it.  But 
the  question  notwithstanding  was  kept 
alive  and  has  never  slept  from  that  day. 

Attention  called  to  the  fact  that 
forty  Members  were  not  present.  House 
counted,  and  forty  Members  being  found 
present, 
♦Serjeant  HEMPHILL  (continuing): 
This  grievance  has  uevex  %\c^\i,  ^vA  ^c>  W 
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back  as  1882  the  Associated  Chambers  of  I  greatest,  the  enormous  expense  involved 
Commerce  at  a  meeting  held  in  London  by  the  costs  of  witnesses,  the  costs  of 
passed  a  resolution  complaining  strongly  deputations  that  come  over  in  connectioo 
of  the  existing  system  on  the  grounds  set  |  with  the  Bills,  and  the  costs  of  ParEa- 
forth  in  this  resolution.  Those  grounds  were  ,  mentary  agents  in  London.  These 
the  great  waste  of  the  time  of  Parliament,  ,  sources  of  expense  it  is  impossible  to 
the  delay  to  the  suitors,  and  the  heavy  '  minimise  and  impossible  to  overrate.  A 
costs  and  charges  attending  the  promo- 1  very  experienced  gentlenian,  well  known 
tion  of  Private  Bills.  That  was  in  1882.  '  in  Dublin  and  every  part  of  Ireland,  ^vc 
On  the  12th  March,  1888,  some  of  the 
hon.  Members  present  may  recollect  a 
Select  Committee  on  this  question  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  whole  sub- 
ject, and  among  the  members  of  that 
Committer  were  the  ri^rht  hon.   Gentle- 


'o*" 


evidence  before  that  Committee,  .and  he 
pointed  out  that  even  in  the  case  of 
uncontested  Bills  evidence  was  required, 
and  the  cost  was  mo>t  unreasonable. 
In  the  case  of  one  company  it  was  neces- 
sary to  get  a  Private  Bill  merely  to  obtain 
man  the  Member  for  Montrose  and  the  hon.  I  additional  power  to  borrow  money,  and 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Louch.  I  that  Private  Bill  cost  the  company  £1,233. 
That  C'ommittee  did  not  arrive  at  any  Such  a  measure  as  that  ought  not  to  have 
conclusion  as  to  what  the  means  of ,  cost  the  company  a  X50  note.  The  same 
obviating  this  grievance  should  be,  l)ut  company  had  to  pay  £796  for  an  oppoaed 
two  or  three  alternative  methods  were  i  Bill,  and  £378  for  another  which  was  un- 
suggested.  My  resolution  does  not  at  '  opposed.  This  evidence  was  given  by 
all  involve  the  adoption  of  any  one  or  a  man  of  business,  who  produced  the 
other  of  them.  But  the  members  of  that  '  vouchers,  and  there  can  be  no  question 
Committee  were  all  agreed  as  to  the  evils  about  the  facts.  There  was  a  short  Bill 
of  the  present  system.  These  evils  mar  from  the  county  of  Cork  to  indemnify 
be  summansed  in  this  way.  If  a  Private  '  a  grand  jury  for  exceeding  their  powera, 
Bill  is  promoted  from  some  remote  and  that  Bill  cost  £490.  They  also  hid 
corner  of  Ireland,  a  place  which,  perhaps,  '■  another  Bill  the  opposition  to  which  cost 
many  Members  here  have  never  heard  of,  '  nearly  £1,000.  We  need  not  go  very  far 
the  promoters  must  have  counsel  in  j  to  look  for  other  instances,  beaiuae 
London,  and,  owing  to  the  peculiarity  of  i  within  the  last  two  years  we  have  had 
the  procedure  before  Parliamentary  two  Bills  in  particular  which  startled  us. 
Committees  and  the  enormous  crush  of  The  Dublin  Boundaiies  Bill  was  the 
Parliamentary  business  attendant  on  that  .  subject  of  two  debates  in  this  House, 
system,  they  are  obliged  not  only  to  and  that  cost  the  corporation  sup- 
employ  counsel  who  have  a  monopoly,  ;  porting  it  over  £16,000.  One 
and  are,  consequently,  more  expensive  \  body  of  Commissioners  who  opposed 
than  they  otherwise  would  be,  but  also  to  j  that  Bill  had  to  piiy  also  about  £8,000 
employ,  instead  of  one  or  two  counsel,  as  '  for  their  opposition,  and  to  this  must 
in  an  ordinary  case,  four  or  five,  to  ensure  !  be  added  the  costs  of  three  or  four  other 
the  attendance  of  any  one  of  them,  townships  who  opposed  it.  I  may  mention 
Another  point  upon  which  the  Committee  that  the  cost  of  promoting  this  abortive 
agreed,  as  a  cause  of  delay  and  a  source  I  Bill  before  a  Committee  of  this  House  and 
of  grievance,  was  the  shortness  of  the  j  the  House  of  Lords  tots  up  to  nearly 
daily  sittings  and  the  uncertainty  of  ;  £45,000.  It  is  impossible  for  any  country 
the  time  at  which  any  given  Bill  |  to  progress  with  such  a  millstone  round 
would  1)0  taken  up.  The  conse- 1  its  neck  that  is  involved  in  the  promo- 
quonce  of  this  is  that  witnesses  i  tion  of  the-.e  Bills.  Then  there  was  the 
from  a  remote  part  of  Ireland  may  be  '  Bill  for  the  Amalgamation  of  the  Rail- 
kept  wailing  day  after  day  and  week  '  ways,  which  also  led  to  nothing,  and  the 
after  week  before  they  are  put  into  the  cost  to  the  different  companies  concerned 
witness  box.  A  third  point  is  what  has  was  something  enormous.  In  the  coiu^ 
been  adverted  to  before  on  some  occasion  i  of  that  Bill  the  eminent  coimsel  who  is  at 
in  this  session — the  twice-told  tale  before  a  i  the  head  of  the  Parliamentary  Bar — Mr. 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  and  i  Pope — stated  that  the  cost  of  the  inquiry 
then  before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  !  was  about  £5  a  minute.  It  was  fiu-ther 
Lords,  or  vin'  rrrsi'r — going  over  the  same  j  stated  that  the  cost  to  the  promoters  was 
story,  throiigii  ihe  same  evidence,  with  |  about  £400  a  day.  Thoro  were  a  number 
the  same  counsel.     Then  last,  and  perhaps  '  of  Private  Bills  before    the    House  last 
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session,  and  they  were  all  promotedat  very  [  poratioii  opposed  the  amalgamation  of  the 
fireat  cost.  One  of  the  things  pointed  out  I  Great  Southern  and  Western  Railways  at 
duringtheinquii*y  in  to  the  Belfast  Drainage  a  cost  of  £2,146,  the  burden  of  which  fell 
Bill  in  1897,  where  all  the  witnesses  upon  the  ratepayers  of  the  city  of  Water- 
examined  came  from  Belfast  at  great  ford,  which  is  by  no  means  a  wealthy 
expense,  was  that  all  this  money  could  |  corporation. 
have    been   saved   by    a   local   inquiry  | 

In  the    height     of     the    railway    fever ,      Mil.    BANBURY  (Camberwell,   Peck- 
an   anecdote    is    told    of    one    eminent  j  ham) :     But    how    can    you    avoid    the 
Parliamentary  counsel    who    held  briefs  '  cost  I 
for    twenty-three     Committees,     all    of ! 

them  sitting  at  the  same  time.  He  *SER.rEANT  HEMPHILL :  By  having  a 
was  leisurely  walking  up  and  down  the  ;  local  in([uiry,  where  counsel  would  get 
corridor  and  another  counsel  asked  him,  :  only  the  same  fees  as  in  ordinary  cases. 
**How  do  you  happen  to  be  here  when  I  Counsel  in  Ireland  are  not  like  the  Parlia- 
these  cases  of  yours  are  going  on,  and  so  !  mentary  counsel  in  London,  who  seem  to 
many  people  want  you  ? "  His  reply  be  able  to  get  any  fee  they  like  to  ask. 
was,  "  It  doesn't  matter ;  I  can  only  be  i  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  fees  at  the 
there  in  one  case  at  a  time,  and  I  Parliamentary  Bar  arc  enormous,  but  they 
so  the  other  twenty-two  have  no  right  to  .  are  not  too  m'.ich,  because  the  counsel  are 
complain."  That  illustrates  the  disad- !  obliged  to  work  very  hard  during  a  short 
vantage  at  which  partiei  are  placed  by  period  of  the  session.  In  the  case  of  a 
being  brought  to  London.  The  three  or  local  inquiry  in  Ireland  there  would  be 
four  leading  counsel  at  the  Parliamentary  .  no  such  fees,  because  counsel  would  be 
Bar  are  like  the  young  doctor  in  one  of ;  paid  on  the  same  scale  as  if  they 
8mollet's  works,  who  represented  himself  ■  appeared  at  any  other  tribunal.  Irish 
as  being  so  bus}'^  that  if  he  were  cut  up  i  counsel  would  be  familiar  with 
into  a  thousand  pieces  he  would  have  i  the  localities,  and  they  would  offer 
plenty  of  work  for  each  piece  to  do.  I  I  their  sernces  at  considerably  less  fees 
wonder  that  this  hardship  has  been  en- 1  than  the  great  Parliamentary  leaders 
dured  so  long.  It  has  been  wittily  '  at  the  Bar  in  London.  I  am  sure  if  the 
said  that  the  bringing  up  of  country  I  hon.  Member  for  Peckham  were  as  well 
witnesses  does  some  good  at  all  events,  I  acquainted  with  the  profession  as  I  am 
becjiuse  in  the  case  of  Railway  B  Us  !  he  would  appreciate  this  distinction  with- 
those  witnesses  from  remote  parts  by  |  out  the  necessity  of  this  lengthy  explana- 
coming  to  London  make  their  first  j  tion.  That  is  one  part  of  the  expense, 
acquaintance  with  champagne  and  but  the  expenses  of  the  witnesses  are  the 
turtle.  Waterford  in  particular  has  been  :  material  part.  Then  again  the  expenses 
victimised  by  the  present  system.  In  the  ,  of  the  Parliamentary  a^ent  would  be 
year  1875  Waterford  had  an  improve- !  saved  altogether.  It  has  been  stated  that 
ment  Bill  audit  cost  them  X2,100.  In  ,  the  average  number  of  English  Private 
1889  a  Bill  was  brought  in  by  that  cor-  Bills  is  between  300  and  400  every 
poration  to  enable  them  to  borrow  money,  i  session,  and  hon.  Members  can  well 
and  the  cost  of  that  measure  was  between  imagine  the  delay  which  is  involved  in 
J&900  and  £1,000.  They  had  to  oppose  !  promoting  Private  Bills.  I  have  avoided 
another  Bill  in  1895  which  cost  X589,  i  in  my  resolution  stating  how  this  par- 
and  in  the  same  year  the  City  Corpora- 1  ticular  mischief  can  be  remedied,  but  I 
tion  Act  cost  them  X2,168.  The  •  want  the  House  to  affirm  that  there  is  a 
cost  to  Waterford  in  1887  of  opposing  grievance  to  Ireland  in  not  having  a 
the    Dublin,     Wicklow,    and     Wexford    cheaper  tribunal.     I  claim  for  my  resolu- 


Railway     Bill      was      £475,     and     the 


tion     the    advantage    that    it    may    be 


cost  of  their  opposition  in  1898  to  the  ;  supported  by  the  most  vehement  opponent 
Fishguard  and  Rosslare  Railway  Bill  was  of  Irish  Home  Rule,  because  that  question 
£1,200.  That  is  quite  enough  to  prevent .  is  not  involved  in  it.  There  are  a  great 
places  like  Waterford  making  any  pro- '  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
gress,  for  it  leaves  them  no  alternative  are  bitterly  opposed  to  the  idea  of  Home 
but  to  submit  to  unjust  and  unfair  legis-  i  Rule  for  Ireland,  and  I  want  to  disabuse 
lation  because  the  ratepayers  will  not  their  minds  of  any  suspicion  that 
stand  the  oppression  of  such  heavy  costs,  i  this  resolution  involves  the  affirma- 
In  the  year   1899   the   Waterford  Cor- 1  tion    of     the    principle   of   Home   Rule, 


1159 


Primte  Bill 


{COMMONS}         Legislutian  {Ireland).  im 


You  passed  the  Act  for  Scotland  last  year  \ 
which  took  away  from  the  Committees  of 
this  House,  in  the  first  instance,  the  pass- 
ing of  these  Private  Bills.     The  House 
can  carry  this  resolution  without  weaken-  . 
ing  its  position  either  for  or  against  Home 
Rule,  although  I  firmly  believe  that  we  i 
shall  ultimately  succeed  in  obtaining  that  1 
great  consummation  of  our  political  life. 
There  is  nothing  in  this  proj)osal  of  mine 
which    will   either  obstruct  or   facilitate 
Home  Rule,  but  it  is  a  proposal  of  obvious 
justice.     By  affirming  this  resolution  you 
will  facilitate  legislation  in  this  House. 
This  is  not  a  lawyers'  question,  for  Grand 
Jury    after   Grand    Jury    have    passed 
resolutions  pointing  out  ihe  evil  of  the 
present  system  in  Ireland.  The  Chambers  j 
of  Commerce  both  in  England  and  Ireland 
have     unanimously     pissed    resolutions 
calling  attention  to  the  grievance  under  I 
which   we  labour  in   not  having  a   Bill 
similar  to   that   which   was   passed  last  ^ 
year   for  Scotland.      I  do   not   ask   the 
House  to  pledge  itself  to  the  details  of  any 
scheme,  but   simply  to  affirm  the  exist- 
once  of  this  injustice,  and  if  this  resolu- 
tion is  adopted  it  will  facilitate  the  passing 
of  legislation  in  future  sessions.     I  beg 
to  move  the  resolution  standing  in  my 
name. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid) :  • 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  seconding  this 
resolution.  The  subject  is  one  with 
Avhich  I  am  not  unfamiliar,  and  I  am  ex- 
ceedingly curious  to  know  what  answer 
can  be  given  against  it  l)y  the  Govern- 
ment. This  will  be  an  illustration  of  the 
difterent  way  in  which  you  treat  Ireland. 
This  resolution  does  not  commit  the 
House  to  any  definite  plan,  but  it  simply 
affirms  that  some  change  is  necesstiry  with 
a  view  of  economising  the  time  of  Parlia- 
ment and  reducing  the  expenses  of 
suitors.  That  was  the  very  object  of  tlie 
Scotch  measure  dealing  with  this  question 
which  was  piissed  last  year.  When  that 
measure  was  under  considenition  it  was 
pointed  out  that  many  parts  of  Scotland 
were  s(^  far  fi-om  the  centre  of  Imperial 
Government  that  it  involved  a  great  ex- 
pense to  those  promoting  Private  Bills  in 
Scotland,  who  wore  required  to  come 
down  with  their  witne-^ses  and  employ 
counsel  in  London.  It  was  also  pointed 
out  that  the  exptMisos  of  promoting  Bills 
in  this  House  were  very  (.-onsiderablr,  and 
these  grievances  w«mv  the  foundation  <»f 
the  Scotch  Private  Bill  Procechuv  Act.   It 

Stfjomt  Ho  uphill. 


was  passed  to  enable  people  in  Scotland 
far  removed  from  I^ondon  to  h«'ive  a  local 
inquiry  in  regard  to  Private  Bills,  so  that 
they  might  have  an  opportunity  of  in- 
vestigating the  matter  on  the  spot.  That 
was  one  of  the  great  arguments  so  far  as 
the  Scotch  Bill  was  concerned.  The  next 
point  was  that  it  woTild  be  very  much 
cheaper,  and  when  I  state  these  facts  I  am 
using  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Member 
below  the  gangway,  and  also  the  argu- 
ments of  the  Government,  that  it  was  in 
the  interests  of  Private  Bill  legislation 
that  there  should  be  a  local  inquiry  on 
the  spot.  Not  only  did  you  provide  a 
local  inquiry,  but  you  preserved  the  autho- 
rity of  Parliament  all  the  same,  because  anv- 
one  may  appeal  against  the  local  inquiry.  If 
there  Ix?  opposition  to  the  Bill  then  it 
must  of  necessity  come  to  this  House.  A 
Private  Bill  here  has  to  go  through  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  House  of 
Lords,  ])Ut  if  it  be  a  Bill  brought  up 
from  Scotland,  where  there  has  been  a 
local  inquiry  there  can  only  be  one  jwnt 
inqiury  of  the  Lords  and  Commons  upon 
it,  so  that  the  expense  is  very  much  le« 
than  if  yoTi  had  two  inquiries.  That  was 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  which  the  Govern- 
ment contended  was  in  the  interests  of 
Scotland.  These  Committees  are  taken 
as  applying  more  particularly  to  Ireland. 
which  is  further  away  from  London,  and 
where  the  people,  as  a  whole,  are  not » 
wealthy  as  in  Scotland.  There  are  unani- 
mous recommendations  fi*om  Committee 
after  Committee  in  favour  of  this  principle, 
and  yet  when  it  comes  to  the  point  it  i« 
said,  "  Oh,  Ireland  is  different."  I  am 
surprised  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  is  not  in  his  place,  when  he  him- 
self, in  order  to  reform  the  Private  KD 
procedure,  brought  in  a  Bill  which  em- 
braced the  three  countries.  So  far,  then, 
as  the  principle  itself  is  concerned,  there i» 
the  fact  that  a  L^nionist  Government 
brought  in  a  Bill  to  place  Ireland  on  the 
same  footing  as  Scotland,  and  I  shall  be 
surprised  indeed  if  from  the  Government 
benches  any  hon.  Gentlemen  i^ts  up 
for  the  purpose  of  saying  that  this  resolu- 
tion to  give  to  Ireland  that  which  the 
GovernmtMit  gave  to  Scotland  last  year, 
and  which  they  intended  to  give  to*  Ire- 
land some  years  ago,  is  one  that  cannot 
be  accepted.  If  you  siiy  that  Ireland  is  not 
to  get  this,  that  would  show  at  once  bo*" 
differently  you  treat  Ireland  to  anv  other 
portion  of  the  Kmpire.  I  cannot  conceive 
it    ptis-^ible    that    tln're    should    be  any 
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adverse       decision      in      this       matter,  j  to  Private  Bills  by  the  Provisional  Order 
and    the    only   way    in   which  I    could  ■  system, 
account    for    such    a    thing    is    that    a ' 

minor     member     of     the     Government  I      Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) : 
has   received    certain    instructions    with  i  And  so  in  Scotland, 
regard  to  this  matter  and  is  unable  to  go  | 

beyond  his  instructions.  It  is  not,  I ;  Sir  JAMES  HASLETT  said  he  was 
tbink,  fair  or  proper  to  delegate  a  matter  aware  of  that,  but,  speaking  after  thirty 
of  this  kind  to  a  minor  member  of  the  |  years  experience  of  coming  to  Parlia- 
Cabinet.  We  all  know  perfectly  well  ■  ment  for  the  passing  of  certain  local 
how  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  will  ,  Bills,  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
split  hairs  and  talk  about  the  great  differ- 1  the  expense  was  very  considerable,  and 
ence  between  Ireland  and  the  other  this  wjis  especially  felt  when  the  com- 
portions  of  the  United  Kingdom,  but  he  '  munity  concern  3d  were  quite  agreed 
cannot  get  over  this  important  fact,  that ,  upon  the  removal  of  a  grievance.  But 
Ireland  is  in  the  same  position  as  regards  '  he  thought  that  in  certain  cases  Par- 
the  principle  of  this  motion  as  Scotland.  '  liament  afforded  a  fair  basis  for  settling 
We  have  got  a  separate  Bill  for  Scotland,  !  contested  Bills  that  a  narrow  and  limited 
and  now  we  are  asking  for  a  separate  Bill ,  tribunal  would  not.  While  he  was. 
for  Ireland,  and  there  can  be  no  reason  anxious  to  extend  a  system  of  local  in- 
why  Ireland  should  be  treated  differently  |  quiries,  he  was  not  prepared  to  give  up  the 
from  Scotland  in  a  case  of  this  kind.  I  \  right  of  appeal  to  Parliament.  But  in 
shall  therefore  second  the  resolution.  I  some  simple  cases,  where  small  Bills  were 

;  brought  forward,  it  ought  not  to  b& 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  |  necessary  to  have  proof  of  their  necessity 
"That  the  present  system  of  Private  Bill  i  being  given  in  London,  and,  if  so,  then 
Legislation  for  Ireland  constitutes  a  certain  heavy  charges  should  be  bonie  by 
serious  grievance  to  the  interests  of  suitors  ;  Parliament.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
from  that  country,  and  requires  alteration,  man  who  moved  the  motion  never  stated 
with  a  view  to  economising  the  time  of  what  the  machinery  should  be  for  taking 
Parliament,  preventing  delay,  and  re-  evidence  locally,  whether  in  the  Court  of 
ducing  the  heavy  costs  and  charges  ■  Assize  or  before  a  Recorder  or  a  chairman 
attending  the  promotion  of  private  Bills  '  of  quarter  sessions. 
at  present,  and  that  legislation  with  this  ' 

view  is  urgently  required."— (il/r.  Serjeant .  Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  :  The 
ffemphilL)  motion  is  not  intended  as  material  for  a 

'  Bill. 
Sir  JAMES  HASLETT  (Belfast,  N.)  • 
said  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  i  Sir  JAMES  HASLETT  said  that  was 
man  was  made  now,  when  a  Unionist  j  true  enough,  but  there  had  been  a  series 
Government  was  in  power,  and  it  was  of  resolutions  brought  forward  on  this 
supported  by  the  hon.  Member  for  subject,  and  no  suggestion  had  been  made 
Mid  Lanark,  .  who  was  anxious  that '  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
the  relief  the  proposal  made  in  reganl !  local  tribunal  to  which  Private  Bills  should 
to  Ireland  should  be  extended  to  |  be  referred.  If  he  meant  that  a  repre- 
Scotland.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  sentative  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
failed  in  the  past  to  suggest  or  pro-  of  Ireland  should  be  the  tribunal,  then 
pose  himself  such  a  Bill  for  Scotland,  It '  that  would  be  a  mistake,  for  what 
was  complained  that  counsel  engaged  in  '  would  a  reprcrjentative  of  that  Depart- 
the  advocacy  of  Private  Bills  before  i  ment  know  of  the  wants  and  idiosyn- 
Parliamentary  Committees  seldom  at- !  crasies  of  a  given  locality  1  He  thought 
tended  to  their  duties,  for  they  were  con-  that  by  a  judicious  enlargement  of  the 
tinually  popping  out  of  one  committee- !  Irish  Local  Board  minor  Acts  might  be 
room  to  another.  Well,  he  had  known  satisfactorily  disposed  of,  while  still 
counsellors  in  the  little  town  of  Belfast :  retaining  the  right  of  appeal  to  Parlia- 
holding  briefs  in  Crown  Courts  and  Record  ,  ment.  There  had  been  an  inquiry  into 
Courts  taking  fees  in  both  when  they  '  this  very  subject,  and  he  regretted  that 
were  only  able  to  attend  to  one  court.  '  the  Report  made  ha<l  been  utterly  futile,. 
In  certain  respects  Ireland  had  been  '  l>eoause  it  failed  to  cause  any  change  to  be 
relieved  from  heavy  expenditure  in  regard  j  made  in  the  present  system  of  Pwi^\*^^'^ 
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kgislation.  The  Report  of  the  Committee 
of  Inquiry  left  them  in  the  dark,  like 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
this  evening.  He  would  suggest  that 
there  should  be  a  small  Committee  of  In- 
quiry into  the  whole  subject.  This  was 
not  a  party  or  a  political  question,  and 
such  an  inquiry  should  be  conducted  so 
that  it  might  devise  a  scheme  by  which 
the  Private  Bill  legislation  of  Ireland  should 
be  improved  and  the  cost  of  it  minimised. 
As  to  the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, it  was  not  a  step  forward,  and 
vhether  it  were  adopted  or  not  would  not 
help  the  matter  in  the  least,  and,  there- 
fore, he  could  not  sec  in  it  the  promise 
«f  any  real  advantage. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick)  said 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  not  made  quite  clear  the  line 
which  he  took  upon  the  resolution  ;  he 
first  of  all  went  a  certain  distance  in 
favour  of  the  resolution,  and  then  harked 
back.  The  subject  matter  of  the  resolu- 
tion before  the  House  was  in  no  sense 
political ;  it  was  purely  a  matter  of 
business  and  a  social  question.  As  a 
member  of  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  he 
protested  against  the  enormous  expense  to 
which  his  city  had  been  put  in  respect  to 
Private  Bill  legislation  ;  thousands  and 
thousands  of  pounds  had  been  spent  in 
Dublin  on  Private  Bills,  and  it  ought  to 
be  the  business  of  this  House  to  find  out 
:some  more  economical  method  of  dealing 
with  these  matters.  It  was  inaccurate  to 
say  that  only  certain  sections  of  the  com- 
munity in  Ireland  were  interested  in  this 
resolution,  because,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  some  of  the  strongest  Unionists  in 
Ireland  at  the  present  moment  were  its 
firmest  supporters.  The  principle  once 
acknowledged,  the  reform  would  be 
easily  carried  out.  It  was  not  the  duty 
of  the  private  Member  to"  do  more  than 
initiate  the  motion,  it  was  for  the 
Government  to  find  a  remedy  for  this 
state  of  tilings.  The  expense  of  Private 
Bill  legislation  was  a  barrier  against  and 
prevented  necessary  improvements.  The 
hon.  Member  gave  two  instances  of  the 
unnecessary  amount  of  expense  involved 
in  having  to  come  to  London  to  o])tain 
powers.  The  Act  of  1893  for  the 
drainage  scheme  of  Blackrock  cost  the 
promoters  £7,248,  and  the  opponents 
£2,824,  and  when  it  became  necessary  to 
introduce  an  amending  Act  in  189G,  it 
-cost  a  further  £2,400.      So  that  in  con- 

Sir  James  Hashtt. 


nection  with  the  main  draiiiage  of  Kaek- 
rock,  a  work  which  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary, there  was  an  initial  expense  of 
£7,000  before  anything  could  be  dcme, 
and  the  whole  matter  could  have  been 
much  more  economically  dealt  with  in 
Ireland.  In  another  case,  where  a  flood 
had  carried  away  a  small  bridge,  a  Bll 
was  brought  before  Parliament  to  re- 
build the  bridge,  and  the  costs  of  obtain- 
ing the  Act  were  £5,000.  The  amount 
of  the  contract  for  erecting  the  bridge 
was  £500.  It  was  maintained  by  the 
Government  that  Ireland  enjoyed  the 
same  liberties  as  England  and  Scotland, 
but  that  was  not  so — especially  with  re- 
gard to  Private  Bill  procedure,  and  he 
hoped  a  satisfactory  assurance  would 
be  given  with  regard  to  that  matter. 
He  had  great  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
resolution. 

Sir  ALBERT  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.): 
I    hope  it  will  not  be  thought  out    of 
place  if  I,  as  an  English  Member,  support 
this      resolution.       So     long     as     the 
Imperial  Parliament  legislates  for  Ireland, 
it  becomes  the  duty  of  that  Parliament 
to  listen  to   the    exposition  of  any  evfl 
connected  with  administration  in  Ireland, 
and   to   do   the   utmost    to  redress  any 
real  Irish   grievance.      This   is  a  grier- 
ance    of    long    standing,    and     I    think 
we     ought    to    show    a    disposition    to 
do    all    in    our    power    to    remedy    it 
Reference    has    been     made    to    public 
opinion  on  this  question.     I   have  been 
brought    in   contact  with    many    pubhc 
bodies  who  have  convinced  me  that  not 
only  in  Ireland,  but  in  England,  pubhc 
opinion  is  universally  in  favour  of  the 
proposal.       The    hon.    Gentleman    who 
introduced  the  resolution  spoke  of  what 
the   Associated  Chambers  of   Commeree 
had  done  eighteen  years  ago.      It  had 
passed  unanimously  a  resolution  in  favour 
of  such  a  scheme,  on  the  motion  of  one  of 
the    leading     members    of     the    DubUn 
Corporation,  who  was  a  strong  Unionist, 
and  the  motion  was  seconded  by  an  equally 
strong   Unionist.      I  believe    that  every 
Unionist  from  Scotland  would  vote  for  it. 
I  should  like  to  add  that,  whatever  may 
be  said  of   the   system   of    Private   Bill 
legislation,    it  is  not  altogether  without 
objection     in     this     country.       It    has, 
I  however,  one  great  advantage  in  dealing 
with  difficult  and  delicate  subjects  of  all 
kinds,    and  that    is    the    unimpeachable 
1  character    of    the   tribunal.       If    a   mis- 
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carriage  occasionally  takes  place,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Huddersfield  tramways, 
no  one  impeaches  the  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee or  its  disposition  to  do  its  duty. 
But  while  that  is  a  great  advantage, 
there  are  many  great  disadvantages.  The 
cost  is  simply  enormous,  and  is  a  deter- 
rent in  many  cases,  and  frequently 
prevents  the  carrying  out  of  gi-eat  local 
improvements.  My  hon.  friend  has  asked 
how  could  that  be  met  ?  I  say  it  could 
be  met  by  more  local  legislation.  If  the 
inquiry  was  made  on  the  spot,  and  the 
evidence  taken  on  the  spot,  it  is  manifest 
that  that  would  be  an  easy  way  of  re- 
ducing the  expenditure.  As  an  illustra- 
tion of  the  great  objection  taken  to 
the  present  system,  even  by  rich  munici- 
palities, there  was  a  case  the  other  day  of 
an  unopposed  and  by  no  means  difficult 
Bill,  where  the  House  fees  and  counsels' 
expenses  amounted  to  thousands  of 
pounds.  Hence  the  popularity  of  Provi- 
sional Orders  instead  of  Private  Bill  legisla- 
tion But  Provisional  Orders  are  not 
always  applicable  to  all  cases.  All  these 
objections  are  very  strongly  accentuated 
in  the  case  of  Ireland.  The  mere  matter 
of  distance  decides  that  point.  Distance 
means  time,  and  time  means  cost,  and 
that  constitutes  a  great  tax  on  Ireland, 
and  we  ought  to  put  an  end  to  the  present 
system.  There  was  a  case  of  the  burning 
of  the  Court-house  at  Cork,  and  a 
Bill  had  to  be  obtained  for  the  re- 
building of  it,  the  cost  of  which 
was  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  actual 
cost  of  the  rebuilding.  Scotland  has  got 
the  advantage  of  an  experimental  system 
which  is  answering  very  well  so  far  as  we 
can  hear.  Why  should  we  delay  giving 
a  similar  system  to  Ireland  ?  An  objec- 
tion was  made  to  the  resolution  as  being 
academic.  But  it  asserts  a  principle*,  and 
if  the  principle  is  conceded  it  might  be 
passed  into  law  some  day.  I  grant  that 
possibly  it  is  desirable  that  there  should 
be  a  Committee  appointed.  I  take  it  that 
all  that  the  right  hon.  Genlileman  who  in- 
troduced the  resolution  desires  is  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  in  favour  of  a 
great  public  advantage,  and  if  that  sense 
IS  expressed  his  object  will  bj  attained, 
and  we  will  be  on  the  road  to  the  assimi- 
lation of  Private  Bill  legislation  in  the 
various  branches  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  towards  the  amelioration  oi  the 
relations  between  them. 

Mr.    T.    p.  O'CONNOR    (Liv^qjool, 
Scotland) :  If  my  right  hon.  .friend  goes  to  a 


division  I  shall  support  him.  I  honestly 
say  that  I  acquiesce  in  this  proposal  rather 
than  feel  enthusiasm  for  it.  I  quite  agree 
that  the  expense  involved  in  Private  Bill 
legislation  in  this  House  approaches  to  ar 
scixndal,  and  is  a  very  serious  tax  on- 
Ireland.  I  understand  that  the  cost  of 
the  Railway  Amalgamation  Bill  was  calcu- 
lated at  the  rate  of  five  guineas  a  minute, 
which  must  have  amounted  to  a  very 
serious  tax  on  the  shareholders  of  the  two- 
companies,  as  the  inquiry  went  on  for 
some  time.  Therefore,  on  the  merits- 
there  cannot  be  much  diti'erence  of 
opinion.  The  reason  why  I  will  vote  for  it- 
not  with  enthusiasm,  is  that  my  right  hon, 
friend  may  be  inclined  to  think  that  thi» 
resolution  means  a  little  more  than  it 
does.  If  anyone  is  under  the  delusion 
that  a  mere  change  in  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation would  satisfy  the  national  aspira- 
tion for  self  government  in  Ireland,  he  is^ 
mistaken.  I  think  it  necessary  always, 
to  raise  a  voice  of  warning  on  this  ques- 
tion, because  so  many  people  in  thi» 
country  are  inclined  to  think  that  a  little^ 
concession  here  and  there,  and  a  smalt 
sop  thrown  here  and  there,  is  all  that  is- 
required  to  deal  with  the  Irish  <iuestion. 
The  question  goes  a  great  deal  more- 
deeply  than  that ;  and  although  I  willi 
vote  for  the  resolution  I  do  so  regarding* 
it  as  no  step  whatever  either  to  advance 
or  to  satisfy  our  national  aspirations. 

Mr.  BANBURY :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  told  us  that  while  he  intends  to  vote 
for  this  resolution,  this  resolution  would 
in  no  way  gratify  the  national  aspirations 
of  Ireland.  Now,  I  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  to  the  national  aspirations  of 
Ireland.  I  thought  this  was  a  practical 
question  as  to  whether  or  not  measures  of 
Private  Bill  legislation  could  be  carried' 
on  cheaper  than  now.  I  was  not  aware 
that  the  national  aspirations  of  Ireland 
had  anything  whatever  to  do  with  the  case. 
The  hon.  M'.imber  for  South  Islington  has. 
told  us  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  would  be 
advisable  to  alter  the  Private  Bill  pro- 
cedure, but,  at  the  same  lime,  he  also  told 
us  that  the  Parliamentary  Committees 
that  now  exist  afford  the  most  impartial 
tribunals  which  can  be  ima;^ine:l.  But. 
then  he  says  that  they  are  rather  expen- 
sive. I  listened  with  great  anxiety  to^ 
hear  from  him  what  tril>unal  could  be 
cheiiper  and  at  the  same  time  as  impar- 
tial. 


Sir  albert  ROLLIT: 
duct  the  in(|uiry  locally. 


I  would  con- 
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Mr.  BANBURY :  I  am  not  aware  that 
a  local  in([uiry  would  be  so  impartial  as 
those  in  this  House.  It  seems  to  me,  as 
a  practical  man,  that  if  you  went  l)efore  a 
tribunal  which  is  impartial  and  popular, 
although  expensive,  it  would  be,  in  the 
long  run,  cheaper  than  to  go  before  a 
tribunal  which  may  be  impartial,  but,  at 
the  same  time,  incompetent.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  resolution 
fell  into  the  same  error  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Islington,  because  he  did  not 
allude  to  the  tribunal  which  he  proposed 
to  set  up.  I  believe  the  late  Air.  Glad- 
stone said  that  there  were  no  more 
dangerous  things  than  abstract  resolu- 
tions. I  do  not  know  anything  which 
could  be  more  adequately  described  as  an 
abstract  resolution  than  that  now  before 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lanark  told  us  he  was  not  unfamiliar 
with  the  present  circumstances.  I  do  not 
know  any  subject  with  which  he  is  not 
familiar.  I  have  heard  him  during  the 
seven  or  eight  years  I  have  been  in  this 
House  give  an  opinion  on  every  subject 
under  the  sun.  His  opinions  may  be  wise 
and  show  great  learning;  but  while  he 
himself  said  he  was  not  unfamiliar  with 
the  subject  he  did  not  enlighten  us  with  i 
regard  to  his  views  as  to  the  ncAv  tribunal  1 
to  be  set  up. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  There  is  the  Scotch  I 

tribunal.  I 

I 

Mr.   BANBURY:    Well,   the    Scotch  I 
tribunal  was   only   set    up    last  session.  , 
Would  it  not  be  advisable  to  wait  a  little 
longer  before  we  set  up  another  tribunal  ' 
for  Ireland  ?   I  have  no  means  of  knowing  [ 
whether   the    Scotch    tribunal  has   been 
successful  or  not.      My  hon.  and  gallant 
friend  near  me  informs  me  that  the  Act 
has    not   yet   come   into    operation,  and  , 
therefore  the  advantages  of  the    Scotch  i 
tribunal  cannot  be  quoted,  because  it  is 
not  yet  in  existence.      Therefore,  I  am  , 
quite  correct  in  saying  that  we  ought  to 
wait  a  little  longer.     Moreover,  we  must 
also   remember    that  Scotsmen  are   emi- 
nently practical  men  and  great  economists.  ' 
Only  last  night  we  heard  of  Scotsmen  who  ' 
are  willing  to  take  a  post  on  the  Lunacy 
Board,  and  not  anxious  to  take  the  salary,  i 
and,  when  it  was  shown  that  so  many  men 
were  anxious  to  do  their  duty  for  nothing, 
the  Lord  Advocate  practically  withdrew 
his    Bill.      The   right     hon.    Gentleman  [ 
opposite  said   there    was   great   expense  ; 


'  attendant  on  the  present  Private  BQl 
procedure,  and  that  counsel  were  paid 
fees  for  cfises  in  which  they  did  not 
appear.  That  undoubtedly  is  a  scandal; 
but  I  was  going  to  say,  did  you  ever 
hear  of  any  counsel  who  did  not  take 
fees  in  every  case  ?  [An  Hon.  Mem- 
ber on  the  Irish  benches :    Not   in  Ire- 

'  land.]  My  hon.  friend  says  "  Not  in 
Ireland,"  but  I  do  not  see  that  Irish 
counsel  are  any  better  than  English 
counsel.  If  an  Irish  counsel  were  to  get 
a  fee  for  not  attending  a  case,  he  wooU 

'  do  so  ;  and  I  should  do  the  same  myself. 
I  think  it  would  be  advisable  before  we 
came  to  a  division  on  this  question  that 
we  should  get  from  some  hon.  Member 
opposite  some  information  as  to  the  pre- 
cise tribunal  wanted.  If  he  can  set  up 
a  tribunal  which  has  all  the  attributes 
which  everybody  in  this  House  admits 
that  a  Committee  of  this  House  has— 
namely,  impartiality,  leisure  to  attend  to 
the  question  before  it — and  at  the  same 
time  a  tribunal  which  will  conduct  the 
inquiry  cheaper,  I  shall  be  happy  to  vote 
for  such  a  resolution.  But  so  long  as  it 
is  a  mere  abstract  resolution  I  shall  be 
obliged  to  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  J.  H.  M.  CAMPBELL  (Dublin, 
St.  Stephen's  Green) :  Inasmuch  as  I  am 
in  active  sympathy  with  the  principle 
of  the  motion  introduced  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  wish  to  mention  very 
briefly  my  reasons  for  supporting  it.  In 
the  first  place,  it  is  clear  that,  apart  from 
politics,  the  Chaml>ers  of  Commerce  of 
bublin,  Belfast,  and  Cork,  and  all  the 
leading  commercial  men  all  over  Ireland 
are  entirely  at  one  in  this  matter.  I  think 
we  have  only  to  consider  some  of  the 
cases  mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man 'who  moved  the  resolution  to  see 
that  some  reform  is  imperatively  required. 
It  is  not  merely  that  these  inquiries 
before  Committees  of  this  House  involve 
the  parties  concerned  in  enormous  ex- 
pense, but  unquestionably  they  have  had 
the  effect  of  preventing  in  recent  years 
many  reforms  which  small  local  bodies 
and  towns  have  shrunk  from  embarking 
upon.  There  is  one  matter  which  has 
tended  very  greatly  to  increase  the  expense 
of  local  bodies  in  Ireland  coming  to  this 
House.  They  have  found  that  it  is  not 
siife  to  rely  exclusively  on  the  undivided 
attention  of  eminent  English  Parlia- 
mentary counsel.  Our  Committees  sit 
for    a     brief  period    in    the  year,   and 
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numbers  of  them  sit  at  the  same  time ; 
and  thus  leading  counsel  have  their 
attention  divided  over  several  Committees. 
It  is  found,  therefore,  impossible,  for  any 
consideration  or  reward,  to  secure  the 
undivided  attention  of  the  leaders  of  the 
Parliamentary  Bar.  But  over  and  above 
that,  they  have  found  by  experience  that 
English  counsel  are  at  a  loss  when 
they  come  to  deal  with  matters  purely 
local  in  questions  affecting  Ireland, 
and  accordingly  it  has  become  the  practice 
for  years  past  to  engage  Irish  counsel  to 
aid  the  English  counsel  to  either  oppose 
or  support  an  Irish  Bill.  That  involves 
the  payment  of  very  large  fees  to  the 
Irish  counsel,  because  they  have  to  leave 
all  their  other  cases  behind  them  in 
Ireland,  and  are  compelled  to  give  their 
exclusive  attention  to  the  work  here.  But 
it  is  not  merely  on  the  ground  of  expense 
that  we  are  in  favour  of  the  reform 
embodied  in  the  resolution,  because  there 
is  no  division  of  opinion  amongst  us  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  and  I  have  never 
heard  of  any  man  engaged  in  commerce 
or  in  the  professions  who  is  not  in  favour 
of  it.  Take  the  case  of  the  Railway 
Amalgamation  Bill.  For  weeks  the 
managers,  the  principal  servants  and 
officials  were  all  detained  here  from '  their 
ordinary  business,  which  they  had  to 
entrust  to  subordinates.  And  then  public 
men  who  could  have  assisted  the  Com- 
mittee in  their  deliberations  could  not 
come  over  here  and  spend  weeks  waiting 
to  be  called.  I  do  not  think  it  is  right 
to  twit  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
introducing  ^an  abstract  resolution.  On 
an  occasion  of  this  kind  it  would  be 
impossible  to  go  into  the  details  of  a 
scheme  which  would  carry  out  our  ideas. 
We  have  already  had  before  us  the 
analogy  of  the  Scotch  Private  Bill  Pro- 
cedure Act.  Some  of  us  may  think 
that  that  is  not  the  thing  we  should  like 
in  Ireland ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
resources  of  this  House  should  be  quite 
equal  to  devising  some  system  which 
would  have  all  the  benefits  of  a  Private 
Bill  Committee — I  yield  to  no  one  in  my 
admiration  for  that  tribunal — and  by  which 
those  Committees  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  meet  for  a  certain  period  of 
the  year  in  Ireland,  and  there  take  evi- 
dence. I  should  imagine  that  even  in 
England  we  might  find  hon.  Members  of 
public  spirit  and  with  sufficient  time  to 
give  to  the  consideration  of  Irish  Bills. 
At  any  rate,  the  suggestion  would  get 


rid  of  the  difficulty  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Peckham,  of  obtaining 
tribunals  of  the  same  impartiality  and 
ability  as  the  present  Committees. 
Having  regard  to  the  fact  that  Royal 
Commissions  have  travelled  all  over 
Ireland,  and  that  many  Members  were 
glad  to  take  part  in  these  Commissions,  I 
cannot,  for  the  life  of  me,  see  how  the 
House  could  not  devise  a  scheme  by 
which  the  Committees  should  sit  in  Ire- 
land, take  evidence,  and  discuss  the  Bills 
there.  I  hope  I  am  not  impeaching  on 
the  principle  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's motion ;  but  I  would  not  care  to 
see  large  measures  of  railway  or  muni- 
cipal reform  entrusted  to  the  considera- 
tion of  local  bodies  in  Ireland,  especially 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  financial 
and  other  considerations  might  arise,  as  I 
suppose  they  do  in  England  and  Scotland. 
It  is  for  that  reason  that  I  make  the 
suggestion,  which  is  perhaps  not  a  new 
one,  that  hon.  Members  of  this  House 
returned  for  English  or  Scotch  con- 
stituencies should  be  formed  into 
small  Committees  who  would  go  to 
Ireland  and  hold  their  inquiries  there 
on  Irish  Private  Bills.  That  would  secure 
to  the  parties  concerned,  both  opposing 
and  supporting,  that  ability  and  impar- 
tiality which  are  the  characteristics  of 
the  Committees  of  this  House.  The 
convenience  of  the  witnesses  would  be 
consulted,  and  the  expense  of  the  Com- 
mittees could  be  easily  defrayed  by  the 
State,  which  expense  would  be  nothing 
compared  with  the  enormous  additional 
cost  that  is  heaped  on  local  bodies  in 
Ireland,  which  are  compelled  even  on 
small  sanitary  matters  to  come  over  to 
this  House  with  an  array  of-  counsel  to 
take  part  in  an  inquiry  that  may  last  for 
days.  I  do  trust  that  the  Leader  of  the 
House  will  give  some  hope  and  some 
encouragement  to  all  classes  in  Ireland, 
who  I  again  say  are  unanimous  on  this 

1  question,  and  who  cannot  see  in  it 
any  suggestion  of  party  or  political  ad- 

I  vantage. 

I  *Mk.  DAVID  MacIVER  (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale)  :  This  question  is  of  special 
i  interest  to  me,  as  a  director  of  a  great 
i  English  railway  company  having  Irish 
i  conntictions.  There  were  amalgamation 
i  Bills  promoted  last  session  by  our  Irish 
I  railway  friends  which  were  in  the  interest 
:  of  enabling  the  services  to  be  well  per- 
I  formed.     Speaking  for  the  Great  Western 
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^  in  fact  I  think  I  might,  with  some  justice, 

-"f-iocuse  him  of  having  stolen  our  clothes, 

«nd  I  do  not  know  that  they  fit  him 

particularly  well.     It  has  been  well  known 

-  for  years  in  Ireland  that  the  present  Irish 
::i3Aidininistration  are  most  favourable  to  the 
^mtroduction  and  passing  of  a  Bill  dealing 

^with  Private  Bill  legislation.  That  was, 
I  think,  well  known,  and  even  to-night  I 
-^-feel  as  if  someone  else  was  feasting  on  a 
7* dish  I  had  intended  for  my  own  delight, 
~  because  I  myself  was  looking  forward  to 
*"  quoting  some   day   some   of   the   figures 

fuoted  to-night  in  favour  of  the  motion. 
tat  while  every  Irishman  that  I  ever  met 
~  ifl  in  favour  of  the  abstract  proposition  of 
~  passing  a  measure  for  Private  Bill  legis- 
^   lation  for  Ireland,  I  never  met  two  Irish 

■  men  who  ever  agreed  on  the  particular 
kind  of  measure  that  should  be  passed. 

-  That  is  why  an  abstract  resolution  of  this 
"  kind  is  really  worthless  and  to  a  certain 
^  extent  meaningless.  Everyone  who  has 
*    really  approached  this  question  with  an 

■  anxiety  to  solve  it,  and  who  has  en- 
^  deavoured  to  frame  a  scheme,  has  found 
'    that  the  real  and  su])stantial  difficulty 

is  the   creation   of    the*  tribunal    whicn 
is  to  sit   locally   to    inquire   into    these 


how  the  measure,  which  is  more  or  less  of 
a  tentative  character,  succeeds  in  Scotland, 
and  to  see  what  kind  of  tribunal  will  be 
ultimately  set  up.  With  the  abstract 
resolution  of  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
Irish  Government  are  entirely  in  sym- 
pathy ;  we  quite  accept  it,  but  we  reserve 
for  a  future  occasion  the  task  of  putting 
i  it  into  concrete  form. 

!      Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


COUNTY  COUUTS  BILL. 
[Second  Reading.] 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read, 

*Mr.  monk  (Gloucester) :  I  be^^  to 
move  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
which,  generally  speaking,  may  be  said  to 
extend  the  jurisdiction  of  county  courts 
in  common  law  cases  from* £50  to  £500, 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  accord  it  a 
second  reading,  with  a  view  to  the  measure 
being  sent  to  the  Grand  Committee  on 
Law.  This  Bill  differs  essentially  from  the 
Bill  which  I  introduced  in  1898.  That  Bill 
proposed  to  create  special  circuits  as  well  as 
matters.  I  venture  to  say  that,  if  the  .  special  machinery,  ])esides  increasing  the 
different  Members  who  have  spoken  to- 1  limit  of  the  jurisdiction,  and  would  have 
night  were  asked  their  opinion  as  to  what  cost  the  country  something  like  £45,000 
kind  of  tribunal  should  be  created,  no  two  ■  a  year.  The  present  Bill  does  nothing  of 
of  them   would    agree.       My   hon.   and  :  the  kind,   as   it   deals   simply   with  the 


learned  friend  would  apparently  not  agree 
with  the  kind  of  tribunal  which  my  right 
hon.  friend  who  moved  this  resolution 
would  approve  of.  That  is  the  real  diffi- 
culty. Whether  the  tribunal  should  be 
composed  of  Members  of  this  House  or 
should  l3e  composed  partly  of  Members  of 
this  House  and  pjirtly  of  Members  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  supplemented  by  indi- 
viduals selected  by  some  functionary  or 
other,  are  all  matters  of  difficulty,  and 
under  all  these  circumstances  the  Irish 
Grovernment  have  thought  it  wise  to  wait 
until  they  see  what  will  ])e  the  effect  of 
the  operation  of  the  Scotch  Act,  which  will 
come  into  operation  at  the  beginning  of 
next  year.  [Cheers.]  Several  hon.  Mem- 
bers rather  cheer  that  statement ;  have 
they  any 
[An  Hon. 

ness.]  The  hon.  Gentleman  says  it  is  not  j  and  in  Admiralty  cases  from  £300 
his  business,  and  it  is  very  lucky  for  him  j  to  £500.  At  the  present  moment  in 
it  is  not,  because  if  it  were  he  possibly  j  bankruptcy  cases   the  jurisdiction  is  un 


extension  of  jurisdiction,  the  limit 
being  reduced  from  £1,000  to  £500, 
and  the  proposal  for  the  establish- 
ment of  special  circuits  having  been 
eliminated.  Last  year  the  Attorney 
General  did  not  oliject  at  all  to  the 
principle  of  the  extension  of  jurisdiction, 
but  objected  to  the  machinery  which  is 
now  eliminated  from  the  Bill.  I  had 
hoped  the  Government  might  have 
brought  in  a  Bill  themselves  ;  but  in  reply 
to  a  question  which  I  addressed  to  the 
Attorney  General  the  other  day,  he  stated 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  neither  the 
time  nor  the  inclination  to  frame  a  Bill 
on  this  subject.  This  Bill  will  not 
cost  the  Treasury  a  single  penny. 
It     merely      extends      the     limit       in 

definite    opinion  themselves  ?  j  common  law  cases  from  £50   to   £500 ; 

Member:  It  is  not  our  busi-|in     equity  cases   from    £150   to  £500; 


would  not  discharge  it  to  his  own  satisfac- 
tion or  to  the  satisfaction  of  others.  We, 
at  all  events,  have  thought  it  wise  to  see 
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unanimously  expressed  their  approval  of 
this  Bill  at  their  recent  annual  meeting, 
and  I  believe  the  Members  representing 
those  constituencies  will  for  the  most 
part  support  the  Bill.  Under  these 
circunastances,  I  would  urge  on  the 
Attorney  General  the  desirability  of 
accepting  the  Second  Reading  and  allow- 
i  ng  the  Bill  to  be  referred  to  the  Grand 
Committee  on  Law. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (.If/-.  Afon^,) 

♦Mr.  WARR  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth): 
The  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  enormously 
increase  the  jurisdiction  of  the  county 
courts,  while  of  course  proportionately 
diminishing  the  work  of  the  High  Court. 
My  hon.  friend  has  said  that  the  Bill  has 
the  support  of  100  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce, but  I  can  assure  him  it  has  not 
the  support  of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  Liverpool,  and  I  doubt  exceed- 
ingly whether  it  has  the  support  of  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  such  a  large 
centre  of  population  as  Manchester. 
These  great  centres  of  population  feel  very 
strongly  indeed  that  nothing 

*Mr.  MONK :  May  1  point  out  that  a  , 
resolution    in    favour    of   this   Bill  was  i 
unanimously  passed  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Associated  Chambers  of   Commerce  this 
year,   when   the   representatives  of    the 
Liverpool  Chamber  were  present. 

*Mr.  WARR :  That  fact  has  certainly  ; 
not  been  communicated  to  me ;  of  course, 
I  accept  at  once  what  my  hon.  friend  has  j 
said,  but  I  received  a  very  strong  resolu-  i 
tion  against  the  last  Bill. 

*Mr.  monk  :  This  is  a  different  Bill.      , 

*Mr.  WARR :  The  effect  of  this  Bill . 
will  be  to  increase  the  jurisdiction  in 
Admiralty  cases  from  a  limit  of  X300  to 
£500,  and  in  other  cjises  from  £50  up 
to  £500,  and  to  confer  jurisdiction  in 
cases  in  which  there  is  now  none, 
so  that  in  cases  of  great  importance 
suitors  will  find  themselves  deprived  of 
the   opportunity    of   having   their   cases 


tried  l)ofore  judges  of  the  High  Court, 
and  for  juries  of  twelve  accustomed  to 
deal  with  such  cases  County  Court  jurici 
composed  of  five  peraons  will  be 
substituted.  That  is  not  a  proposal  which 
will  commend  itself  to  commercial  bodiei 
in  our  great  cities,  and  it  will  not  com- 
mend itself,  I  believe,  to  the  Law  Societies. 
Personally,  I  object  to  the  propoad 
altogether.  I  think  it  is  a  totally  wrong 
principle.  I  know  there  is  power  at 
removal,  to  which  I  do  not  attach  mud 
importance.  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
my  hon.  friend  has  sufficiently  investi- 
gated the  class  of  cases  now  tned  in 
the  High  Court.  I  shoiild  imagine  that 
50  per  cent,  of  them  are  concerned  with 
amounts  under  £500.  On  these  grounds 
I  shall  strongly  oppose  the  Second  Keadiog 
of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  :  I  feel  it 
is  impossible  for  the  House  in  the  few 
minutes  now  remaining  before  midnight 
to  give  sufficient  attention  to  a  very  drastic 
change  in  the  procedure  of  our  Courts, 
which  will  intimately  affect  the  interests 
of  every  one  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 
Enormous  interests  are  involved,  and  I 
think  my  hon.  friend  will  see  that  it  is 
unreasonable  to  ask  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  aflfirm  a  principle  of  this 
character  without  having  had  time,  I  will 
not  say  to  study,  but  even  to  read  and 
grasp  the  eftect  of  this  measure. 

It  being  midnight,  the  debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  bo  resumed  on  Tuesday, 
1st  Mav. 


KAST    INDIA    (RAILWAYS    AND 
[URKJATION    WORKS). 

Address  for  "  Return  showiiig  the 
estimated  position  as  regards  Capital 
Expenditure  of  the  several  Railways  and 
Imgation  Works  under  construction  iii 
India  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1900, 
and  the  proposed  Expenditure  thereon 
during  1900-1901."— (^^'•-  ^^^*-) 


Adjourned  at  two   minute«> 
after  Twelve  of  the  clock. 


Mr,  Monk, 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


HIGHAM    FERRERS    WATER    BILL 

[Lords]. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

PORTLAND    URBAN     DISTRICT    GAS. 
Report   [3rd  April]   from  the   Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  read. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Brymer,  Colonel  Williams,  and  Mr. 
Strachey. 

PETITIONS. 


SUNDAY  CLOSING  (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Gunnislake ; 
Ratcliflf;  Nottingham;  and  Temperance 
Committee  of  the  Free  Church  of  Scot- 
land ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


ECCLESIASTICAL    ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Deer ;  and 
Forres ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION    (NEW 
CODE). 

Petition  of  the  School  Board  for  Lon- 
don, for  alteration,  and  for  inquiry  by  a 
Select  Committee ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL      AUTHORITIES      OFFICERS' 
SUPERANNUATION    BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  St.  Pancras  ; 
and  Guildford ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO 
CHILDREN  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Hull ;  South- 
ampton; Seer  Green;  Sheffield;  Cheet- 
hamHill;  Radford;  Ratcliff;  Nottingham; 
and  Sabden ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO 
CHILDREN  (NO.  2)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Sheffield 
(sixteen)  ;  and  Temperance  Committee  of 
the  Free  Church  of  Scotland ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO 
CHILDREN  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Canonmill,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SCHOOL  BOARD  ELECTIONS  (LONDON) 
BILL. 

Petition  from  St.  Pancras,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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SOUTH  AFRICAN  WAR. 
Copy  presented,  of  Telegrams  from 
Field  Marshal  Lord  Roberts  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  reporting  (1)  a 
telegram  addressed  by  him  to  State 
Presidents  of  the  Orange  Free  State  and 
South  African  Republic  in  reference  to 
the  abuse  of  the  White  Flag,  and  (2)  the 
Reply  of  the  President  of  the  Orange 
Free  State  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

JUDICIAL  STATISTICS  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Judicial  Statistics 
for  England  and  Wales  for  1897,  Part  I. 
(Criminal)  [by  Command];  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS. 

Copy  ordered,  "  of  Memorandum 
stating  the  nature  of  the  Proposals  con- 
tained in  the  Provisional  Orders  included 
in  the  Electric  Lighting  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  3)  Bill."— (ifr.  Ritchie.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  prmted.  [No. 
127.] 


WORKMEN'S  COMPENSATION  ACT 
(1897)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  Speaker  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  were  identical  with  those  of  the 
Workmen's  Compensation  Act  (1897)  Ex- 
tension Bill  which  had  been  read  a  second 
time  on  21st  March  last. 

Whereupon  the  Order  was  discharged, 
and  the  Bill  withdrawn. 

TENANTS  IN  TOWNS  IMPROVEMENT 
(IRELAND)    BILL. 

[Second  Readinq.] 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.   MACALEESE  (Monaghan,   N.) 
In  rising  to  propose  thft  S)^^!»TA^^Aa^^>x^ 
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<d  this  Bill,  I  do  not  propose  to  detain  the 
House  for  any  very  lengthened  period  of 
time.  I  am  rather  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  limitation  of  speeches,  advo- 
cated with  great  ability,  if  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  so,  by  an  hon.  and  pliant 
Gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  to  lie  consistent,  therefore.  I  propose 
making  my  professions  to  harmonise  and 
correspond  with  my  practice.  From  my 
place  in  these  high  latitudes  I  have  1>een 
able  to  obser>-e  that  inexperienced  mem- 
l^rs  like  myself  always  receive  indulgence 
when  coming  forward  to  address  the 
House,  and  can  at  all  times  rely  upon  the 
fact  that  the  worst  that  can  befall  them 
is  to  get  good-humouredly  laughed  at. 
The  footsteps  of  the  novice,  even  of  the 
crey-bearded  novice,  if  there  be  compati- 
bility in  the  term,  are  liable  to  be  dogged 
and  followed  by  mistakes:  but  in  the 
words  I  will  use  I  am  certain  I  shall  not 
Ije  harshly  judged,  but  be  allowed  a 
generous  indulgence.  One  of  the  principal 
things  justifWng  the  existence  of  a  legis- 
lature is  the  conscientious  desire  of  its 
members  to  frame  laws  with  the  honest 
and  earnest  intention  of  making  those 
laws  in  such  a  way  as  to  operate  for  the 
general  good,  and  so  to  equalise  burdens 
that  no  shoulder  shall  l>e  made  to  bear 
more  than  its  duo  proportion  of  weight. 
The  Bill  which  I  have  the  honour 
now  to  bring  forward  in  the  name 
and  on  behalf  of  the  party  to 
which  I  may  say  I  am  proud  to  belong, 
proposes  to  give  relief  to  a  large  and  im- 
portant class  of  tenants  in  towns,  who 
have  long  been  sul)ject,  I  regret  to  say,  to 
very  harsh  and  arbitrary  treatment.  I 
am  free  to  confess  that  it  is  an  adopted 
Bill,  a  little  less  marked  in  its  features, 
perhaps,  than  if  its  origin  was  entirely  due 
to  myself,  ])ut  commanding,  all  the  same, 
such  advocacy  as  I  am  able  to  bestow  upon 
it.  It  is  a  matter  of  history,  and  there- 
fore need  not  be  dwelt  upon  1)y  me,  how 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  struggled  and 
struggled  with  fairly  good  success  to  dis- 
embanass  the  agricultural  industry  of  Ire- 
land ])y  the  removal  of  heavy  obstruc- 
tions that  blocked  the  progress  of  the 
plough  and  prevented  poor  Irish  farmers 
from  all  chance  of  competing  successfully 
with  producers  in  other  countries.  ^luch 
has  still  to  be  done  before  it  can  be  said 
that  the  Irish  land  (|uestion  has  reached 
its  final  solution  ;  but  while  we  are  waiting 
for  the  complement  of  our  labours  in  that 
<lirection,  it  is  meet  and  appropriate,  at 
Mr,  MacaUese. 


least  according  to  my  view,  that  some 
eifort  should  be  made  to  remote  burdens 
of  an  oppressive  character  whose  inci- 
dence is  certainly  very  heavy  upon 
thousands  of  over-weighted  tenants  in  our 
towns.  This  Bill  is  not  by  any  means 
the  first  attempt  made  b}"-  Members  from 
Ireland  to  secure  some  relief  for  Irish 
town  leaseholders.  Irish  Members  one 
after  another  for  years  past  have  vainlj 
tried  to  impress  upon  Parliament 
the  necessity  of  doing  something  to 
help  town  leaseholders.  Up  to  the 
present  time  these  efforts  have  been  with- 
out any  beneficial  result ;  but  one  has 
realised  in  moving  along  that  there  is 
great  virtue  sometimes  in  repetition,  and 
in  keeping  in  mind  the  inculcation  that, 
even  should  success  not  follow  the  first 
effort,  whosoever  would  win  a  cause  must 
not  be  dashed  by  failure,  but  try  again. 
For  years  a  large,  and  I  may  say  a  de- 
ser>'ing,  class  of  town  tenants  have  been 
at  the  mercy  alike  of  ground  landlords 
and  middlemen,  with  e>il  results,  trace- 
able, unfortunately,  in  all  our  Irish  towns. 
To  bring  some  relief  to  these  tenants  is 
the  object  of  the  present  Bill,  and 
although  I  must  admit  that  it  is  to  some 
extent  a  hoping  against  hope  to  look  for 
a  speedy  and  satisfactory  remedy,  yet  I 
do  not  quite  despair  of  seeing  wmt 
remedial  legislation  carried  to  benefit 
these  sufferers.  The  Irish  question— the 
ever  present  Irish  question — which  re- 
sembles the  poor  in  that  you  have  it 
always  with  you,  has  many  sides  and 
many  variations  of  aspect.  It  presses 
itself  upon  the  attention  of  this  honour- 
able House  in  many  ways  ;  and  I  think  I 
may  say,  ii-ithout  venturing  dangerously 
far  into  the  unsafe  realm  of  prophecjf 
that  it  is  likely  to  remain  with  you  at 
least  until  you  have  recognised  and  con- 
ceded the  right  which  we  claim  to  make  our 
own  laws,  in  our  own  Parliament,  in  the 
capital  city  of  our  own  country.  The 
question  of  improving  the  position  of 
town  tenants  is  by  no  means  a  minor 
phase  of  th^  great  work  of  regeneration 
which  the  Irish  Members  have  on  hand. 
It  bulks  largely  among  the  reforms 
which  we  regard  as  vital  to  the  well-being 
not  only  of  our  decaying  towns, 
but  of  Ireland  generally.  And  did 
we  possess,  as  we  ought  to  possess, 
a  legislature  of  our  own,  no  time 
would  be  lost  in  adjusting  the  e^il 
methods  of  leasing  which  now  prevail 
Many  causes  contribute  to  the  decline 
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which  unfortunately  is  drying  up  the 
springs  of  prosperity  in  our  Irish  towns. 
Among  these  are  high  railway  charges 
and  tariffs,  which  by  their  prohibitory 
character  destroy  all  chance  of  successful 
competition  and  strike  at  the  very  root  of 
all  local  industries.  But  the  prohibitory 
railway  rates  are  perhaps  only  secondary 
in  their  blighting  effects  to  the  eWls  of 
rack-renting  which  oppress  all  the  cities 
and  towns  of  Ireland.  Why,  of  all  the 
melancholy  sights  to  be  seen  in  a  tour 
through  our  unhappy  country,  none  is  so 
depressing  as  the  decaying  aspect  of  our 
towns.  Without  going  outside  the 
Division  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent  in  this  House,  I  could  furnish 
examples  of  disappearing  towns,  or  per- 
haps I  ought  really  to  say  of  towns  which 
have  disappeared,  that  are  very  sad  to 
contemplate.  What  is  now  the  hamlet  or 
village  of  Glasslough,  in  County  Mona- 
ghan,  was  fifty  years  ago  a  thriving  and 
populous  town  ;  but  about  that  period  it 
suited  the  then  lord  of  the  soil  not  only 
to  check  the  growth  of  the  community, 
but  to  use  the  arbitrary  power  with  which 
the  law  unfortunately  armed  him,  to  level 
the  place  at  one  fell  stroke  and  to  scatter 
the  mhabitants  to  the  four  winds.  Eny- 
rale,  in  the  same  district,  is  another  town 
similarly  fallen.  Its  roofless  houses  may 
be  likened  to  spectres,  with  their  totter- 
ing gables  crumbling  to  ruin;  and  its 
deserted  street  is  a  standing  argument  of 
theutterincapacity  of  Englishmen  to  govern 
Ireland.  These  are  not  the  only  instances 
I  could  furnish  of  ruined  towns  in  the 
Division  I  represent,  but  they  are  suffi- 
cient for  my  purpose,  more  particularly 
as  I  desire  to  not  unduly  prolong  my 
remarks.  In  the  town  of  Monaghan, 
where  I  reside,  if  a  reduced  and  con- 
stantly decreasing  population  be  accepted 
as  an  evidence  of  decay — and  I  confess  I 
can  see  no  evidence  more  convincing  or 
conclusive — if  something  be  not  done  to 
stay  the  march  of  ruin,  a  few  decadis 
will  reproduce  in  our  county  town  what 
we  see  vdth  much  sorrow  in  other  places, 
and  our  streets  and  squares  will  be  as 
silent  as  (Jod's  acre  itself.  And  what  is 
most  to  be  regretted  in  this  connection  is 
•that  what  is  true  of  the  places  I  am  re- 
ferring to  is  still  more  true  in  its  applica- 
tion to  towns  in  otherprovinces  ©f  Ireland 
less  favoured  than  Ulster.  I  will  not 
weary  the  House,  but  I  advance  the 
general  principle  that  the  prosperity  of 
our  country  is  maia^ed  by  many  i^auses, 


one  of  the  chief  of  these  being  the 
power  enjoyed  by  town  landlords  to  dic- 
tate terms  of  tenancy  which  directly  lead 
to  the  downfall  of  many  honest  and  de- 
serving traders.  I  am  contemplating  the 
case  of  the  poorer  class  of  tenants,  but 
not  those  alone  suffer  from  the  imperfect 
state  of  the  law — a  state  that  has  come 
down  to  us  from  a  time  when  feudal  ideas 
prevailed  universally  among  legislators, 
and  the  Statute-book  is  but  a  receptacle 
of  those  ideas  crystallised.  The  rich 
trader  and  the  poor  together  suffer  in  this 
connection,  and  it  is  in  the  interest  of 
both  that  I  ask  the  House  to  accept  the 
principle  of  this  Bill.  To  bring  forward 
I  examples  of  the  evils  which  follow 
I  the  system  of  leasing  in  Irish  towns 
:  would  be  an  easy  task.  That  system 
I  was  well  exposed  some  years  ago — so  far 
I  back,  indeed,  as  1886 — by  the  hon. 
I  Member  for  North  Mayo,  and  in  the 
I  debate  at  that  time*  convincing  arguments 
I  were  used  and  instances  advanced  of  how 
injuriously  this  antiquated  law  worked 
out  for  the  prosperity  of  the  country.  I 
am  not  going  to  wade  through  the 
special  cases  I  find  reported  in  that 
debate,  but  I  may  say  that  exposures 
were  then  made  which  resulted  in  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  investigate 
the  subject,  which  Committee,  however, 
following  many  venerable  examples,  for  a 
time  looked  vvise,  but  after  mucn  palaver 
flickered  out  without  doing  anything  prac- 
tical. Town  leases  are  so  many  stum- 
bling-blocks in  the  matter  of  industry  in 
Ireland,  and,  indeed,  in  Great  Britain. 
The  powers  enjoyed  by  town  landlords 
to  dictate  their  own  terms  of  tenancy  are 
a  fatal  barrier  to  improvements,  and 
until  a  Bill  be  carried  to  change  the  con- 
dition of  things  now  prevailing  it  is  use 
less,  I  fear,  to  look  for  the  prosperity  wi 
desire.  At  the  time  I  refer  to  it  was 
generally  conceded — and,  indeed,  it  is 
generally  conceded  still — that  to  the 
system  of  tenancy  prevailing  Irish  towns 
largely  owe  their  decay ;  ])ut  Parliament 
does  nothing  to  speed  reform.  Oidy 
yesterday  in  this  honourable  House  we 
had  the,  shall  I  say,  humiliating  spectacle 
of  Ministers  acknowledging  a  grievance 
of  the  first  magnitude  in  regard  to  Ire- 
land, and  pleading  as  an  excuse  for  their 
inaction  that  they  were  unable  to  invent 


*  For  Debate  on  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland)  Bill, 
24th  February,  1886,  see  The  Parliainentartj 
Debates  [Third  Series],  Vol.  occii.,  page  1117. 
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machinery  by  which  redreus  could  be  pro- 
vided. If  there  be  any  substance  in  that 
excuse,  what  a  commentary  it  is  upon  the 
resources  of  a  Government  whose  friends 
claim  for  it  the  possession  of  all  the  political 
virtues,  and  the  patriotic  ones  as  well  I 
Under  the  system  which  this  Bill  is 
designed  to  revise  it  was  at  all  times 
impossible  to  have  any  general  develop- 
ment of  industr}'.  Leases  range  from 
twenty-one  to  100  years  generally,  and  as 
the  lessee  on  the  expiry  of  his  agreement 
must  walk  out  and  forfeit  all  improvements 
which  he  has  made,  and  all  increase  of 
business  he  may  have  brought  to  the 
premises,  or  else  consent  to  pay  a  fine  for 
renewal  and  an  increase  of  rent  as  well, 
hon.  Members  will  easily  realise  how  im- 
portant it  is  to  make  the  change  for 
which  the  Bill  provides.  This  Bill  ^vill 
go  some  way  to  remedy  this  state  of 
things  by  providing  for  an  arrangement 
by  which  lessees  may  acquire  certain 
reversions  and  also  the  freehold  of  pre- 
mises by  purchase.  It  is  not  by  any 
means  a  one-sided  measure,  designed  to 
affect  lessors  injuriously,  ])ut  simply  aims 
at  the  erection  of  a  system  which,  to 
some  extent,  may  stop  the  progress  of 
decay  Lessor  or  lessee  may  avail  of  its 
provisions  as  inclined,  and,  as  in  the  case 
of  those  agricultural  tenancies  within  the 
em]>race  of  the  Land  Laws,  may  have  re- 
course to  the  Land  Commission  or  the 
county  courts  when  the  parties  themselves 
may  })e  unable  to  agree  as  to  the  amount 
of  the  purchase  money,  the  question  of 
title,  or  any  other  doubt  or  difficulty  in 
any  transaction  under  this  Bill.  I  need 
not  point  out  that  measures  of  this 
kind,  to  be  dealt  with  exhaustively, 
ought  properly  to  ])e  brought  for- 
ward and  pioneered  by  hon.  Mem- 
iKjrs  of  good  experience,  for  they 
are  not  only  liable  to  suffer,  but 
actually  do  suffer,  from  falling  into  hands 
like  my  own.  However,  all  things  have 
their  compensations,  and  in  this  case  these 
are  not  wanting,  for  alongside  with  me  are 
hon.  Members  whose  capable  advocacy  of 
this  Bill,  as  I  ventiu-e  to  think,  will  go  far 
to  convince  the  House  that  the  measure 
is  not  only  desirable  but  necessary,  and 
that  its  passage  will  mark  another 
advance  towards  the  establishment  of 
happier  relations  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland.  Without  further  trespass- 
ing upon  the  time  and  patience  of  the 
House,  I  beg  to  move  the  Second  Heading. 
Mr.  Jfucakese. 


♦Mr.  held  (Dublin,  St.  PWmcklin 
seconding  the  motion,  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  go  into  any  lengthened 
explanation  of  the  provisions  of  tk 
BiD,  because  it  would  be  just  so  iniidi 
time  lost.  L'udoubtedly  this  was  one 
of  the  most  serious  questions  witli 
which  the  time  of  Parliament  could  be 
occupied.  His  reason  for  saying  that 
the  time  taken  in  explaining  the  BQl 
woidd  be  wasted  was  that  the  lawyen  ib 
the  House  would  constitute  gen^vllja 
critical  element  in  regard  to  the  draftint 
of  the  measiu^,  and  when  the  Bill,  if  rad 
a  second  time,  was  referred  to  a  Gon- 
mittee  a  great  niunber  of  its  provinoDi 
would  be  changed.  It  might,  however, 
be  stated  that  the  Bill  had  been  dnwD 
by  one  of  the  most  eminent  lawyen 
in  Dublin,  with  great  experience  in  thu 
line  of  work,  and  therefore,  as  a  whole, 
the  Bill  was  fairly  drawn.  It  could 
be  seen  by  the  proWsions  of  the  meanire 
that  the  promoters  were  really  desiroiif 
of  l)eing  fair  to  lx)th  sides,  because  if 
either  the  landlord  or  the  temoA 
objected  to  what  was  arranged  he  ooaU 
summon  a  jury.  The  main  objeet 
of  the  Bill  was  to  remove  oertyn 
disabilities  under  which  town  tenanti 
laboured  at  the  present  moment  ii 
Ireland.  This  question  should  be  looked 
at  from  a  broad  point  of  ^iew.  It  wii 
one  of  public  importance,  affecting  a 
vast  nuni}>er  of  the  community  in  the 
three  kingdoms,  and  in  examining  thii 
subject  the  House  should  not  stop  short 
at  the  anatomy  of  existing  institutions, 
but  should  penetrate  into  the  secrrt 
functions  of  what  the  law  ought  to  do. 
and  its  relations  to  those  who  are  affected 
by  it.  The  House  should  revert  to  the 
originating  condition  of  things,  and  at 
at  the  root  principle.  What  was  reiQly 
the  trend  of  modern  movement  T  Every 
Member  of  the  House  would  admit  that 
at  the  present  time  the  trend  of  WfH- 
lation  was  to  the  aggregation  in  ujgt 
numbers  in  cities  and  towns.  The  sgii- 
'■  cultural  population  had  to  a  certain  ex* 
i  tent  disappeared  from  the  three  kinsdomi) 
I  and  therefore  this  was  a  matter  m  vital 
I  importance  not  alone  to  Ireland,  but  abo 
'  to  Great  Britain.  The  system  of  land 
i  monopoly  here  existing  was  exceptional, 
'  and  was  in  contradistinction  to  that  of  any 
other  cotmtry  in  Europe.  Unless  that 
system  was  changed  it  might  ruin  Enj^and 
just  88  it  had  almost  ruined  Ireland.  A^ 
cording  to  Tacitus,  "  Great  estates  minid 
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the  empire.**  It  was  a  long  cry  from 
Tacitus  to  Gladstone;  but  m  1871  Mr. 
Oladstone's  Commission  stated  "  that  on 
the  C!ontinent  great  estates  had  almost 
totally  disappeared  or  were  fast  melt- 
ing away."      The  right  hon.  Gentleman 


on  the  part  of  the  tenants.  Reference 
was  often  made  to  the  "sacredness  of 
contract,"  but  in  this  question  there  was 
only  one  man  free  to  contract,  and  that 
was  the  landlord.  It  was  not  a  case  of  a 
contract  at  all.     The  tenant  was  obliged 


the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  '  to  remain  in  his  premises  in  order  to  pre- 
appeared  to  think  that  land  nationalisation  i  serve  his  business ;  he  had  no  freedom  of 
was  rather  an  insane  idea,  but  God  [  contract  to  go  elsewhere,  because  by  so 
created  the  land  for  the  people  and  cer- '  doing  his  business  would  be  destroyed. 
tainly  not  for  the  landlord.  The  right  i  This  grievance  was  seriously  felt  all  over 
hon.  Gentleman  was  doubtless  a  Biblical  j  Ireland.  He  (the  hon.  Member)  was 
scholar,  but  he  could  not  find  a  single  doubtless  looked  upon  as  a  revolutionary 
passage  in  the  Bible  which  stated  that  the  |  character,  but  in  regard  to  this  matter 
land  was  created  for  the  landlords.  He  (the  he  had  presented  no  less  than  forty 
hon.  Member)  simply  desired  to  make  '  petitions  from  various  towns  in  Ireland, 
as  many  people  as  possible  the  owners  of  |  some  of  which  towns  professed  the  most 
the  soil  and  of  the  nouses  they  occupied.  '  conservative  ideas  in  general  politics.  •  In 
The  law  and  customs  in  England  differed  j  this  matter  he  was  also  supported  by  an 
entirely  from  that  in  any  other  country  |  association  comprising  his  most  deter- 
in  the  world,  and  public  opinion  required  !  mined  political  opponents.  This  was  not 
to  be  educated  on  this  matter,  because  at  j  a  political  question  in  that  sense,  but  an 
present  it  did  not  recognise  this  fact,  j  economical  problem  calling  for  an  imme- 
England  was  exceptional  in  regard  to  a  j  diate  solution.  There  was  a  particular 
great  many  things.  This  country  had  a  i  reason  why  the  people  of  Ireland  asked 
railway  monopoly,  such  as  was  not  tole-  for  this  measure.  They  could  not  afford 
rated  in  any  other  State  in  the  world.  \  to  pay  the  high  rents  which  Englishmen 
It  had  adopted  Free  Trade — ^a  principle  :  and  Scotchmen  were  able  to  bear,  as  the 
entirely  opposed  to  the  trading  systems  ,  people  of  Great  Britain  were  much  more 
of  the  rest  of  the  universe.  It  supported  '  prosperous  than  the  people  in  the  cities 
a  poor  law  system  unknown  elsewhere.  '  and  small  towns  of  Ireland.  Another 
In  this  as  in  other  matters  the  Britisher  i  reason  for  this  Bill  was  that 
had  the  idea  of  supremacy — that  he  j  there  had  been  so-cailed  exceptional 
was  right  and  all  the  rest  of  the  world  i  legislation  in  Ireland  in  regard  to  the 
was  wrong.  Where  did  all  the  land  land,  and  it  was  felt  that  town  tenants 
legislation  come  from  ?  It  came  from  ;  should  have  exactly  the  same  privileges  as 
the  Roman  law.  The  Roman  laws  I  were  given  to  agricultural  tenants.  The 
were  the  basis  of  the  ci\'ilisation  of  i  agricultural  tenants  had  judicial  rents 
the  present  time.  The  Roman  Code  by  I  and  fixity  of  tenure  so  long  as  that  rent 
degrees  came  to  be  adopted  in  all  Western  |  was  paid,  and  why  should  not  the  town 
Europe,  with  the  result  that  there  was  in  |  tenant  have  equal  justice  ?  There  was  a 
Western  Europe  that  which  there  cer-  j  pamphlet  on  "  Overcrowding  in  Towns  " 
tainly  was  not  in  Great;Britain — namely,  j  written  by  Mr.  Boulter,  and  the  hon. 
a  peasant  proprietary  and  ownership  of !  Member  for  South  Tyrone  had  written 
houses.     In  all  places  where  English  law  i  to  him — 

had  not  penetrated  the  Roman  Code,  » i  f^lly  approve  of  the  proposal,  and  can 
otherwise  known  as  the  Civil  Code,  abso- 1  see  no  reason  why  the  benefits  conferred  on 
lutely  prevailed.  AVhat  did  the  Civil  Irish  farmers  with  the  best  results  should  not 
Code    lay    down?      It    provided    that  |  ^  ®^<^^^^^  ^  ^^^  ^"^^"^^  ^^'*'°'*"  " 


no  man  should  grow  rich  at  another 
man's  expense.  What  did  the  system 
of     landlordism     in     town     in     Great 


If  that  was  so,  why  not  to  the  Irish  town 
tenants  generally  1  There  was  a  popular 
fallacy  that  a  man's  house  was  his  castle. 


Britain  and  Ireland  mean  1  It  simply  j  It  was  nothing  of  the  kind.  It  was  a 
meant  that  the  landlord  did  grow  rich  at  j  phrase  which  had  grown  into  a  proverb, 
another  man's  expense  ;  under  the  system  i  sanctified  by  usage,  but  the  real  fact  was 
rack-renting  was  encouraged,  and  there  ]  exactly  the  opposite.  A  man's  house 
were  wholesale  evictions,  the  appro- ,  was  not  his  castle.  Ninety  per  cent,  of 
priation  of  property  and  improvements,  |  the  occupiers  of  those  houses  could  not 
and  the  destruction  of  business  which  had  j  claim  them  as  their  castles.  On  the  con- 
been  built  up  by  years  of  toil  and  labour  j  trary,  they  were  only  the  aervttv^^  ^iXJcikfe 
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commanding  officers,  the  landlords.  This 
question  touched  the  very  root  of  society. 
The  family  constituted  the  home,  and 
the  home-life  was  the  real  and  stable 
foundation  of  society  and  of  the  State, 
the  centre  of  civilisation  and  Christianity. 
A  man's  home  was  sacred  whether  he  be 
rich  or  poor,  peer  or  peasant,  and  to  make 
a  happy  home  was  the  object  of  every 
sensible  citizen  in  this  Empire.  From 
that  point  of  view  it  could  be  claimed 
that  the  subject  under  discussion  affected 
every  family  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
because  security  in  the  home  was  really 
the  basis  and  foundation  of  the  peace 
of  mind  which  ought  to  belong  to 
every  man  who  fulfilled  the  duties  of 
citizenship.  On  this  subject  poetry  might 
be  quoted,  although  it  would  have  very 
little  effect.  The  House  was  so  material 
that  it  looked  at  nothing  except  from  the 
business  point  of  view;  sentiment  was 
ignored,  although  sentiment  was  mainly 
at  the  1x)ttom  of  all  men's  actions. 
A-Ccording  to  Burns — 

"  To  mak'  a  happy  fireside  clime 

For  weans  and  wife,  J 

That's  the  true  pathos  and  sublime 
Of  liuman  life." 

A.nd  a  statesman  in  the  highest  sense 
of  the  word,  John  Bright,  said,  "The 
glory  of  a  nation  was  in  the  happiness 
of  it«  cottage  homes."  Where  were 
the  cottage  homes  in  Ireland  except 
in  the  labourers'  cottages,  and  why  should 
not  the  tenants  in  towns  enjoy  peace  of 
mind  in  security  of  tenure  and  improve- 
ments 1  But  to  return  to  the  Civil  Code. 
What  had  it  to  say  about  these  town 
tenants  ?  Irishmen  were  often  accused 
of  disregarding  "  law  and  order,"  but  he 
desired  to  base  all  his  arguments  on  law 
and  order,  and  it  was  in  the  interests  of 
law  and  order  that  the  passage  of  this  Bill 
was  desired.  The  Civil  Code  stated  that 
"  building  land  rent  must  be  low."  That 
would  be  a  revelation  to  tenantry  in 
this  country.  "The  tenure  must  be 
in  perpetuity  if  the  rent  is  paid." 
"  Leases  of  building  land  having  a  right 
of  sale,  and  reserving  neither  pre-emp- 
tions nor  right  of  fine  to  the  landlord." 
This  doctrine  might  sound*  rather  new, 
but  if  by  its  enunciation  knowledge  was 
imparted  to  legal  Gentlemen  on  either 
side  of  the  House,  doubtless  they  woidd 
be  grateful  for  it.  The  doctrine,  how- 
ever, was  perfectly  equitable,  because  the 
right  of  the  landlord  was  safeguarded  by 
the  perpetual  rent,  for  the  payment  of 
Mr.  Field, 


i  which  there  was  abundant  security  in  the 
I  buildings  which  had  been  erected  by  the 
.  tenant.      On  the   other  hand — and  this 
I  was  a  point  upon  which  the  greatest  stren 
I  and  emphasis  should  be  laid,  because  the 
i  safety    of    the    people    should     be   the 
I  business  of  the  law  and  of  Government— 
the  community  could  provide  for  them- 
selves and  their  families  homes  of  their 
own,   from    which    they    could    not  be 
evicted  as  lon^  as  they  paid  their  rent 
Further,the  value  of  this  holding  which  they 
had  themselves  created  could  be  realised 
by  them  •  if  circumstances  occurred  which 
rendered  it  desirable   or  necessary  that 
they  should  leave  the  premises.  In  view  of 
the  fact  that   this  system   worked  out 
fairly  to  both  parties,  he  submitted  thai, 
with   certain   modifications,  such  a  pro- 
posal to  amend  the  existing  laws  shonM 
be  supported  by  both  sides  of  the  House. 
This    was    not   a    party    question,  and 
if  the  matter  were  discussed  rationally, 
with   toleration,   and    in    a   conciliatoiy 
'  spirit,  he  believed  that  most  men,  except 
i  those  who  had  enormous  personal  interests 
I  at  stake,  would  be  prepared  to  agree  to 
the  necessity  of  such  an  Amendment  of 
the  law.     Since  he  had  been  a  Member 
;  of  the  House  there  had  been  a  niunber  of 
,  measures    introduced    from    both   ddee, 
dealing  with  the  acquisition  of  workmen's 
dwellings,     leasehold      enfranchisement, 
town    tenants,    and    other    matters,  all 
'  pointing    in    the    one   direction.      Con- 
servatives  always  professed    to   be  the 
champions  of  property  and  of  the  rights 
of  property.      If   that   was  so,  the  man 
who  created  the  property  was  entitled  to 
the   championship  of  the  Consen-atives. 
This  view  had  ])een  practically  endorsed 
by   the   present   Leader   of    the    House, 
who    on    19th   January,    1895,    said  at 
•  Manchester — 


"I  have  myself  been  concerned  in  the 
passage  of  a  great  measure  for  Ireland,  having 
tor  its  object  the  advancement  of  money  to 
enable  the  tenants  to  buy  their  holdings.  I 
regard  it  aa  of  enormous  importance  that  the 
number  of  owners  of  houses  and,  if  possible, 
the  owners  of  land,  should  be  multiplied.'* 

The  writer  of  the  pamphlet  which  bad 
been  referred  to,  on  the  subject  of  over- 
crowding, had  had  commuin'cations  with 
a  number  of  eminent  persons,  including 
Lord  Salisbury,  the  Duke  of  Devonshire, 
Lord  Roberts,  and  IMr.  Chamberlain,  and 
nearly  all  were  in  favour  of  this  scheme. 
But  such  a  state  of  things  could  only  be 
brought  about  by  some  such  measure  as 
that  now  under  consideration.     Practi- 
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cally  nothing  had  yet  been  done  by 
Parliament,  but  he  hoped  he  would  now 
be  supported  by  the  Conservatives  up  to 
a  certain  point.  As  to  the  Liberals — 
there  were  not  many  of  them  present. 
They  professed  to  be  the  friends  of 
Ireland,  but  sometimes  when  Irish  business 
came  on  they  were  conspicuous  hy  their 
absence  from  the  debate.  The  Liberals, 
however,  claim  to  represent  progress 
and  development.  That  being  so,  he 
could  claim  the  Liberal  votes  for  this 
Bill.  If,  therefore,  he  could  claim  both 
the  Liberal  and  the  Conservative  votes, 
what  was  there  to  prevent  the  measure 
passing  into  law  1  But  he  had  been  long 
enough  in  the  House  to  know  that  whore 
a  measure  of  genuine  reform  was  con- 
cerned, it  was  exceedingly  difficult  to  get 
a  Grovernment  to  act.  A  Government 
always  wanted  details  of  a  scheme.  But 
for  what  purpose  were  the  members  of 
the  Grovernment  intended  1  Were  they 
merely  ornaments  1  He  contended  it  was 
the  duty  of  a  Government  to  deal  with 
every  large  question  such  as  this  to  the 
best  of  their  endeavours,  in  order  that 
the  wants  of  the  people  might  be  satisfied 
and  development  and  progress  ensured. 
That  view  ought  to  be  endorsed  by  every 
citizen.  The  House  was  now  engaged  in 
considering  practically  the  terminable 
leasehold  system.  This  was  not  merely 
an  Irish  grievance.  He  would  quote  the 
points  of  the  arguments  of  the  Leasehold 
Enfranchisement  Society  in  England — 

"That  the  terniiDable  leasehold  sy8tem, 
as  rc^rtls  baildings,  is  of  quite  modem  origin, 
and  is  due,  not  to  any  public  demand,  but  to 
the  necessities  of  owners  of  settled  estates, 
who  could  not  develop  their  property  except 
by  obtaining  enlarged  leasing  powers  from  the 
Legblature. 

^  "That  the  Legislature  never  gave  its  de- 
liberate sanction  to  the  terminable  leasehold 
system,  which  was  introduced  by  Private  Bill 
legislation,  and  accordingly  never  came  under 
the  purview  of  Parliament. 

**That  the  owners  of  settled  estates  have 
made  frequent  attempts  to  thrust  the  termin- 
able leasehold  system  upon  the  people  of 
many  of  the  great  indnstrial  to>vns,  but  have 
almost  everywhere  failed,  either  because  their 
monopoly  was  not  8uffieientl)r  complete,  or 
because  they  could  not  act  in  concert,  or 
because  the  i>eople  would  not  submit  to  exor- 
bitant conditions. 

"That,  as  regards  occupying  leaseholders, 
there  is  no  financial  diflSculty  in  converting 
their  holdings  into  freeholds,  paying  the 
ground  landlord  fair  compensation. 

*'That  wherever  the  terminable  leasehold 
system  prevails,  sooner  or  later  the  middle- 
man, or  speculator  in  the  fag  end  of  leases, 
makes  his  appearance,  whose  vicious  practices 


are  due  not  so  much  to  himself  as  to  the  system 
which  creates  him. 

The  hon.  Member  believed,  from  his 
experience,  that  the  middleman  was  much 
worse  than  the  ground  landlord.  Although 
ground  landlords  used  to  the  full  their 
legal  powers,  they  were  not  quite  so 
exorbitant  as  the  middlemen  in  their 
demands.     The  pamphlet  also  stated— 

**  That  dual  ownership  means  divided  respon- 
sibility, and  that  tlie  division  of  responsibility 
inevitably  involves,  in  the  end,  neglect  and 
decay." 

That  was  perfectly  true,  and  accounted 
for  so  many  of  the  towns  in  Ireland  being 
in  a  state  of  decay.  Kingstown  was  a 
notable  illustration  of  that  fact.  The 
leases  in  Kingstown  would  expire  in 
two  or  three  years,  and  in  consequence 
of  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  reversions  of 
the  leases  the  whole  place  was  in  such  a 
condition  that  it  was  a  disgrace.  That 
certainly  was  not  a  benefit  to  the  landlord 
any  more  than  to  the  tenant.  The  law 
should  be  such  as  to  enable  both  parties 
to  preserve  their  fair  rights  and  allow  the 
community  to  develop.  The  next  para- 
graph of  the  pamphlet  was — 

"  That  at  the  very  outset  leasehold  tenure 
compels  builders  to  borrow  at  higher  rates, 
and  consequently  to  charge  inflated  rents  in 
any  place  where  freeholds  are  few  and  far 
between." 

The  hon.  Member  desired  it  to  be  per- 
fectly understood  that  in  advocating  this 
present  proposal  he  was  speaking  against 
his  own  interests,  as,  outside  his  business, 
what  little  property  he  possessed  con- 
sisted in  ground  rents.  He  had,  however, 
never  advocated,  either  in  the  House  or 
out  of  it,  any  principle  which  he  was  not 
prepared  to  have  applied  to  himself. 
Therefore,  though  a  ground  landlord, 
he  believed  that  ground  landlords  should 
bear  a  reasonable  and  fair  share  of  the 
taxation  in  the  locality  from  which  they 
derived  their  rents,  and  he  was  perfectly 
willing  to  bear  his  share  if  such  a  system 
was  adopted.  The  last  paragraph  of  the 
pamphlet  was  as  follows — 

"  That  the  terminable  leasehold  system  re- 
lieves ^ound  landlords  from  their  due  share 
of  local  taxation,  and  subjects  leaseholders  to 
periodic  confiscation,  thereby  discouraging 
thrift,  enabling  ground  landlords  to  compel 
tradesmen  to  bu.y  back  the  goodwill  acquired 
by  a  lifetime  of  industry,  and  destroying  the 
patrimony  which  a  man  would  otherwise  leave 
to  his  children." 

There  was  one  very  important  point  not 
dealt  with  in  that  pamphlet.  The  ter- 
minable   leasehold   system  was  oi  corasL- 
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paratively  modern    origin.       Originally 
short  terms  of  ninety-nine  years  had  no 
connection  whatever   with   the   building 
and  occupancy  of  houses,  but  were  used 
for     other    sorts    and    classes    of  trans- 
action, such  as  mortgages,  by  freeholders 
desirous    of     retaining    their     freehold 
and    encumbering  as   little   as'  possible 
their  freehold  interest,  or  the  system  was 
utilised     for     securing    annuities.       In 
former  times  the  limited  value  of  lease- 
hold interests  was  considered,  and  rightly 
so,  of  little  value  when  compared  with 
the  interest  in  realty  or  freehold.       In 
fact,  at  the  time  it  was  regarded  as  only 
good  enough  to  secure  a  temporary  mort- 
gage loan,  and  when  first  used    it  was 
looked  upon  as  giving  an  interest    not 
much  greater  than  that  which  a  banker 
now  regarded    as    being  created    by   a 
deposit  of  title  deeds  as  security  for  an 
overdraft   or  renewal.       That    was   how 
this  terminable    leasehold  system  origi- 
nated, but    it   had  gradually  developed 
until  it  had  become  a  national  evil  com- 
mon to  the  three  kingdoms.     The  hon. 
Member  maintained  that  inveterate  cus- 
toms which  had  become  crystallised   into 
laws  that  were  opposed  to  public  welfare 
should    be   superseded    by  the  superior 
force  of  law,  and  it  will  be  necessary  to 
prohibit  the  operation  of  those  customs  if 
it  was  shown  that  they  exclusively  bene- 
fited a  certain  privileged  section  of  the 
community    at     the     expense     of     less 
favoured    individuals,  and    of    the  com- 
munity  at   large.      The   national   policy 
ought  to  be  equal  justice  and  equality  of 
opportunity   for  every    member  of    the 
State.     This  question   had    come  up  in 
connection  with  the  local  taxation  system. 
In  1886  a  Commission  was  appointed,  and 
the  inquiry  was  resumed  by  several  sub- 
sequent Commissions  until  1894.     About 
1,500   pages   of   evidence   were   printed, 
but   not   a  line   of    legislation   resulted. 
Witnesses  were  examined  from  Tipperary, 
Tralee,   Waterford,   Queenstown,   Kings- 
town,  Dublin,  and   other  places  at  the 
early   sittings.      Extraordinary   cases  of 
individual    hardship    were    proved,   also 
instances  were  given  of  whole  townships 
about  to  be  appropriated  by  the  ground 
landlord,  who  did  not  contribute  to  the 
local  municipal  rates,  yet  were  enabled 
under  the  present  law  to  seize  not  only 
the  house,  but    also   utilise    the    roads, 
sewers,  public  utilities  and  material  im- 
provements    which    were     created     and 
maintained  by  the  ratepayers,  and   this 

Mr,  Field. 


enhancement  of  value  made  it  more  diffi- 
cult for  the  occupjring  taxpayer  to  obUin 
reasonable  terms.  But  there  were  Stite 
reasons  why  the  power  of  eviction  and 
appropriation  should  not  be  confided  to 
one  or  a  few  select  individuals.  Conti- 
nental nations  did  not  allow  such  arbitmy 
powers  to  privileged  persons.  In  1884 
the  late  Lord  Randolph  Churchill  moved 
for  and  obtained  Reports  by  Her  Majest/i 
representatives  abroad  on  the  system  of 
tenure  of  dwelling-houses  in  the  countries 
in  which  they  resided.  He  (the  speaker) 
had  obtained  a  Return  in  continuation  of 
those  Reports,  but  it  really  contained 
nothing  new,  and  therefore  he  desired  to 
quote  a  few  extracts  from  the  Reports 
supplied  on  the  motion  of  the  late  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill.  Her  Majesty's 
representatives  were  asked-^ 

**  To  furnish  a  report  upon  the  system  of  tenon 
of  dwelliD^-house{)  in  the  State  where  yon  re- 
side, distingaishing  houses  in  towns  from 
houses  in  the  country,  whether  such  houses  aie 
tcenerally  freehold  or  leasehold,  and  whetlwr 
the  system  of  letting  land  on  long  building 
leases  prevails  to  any  extent." 

One  of  the  queries  was — 

"  Are  such  leases  confined  to  the•neighboa^ 
hood  of  towns,  or  are  they  usual  in  thtf  oonntij 
as  distinguished  from  the  neighbourhood  A 
towns  ?  '* 

Mr.  Victor  Drummond,  in  his  Report  on 
the  system  of  tenure  of  dwelling-houses 
in  Austria,  said — 

"  When  the  cround  Is  sold  it  can  be  sold  in 
small  or  large  Tots  for  building  or  other  pnr- 
poses,  as  the  case  may  be,  provided  that  no 
public  rights  are  interfered  with  ;  the  use  of 
the  ground  sold  is'entireiy  left  to  the  purchaser 
to  do  what  he  likes  with,  the  sale  being  tlie 

I  transfer  of  proprietary  rights.  When  property 

I  is  sold  for  building  purposes  it  rarely  sold  sub- 
ject to  the  reservation  of  a  rent  or  other  annual 
or  periodical  payment ;  in  such  a  case  it  would 
not  be  considered  the  property  or  the  lessee  or 

!  tenant  until  the  amount  agreed  upon  for  the 

!  term  is  paid." 

That  was  practically  the  Civil  Code  re- 
I  produced  in  Austria.     The  Report  also 
said — 

I  "  There  is  no  difference  made  between  town 
I  and  country  ;  in  a  ca»e  where  by  chance  a  per- 
sonal agreement  should  occur  it  would  foUow 
the  same  rule,  but  leases  as  carried  out  in 
England,  in  both  town  and  country  are  un- 
known." 

Then  came  the  Grand  Duchy  of  Baden — 

j  "  Property  in  small  lots  for  building  sites  b* 
I  sold  as  a  rule  in  Baden  at  a  fixed  and  deiinitely 
I  stated  price,  without  the  intention  of  sale  or 
I  purchase  as  *  building  site'  forming  an 
I  trssential  of  the  contract." 
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In  Bavaria — 

"  As  '  latifandia '  does  not  exist  in  Bavaria, 
where  large  estates  are  limited  in  number,  the 
system  of  leasing  estates  and  letting  land  or 
building  plots  plays  a  very  subordinate  part ;  j 
whereas  in  Great  Britain  the  farmers,  renters  I 
of  building  plots,  and  builders  form  a  highly  I 
important  class.  I 

**  Leases  for  60,  99,  or  1,000  years  are  un-  ■ 
known  in  Bavaria.  | 

I'  As  a  proof  of  the  extent  to  which  every-  , 
thing  in  Bavaria  favours  the  principle  of 
separate  oi^nership  in  landed  property  (even  in  I 
mmiature),  may  be  mentioned  the  so-called  ' 
*  Herbergen  *  or  working-men's  dwellings  in  ! 
Mnnich  and  its  suburbs,  in  which  difrorent 
floors  of  the  same  houses  are  owned  by  different ' 
people.  I 

"Building  land  can  be  legally  sold  or  let  on  ; 
the  condi  ion  that  the  purchaser  or  hirer  I 
should  build  houses  on  it ;  but  land  is  never  ! 
let,  and  very  seldom  sold  on  such  conditions,  i 
since,  as  a  general  rule,  no  necessity  exists  ' 
for  them."  ; 

Hon.  Members  might  think  these  were 
fairy  tales,  but  they  were  actual  Reports  ! 
from  Her  Majesty's  Consuls  abroad,  and  i 
they  showed  how  absolutely  exceptional  j 
the  British  system  was  as  compared  with  , 
that  which  obtained  over  the  rest  of  • 
Europe.    In  regard  to  Belgium — 

**  There  exists  no  distinction  in  the  system 
of  tenure  between  urban  and  suburban  dwell- 
ings in  Belgium,  as  both  are  governed  by  the 
same  rules  and  regulations.  Houses  are 
regarded  as  private  property  which  tlie  owners 
let  for  a  term  to  be  determined  by  the  parties 
interested ;  in  the  case  where  there  is  no 
agreement  in  writing  the  teniis  of  the  lease 
are  determined  by  the  usage  of  the  locality. 

**  Houses  are,  as  a  rule,  freehold  property. 
Leaseholds  exist  only  to  a  very  limite<i  extent, 
and  are  tending  generally  to  aisappear. 

**  The  creation  of  ground  plots  for  buildins 
purposes  has  only  latel^r  come  into  vojrue,  and 
this  practice  only  exists  in  Brussels ;  the 
system  was  first  introduced  by  a  French 
Duildin^  contractor,  who  erected  houses  on 
sites  situated  on  the  central  boulevards, 
which  are  the  property  of  the  municipality."     1 

The  Report  from  Denmark  stated — 

*'  It  will  be  seen  that  in  both  cases  such  ; 
houses  are  almost  invariably  freeholds,  or  I 
'arvefaest'  (hereditary  tenures),  of  which  I  I 
have  given  an  explanation." 

These     Reports    showed     that     in    the ! 
majority  of   countries    the    system   was ; 
absolutely  unknown.    The  Danish  Report  j 
later  on  explained  that  this  hereditary 
tenure  bore  some  resemblance  to  Ulster 
tenant  right  and  to  the  "  emphyteuta  "  of 
Roman   law.     As   to    leasing    land    for 
building  purposes,  the  Report  stated— 

'*  The  leasing  of  land  for  a  term  of  years  con- 
ditionally on  its  being  built  over  is  altogether 
foreign  to  Danish  practice. 

"  in  towns,  as  in  the.  country  districts,  the 
practice  of  erecting  tenements  on  leaseholds 


may  be  said  to  be  unknown  in  Denmark.  The 
fee  simple  of  the  land  having  l)een  purchased 
for  sum  down,  the  landlord  either  builds  him- 
self or  re-sells  the  freehold  for  building 
purposes." 

In  regard  to  the  condition  of  things  in 
France,  the  Report  stated — 

"  Since  the  Revolution  of  1789  all  property  in 
France,  whether  urban  or  rural,  is  Ireehold 
(*  franc-alleu '),  that  is  to  say,  so  long  as  there 
is  no  contravention  of  the  law  as  regards  the 
welfare  of  the  community  at  large,  the  right 
of  owners  of  property  to  deal  with  it  as  seems 
best  to  them  is  free  and  absolute. 

"  In  France  property  can  be  sold,  and  b  not 
unfrequentlv  sold,  in  small  lots,  so  as  to  enable 
persons  to  build  houses  on  it.  These  sales 
may  be  unconditional,  in  which  case  the  pur- 
chaser is  bound  by  such  restrictions  only  as 
are  of  usual  application  to  buildings  of  all 
kinds,  and  refer  to  the  character  of  the  work 
done,  to  sanitary  arrangements,  and  to  the 
consideration  due  to  neighbours. 

"  Instead  of  being  sold  in  building  lots,  land 
is  sometimes  let  for  a  term  of  years,  upon  con- 
dition that  houses  are  built  on  it ;  that  an 
annual  or  other  periodical  rent  is  paid  by  the 
lessee ;  and  that  at  the  end  of  the  term  the 
houses  should  become  the  property  of  the 
landlord." 

The  next  Report  was  from  Germany — 

"  Plots  of  ground,  lea^-ing  out  of  considera- 
tion cases  where  they  are  leased  for  temporary 
purposes  for  specified  terms,  can  only  be  sold 
as  n'eehold  property. 

"  The  ola  *  institution '  of  heritable  leases 
(*  Erbpacht  *),  ceding  the  usufruct  of  a  piece 
of  ground  in  perpetuity  in  return  for  a  yearly 
rent  was  abolished  in  the  year  1850." 

Therefore  the  system  which  it  was 
desired  to  uphold  in  this  country  had 
been  absolutely  abolished  in  Germany. 
Further — 

"  The  law  places  no  restriction  on  the  sub- 
division at  win  of  such  ground  into  any  number 
of  larger  or  smaller  lots,  or  on  the  sale  of  such 
lots." 

Even  since  then  there  had  been  a  great 
advance ;  and  why  ? 

"As  a  result  of  thirty  years  painstaking 
thought  and  steady  labour,  the  new  German 
Civil  Code  recognises  the  legal  conception  based 
upon  the  consideration  of  the  duties  which  an 
individual  owes  to  the  commutiitv,  over  the 
arrogant  idea  which  lays  stress  on  the  absolute 
right  of  property-owning  members  of  society. 
In  G^nuany  it  is  now  laid  down  that  in  almost 
every  case  judges  are  given  more  extensive 
discretionary  powers  than  heretofore  to  inter- 
fere with  rights,  power,  and  property. 

"  In  view  of  uie  fact  that  the  vast  majority 
of  those  who  live  in  towns  must  l>e  tenants  in 
the  nature  of  things,  particular  care  has  been 
taken  to  neutralise  the  advantages  possessed 
by  the  owners  of  houses  and  building  sites." 

In  this  country  the  legislation  was  in 
exactly  the  opposite  direction  ;  instead  of 
taking  care  of  the  tenants  this  coimtry 
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always  took  care  of  the  landlords.  In  ; 
Germany,  also,  the  custom  with  regard  ; 
to  leases  was  imknown.  Then  came  the  . 
Etepoi-t  from  Greece — 

"  The  system  in  reganl  to  tenure  of  dwell-  ; 
ing  houses  which  is  almost  universally  fol-  • 
lowed  throughout  this   kingdom  is   that  of 
freehold.    This  system  may  be  said  to  prevail  • 
absolutely  in  the  country,  and  also  with  few 
exceptions  in  the  towns. 

"  The  practice  of  lettinj^  ground  on  building  ' 
leases  is  as  yet  unknown  m  Greece. 

"  In  towns,  as  in  the  country,  lots  are  sold 
unconditionally.  Should  the  purchaser  of  a  < 
lot  intend  to  build  thereon,  the  only  restric-  , 
tions  which  are  imposed  on  him  are  that  he 
should  observe  certain  regulations  which  may 
l>e  laid  down  by  the  town  architect  or  the 
chief  polity  in  regard  to  alignment  and 
sanitary  i)rovLsion. 

"  Houses  when  leased  are  usually  let  for  a 
year  ;  occasionally  for  three  or  four  years,  the 
rent  Ijeing  paid  (quarterly  in  atlvance.  The 
landlord  has  the  n<jcht  to  eject  and  seize  all 
goods  in  the  house  in  case  of  non-payment  of 
rent.  In  such  cases  the  landlord  is  considered 
Jirst  creditor. 

*'  Freehold  property  is  the  almost  universal 
custom. 

•|  I  may  mention  that  in  the  cases  of  houses 
which  are  let  the  landlord  Is  lx)und  to  keep 
the  house  in  repair  and  to  \my  all  taxes  and 
rates.  Landed  and  household  'proi)erty  is  sold 
in  Greece  by  a  simple  notarial  act,  without 
other  formalities." 

In  the  Grand  Duchy  of  Hesse  the  practice 
,  was  almost  the  same.     In  Italy — 

"  Proi)erty  is  sold  in  small  lots  for  building 
houses  thereon. 

"  The  system  of  stipulating  a  rent  or  other 
annual  or  jHiriodical  payment  lias  been  very 
nmch  alMindoned,  and  owing  to  facilities 
atibrded  by  the  laws  of  the  country  for  re- 
deeming such  rents,  which  are  called  *canone,' 
or'censo,'it  is  generally  the  jmictice  to  pay 
off  tliesc  rents  created  in*  former  times,  so  as  to 
make  the  i)roi)erty  freehold. 

"  The  stipulations  under  such  contracts, 
called  'emphiteosis'  depend  upon  the  covenants 
made  by  the  i>arties,  or  in  default  of  sjiecial 
covenant  the  general  rules  laitl  «lown  in  tlie 
Code  Civil,  Article  1556  and  following,  are 
applied.  Certain  clauses,  however,  are  binding 
ui)on  all  contracts  of  this  kind." 

The  principjil  point  in  connection  ^vith 
Italy  to  which  the  hon.  ^lember  desired 
to  direct  attention  was  the  following — 

"  Inasmuch  as  the  Italian  law  enables 
tenants,  under  an  *  emphiteosis,'  to  redeem  the 
rent  by  paying  an  amount  of  money  equivalent 
to  twenty  times  the  amount  of  the  yearly 
rent,  and,  if  the  rent  is  payable  in  kind,  the 
value  is  to  be  calculated  at  the  average  market 
price  of  the  produce  «luring  ten  years  then  pro- 
ceeding, it  follows  that  a  contract  of  *emphite- 
osis,'  which  was  originally  intended  for  the 
amelioration  of  the  property,  by  building  or 
otherwise,  is  reduce  «  to  the  simple  payment  of 
a  certain  yearly  interest  at  5  per  cent,  on  a 
tixed  nominal  sum  of  money,  which  sum  of 
money  is  not  etisily  to  be  realised  by  means  of 
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conveyance,  it  will  not  increase  in  proportiflu, 
as  the  value  of  the  property  may  be  riBUigiaiid 
it  will  be  liable  to  depreciation  in  pn^portaoB 
as  the  value  of  money  decreases. 

"  Long  leases  in  tlie  oniinary  form  for  utr 
period  above  thirty  years  are  not  permitted. 

In  the  Netherlands — 

**  Land  is  constantly  sold  both  in  small  and 
in  large  plots  for  building  casets  and  in  suck 
cases,  almost  without  exception,  nnoonditios- 
ally,  so  that  both  the  land  itHelf  and  the 
houses  or  other  buildings  erected  thereon  br 
the  purchaser  l>ecome  hi^  absolute  or  freelioll 
property. 

**It  uiay  indeed  l>e  assumed  as  a  geneni 
nile  that  property  in  land  or  houses  in  the 
Netherlands  is  held  by  the  proprietor  as  a  free- 
hold, no  limited  ownership),  such  as  copyhold 
and  others  which  exist  in  England,  being 
known  in  this  country'. 

*|  I  am  assured  that  the  system  of  letting  or 
hiring  land  on  building  leases  finds  no  faroar 
in  this  country,  and  may  be  said  to  be  almost,  if 
not  absolutely,  unknown  here." 

In  Norway — 

*'liand  is  let  at  an  annual  ground  rent  for 
building  purposes,  either  for  a  term  of  yean  or 
in  per))etuity.  In  the  latter  case  the  oondi- 
tions  of  lease  are  not  very  different  from  Uraie 
mentioned  in  the  answer  to  Query  1 — ^namdy, 
that  Miles  are  made  l>oth  unconditionaUy  sad 
at  a  perpetual  annual  rent.  Un  the  ezj^ra- 
tion  of  the  terms  of  a  lease  for  a  speolied 
number  of  years  the  tenant  remains  owner  of 
the  house,  which  he  is  at  liberty  to  remove." 

The  next  Report  was  from  Portugal — 

"  The  system  of  letting  land  on  lonebaildimc 
leases  is  practically  unknown  in  Fortugal- 
Houses  are  either  freehold,  leasehold,  or  held 
by  *aforamento'  or  'emphyteosia.'  " 

The  Report  from  Roumania  stated — 

"  Tlie  legislation  of  this  country  l>eing  based 
on  that  of  France  the  sale  of  lots  of  land  for 
building  purposes  is  entirely  unconditionsL 
and  reservations  of  rent  are  totally  unknown.'' 

The  next  country  dealt  with  wjb 
Russia — 

"  If  by  freehold  is  to  be  understood  tene- 
ments the  owners  of  which  are  at  the  same 
time  the  owners  of  the  ground,  it  may  be  safely 
asserted  that  tenement^  in  general,  and  espe- 
cially in  towns,  are  freehold. 

"  It  would  also  appear  that  the  83'stem  of 
lettin<^  land  on  long  building  leases ^does  not 
!  prevail  in  Russia." 

In  Poland — 

*'The  system  of  leasehobl  obtains  only  in 
the  towns,  but  it  is  scarcely  known,  and  i* 
never  more  than  a  pepi>erconi  rent— a  few 
kopecks." 

In  Servia — 

"  Land  sold  for  building  purposes  is  sold  un- 
conditionally. No  houses  are  ouilt  except  on 
freehold  ground. 

"  It  follows  naturally  that  it  is  a  mort 
unusual  thing  for  the  purchaser  of  the  land 
sold  for  building  puri>oses  to  bind  himself  by 
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persons,  through  the  agency  of  statutes 
partially  manufactured  in  that  House 
and  sanctioned  by  another  Chamber,  and 
insidiously  converted  into  custom,  should 
be  able  to  exercise  the  powers  to  which 
he  had  referred.  At  the  present  moment 
the  ground  landlords  in  villages,  towns, 
and  cities  throughout  the  three  kingdoms 
had  it  in  their  power,  on  the  termination 
of  a  tenancy,  to  e^^ct  the  tenant, 
to  confiscate  his  improvements,  and 
to  destroy  his  ])usiness,  unless  he 
was  \Wlling  to  submit  to  any  terms,  how- 
ever exorbitant,  that  might  be  imposed 
upon  him.  Such  a  state  of  things  ought 
not  to  be  permitted  by  any  legislature 
which  had  at  heart  the  welfare  of  the 
community  and  the  development  of  its 
prosperity.  Those  who  came  into  direct 
contact  with  the  people  were  well  aware 
that  the  greater  the  prosperity  of  the 
tenant,  the  better  able  he  was  to  pay  his 
rent,  and  he,  therefore,  tnisted  that  hon. 
Members,  bearing  this  in  mind,  would  be 
willing  to  deal  with  this  question  in  a 
manner  which  would  be  mutually  advan- 
tageous to  both  landlord  and  tenant.  He 
had  great  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
motion,  and  he  trusted  the  Government 
would  give  its  support  to  a  scheme  which 
must  be  productive  of  peace  and  pros- 
perity, and  which  must  add  to  the  per- 
manence of  the  progress  of  the  community 
at  large. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr,  Mficaleese,) 

*Mr.  SMITH-BARRY  (Huntingdon- 
shire, Huntingdon) :  We  have  had  a  very 
long  and  interesting  speech  from  the  hon. 
Member,  but  it  has  travelled  over  so  wide 
a  range  of  subjects  that  I  fear  we  may 
possibly  have  forgotten  by  this  time 
that  the  measure  on  behalf  of  which 
he  spoke  is  called  "  The  Tenants  in 
Towns  Improvement  Bill  for  Ireland." 
I  am  very  glad  the  hon.  Member  has 
widened  the  debate,  and  has  admitted 
that  the  Bill  is  not  an  Improvement  Bill 
for  town  tenants  at  all,  but  is  a  large, 
sweeping,  and  comprehensive  Bill  for 
leasehold  enfranchisement.  It  is  a  Bill 
which,  whether  leasehold  enfranchisement 
would  be  proper  or  improper,  and  whether 
we  approve  of  it  or  not,  the  House  could 
not  possibly  be  expected  to  pass  under 
the  circumstances  of  to-day.  The  hon. 
Member  has  said  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill  is  to  enable  occupiers,  but  not  ai^i^- 


any  covenants  restricting  him  from  dealing  '■ 
with  it  as  he  likes."  I 

As  to  Spain  —  I 

"  Absolute  freehold  in  the  tenure  which  most 
generally  prevails  throu«;hoat  the  greater  part  | 
of  the  Spam  of  to-day,  whether  as  regards  lands 
or  buildings,  country  or  town." 

In  regard  to  Sweden — 

"  The  system  of  letting  land  on  long  building  ', 
leases  cannot  be  said  to  prevail  to  any  great  ' 
extent  in  Sweden. 

*•  The  law  prescribes  absolutely  nothing  as  ' 
to  the  use  of  the  ground,  and  the  purchaser  is  i 
free  to  deal  with  it  as  he  likes. 

"The    usual    term    for    ground    leases    in 
Sweden  is  fifty  years,  but  contracts  for  shorter  ; 
periods  are  freciuent,  also  for  the  lifetime  of  • 
the  lessee  and  of  his  wife  if  he  be  married.         i 

"  In  the  large  towns  there  are  no  ground  | 
leases,  the  properties  are  freehold."  ! 

The  Report  from  Switzerland  stated — 

"  In  the  first  place,  it  appears  that  the  Eng-  | 
lish  notion  of  degrees  of  estate  in  land  is  not  ' 
only  absent  from  the  Swiss  law,  but  is  almost  [ 
incomprehensible    to    the    S>viss  themselves. 
Absolute    ownership   is    the    only   condition  . 
known  to  them,  and  they  possess  no  ideas  of 
such  tenures  as  exist  in    England,  namely, 
building  leaHCs   for  ninety-nine  years,,  copy-  ; 
hold,  estate  in  tail,  and  so  torth.     The  ciuestion  ; 
of  farm  leases  is  a  separate  matter.     Tnese  are  [ 
in  general  originallv  made  for  short  periods,  ; 
and  not  infrequently  renewed  from  year  to 
year.  | 

"  No  such  leases  obtain  anywhere  in  Switzer-  i 
land."  ; 

In  regard  to  Turkey — 

"  Property  which  was  alienated  from  the  ! 
domain  land  and  converted  into  *vakonf'  , 
either  by  the  Sultans  of  the  time  being  or  by 
others  under  the  Sovereign's  sanction.  As 
this  kind  of  *  vakonf '  is  nothing  else  but  the 
appropriation  by  the  Government  of  a  portion 
ot  the  public  revenue,  such  as  the  tithes  and 
ground  rents,  to  some  special  object,  it  cannot 
ritrictly  be  ca]le<l  *  vakonf.' 

**  Property  is  generally  sold  in  small  lots,  so 
as  to  enable  persons  to  build  houses  thereon. 

'*Such  leases  are  rare  in  towns,  but  more 
rare  in  the  country  as  distinguished  from  the 
neighbourhood  of  towns." 

They  thus  had  the  fact  that  in  Turkey 
to-day  absolutely  more  favourable  terms 
were  given  to  the  Turkish  tenant  than 
the  English  or  Irish  tenant  could  get  from 
his  landlord.  He  need  not  go  any  further 
afield  in  order  to  prove  his  case.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  take  into 
consideration  the  arguments  he  had 
brought  forward.  He  hoped  he  had 
shown  conclusively  that  the  law  now 
existing  in  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland 
was  opposed  to  the  general  run  of  the  law 
all  over  the  civilised  world,  and  that  it 
was  contrary  to  the  general  welfare  of 
the  community  that  a  class  of  privileged 
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rently  also  the  owner  of  the  fee  simple,  to 
acquire  the  rights  of  the  middlemen.  But 
such  a  measure  should  be  reciprocal,  and 
if  the  occupier  is  to  have  the  right  of 
buying  out  these  interests,  ought  not  the 
ground  landlord  to  be  granted  an  equal 
privilege  ?  The  Bill  would  enable  any 
occupier  of  a  small  dwelling  to  acquire  the 
fee  simple  by  purchase  at  a  price  to  be 
fixed  by  the  court  named  in  the  Bill. 
But  the  measure  is  not  limited  in  its 
operations  to  towns,  and,  as  I  read  it,  it 
would  enable  any  person  occupying  a 
house  with  an  acre  of  land  in  any 
part  of  the  country,  whether  in  or  out 
of  a  town,  to  purchase  his  holding 
compulsorily  in  the  same  way  as  if  he 
were  living  in  the  middle  of  a  large 
town  which  was  terribly  overcrowded. 
Then  how  is  this  transfer  of  property  to 
be  made  ?  As  the  hon.  Member  told  us, 
the  tenant  or  occupier  is  to  serve  a  notice 
upon  the  Land  Commission,  and  that 
body  will  thereupon  send  down  Sub-Com- 
missioners to  look  into  the  case  and  to  fix  a 
price  which  is  to  be  paid  for  the  holding. 
If  the  property  is  under  the  value  of  £300 
the  matter  goes  before  the  county  court 
judge.  Either  party  is  to  have  the  right 
to  call  in  a  county  court  jiu-y  to  assess  the 
price.  Where  the  value  is  over  £300  the 
Land  Sub-Commission  is  to  deal  with  the 
case.  What  kind  of  tribunal  is  it  that  is 
to  decide  such  questions  as  these  ?  I  do 
not  ^vish  for  the  moment  to  speak  dis- 
respectfully of  the  Irish  Land  Sub-Com- 
missioners, although  I  have  had  to  do  so 
very  often  in  the  past,  and  possibly  may 
have  to  do  it  again  in  the  future.  But  I 
may  say  this,  that  they  are  not  a  body 
which  has  earned  the  confidence  of  the 
landlords,  nor,  so  far  as  I  can  judge,  have 
they  the  confidence  of  the  tenants. 

Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.) :   They  are 
your  own  friends. 

*Mr.  SMITH-BARRY  :  They  were  ap- 
pointed because  they  are  supposed  to  have 
some  knowledge  of  agricultural  land. 
But  now  it  is  proposed  to  ask  them  to 
consider,  discuss,  and  assess  most  valu- 
able rights  in  relation  to  town  houses. 
That  is  one  of  the  objections  I  enter- 
tain to  the  way  in  which  this  Bill  is 
framed.  There  is  another.  I  observe 
that  there  is  no  provision  whatever 
that  the  person  whose  property  is  to 
be  compulsorily  taken  shall  have  given 
him  anything  extra  on  account  of  the 
sale  being  compulsory.     Now,   we  know 
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that  in  all  cases  of  compulsion,  where 
sales  are  made  to  railway  compimies  or 
other  public  bodies,  something  extra  is 
given  on  account  of  the  sale  being  com- 
pulsory, and  I  cannot  help  thinking,  fnm 
the  general  tenure  of  this  Bill,  that  a 
similar  provision  has  been  delibemtely 
and  expressly  omitted  from  it.  It  is 
compulsory,  too,  that  the  middleman  or 
the  landlord  shall  accept  the  price  whidi 
is  put  upon  the  holding  by  the  courts  but 
apparently  the  lessee  is  in  a  far  more 
favourable  position,  and  is  not  bound  to 
accept  the  aecision  of  the  court.  If  he 
thinks  the  bargain  is  a  good  one,  he  will 
take  it  and  go  on  his  way  rejoicing  ;  but 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  he  arrives  at  the 
conclusion  that  it  is  not  sufficiently  ad- 
vantageous, he  can  slip  out  of  it,  and  die 
only  penalty  he  incurs  is  that  he  cannot 
again  apply  to  the  court  for  a  period  of 
five  years,  when,  and  only  when,  he 
must  pay  up  the  cost  of  the  first 
trial.  I  think  the  Bill  itself  is 
badly  drafted,  and  on  that  ground  alone 
ought  to  be  rejected.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  St.  Patrick  Division  has  admitted 
that  this  is  not  really  an  Irish  question. 
I  entirely  agree  with  him.  The  question 
of  leasehold  enfranchisement  is  a  question 
which  must  be  dealt  with  as  a  whole.  It 
is  a  question  which  does  not  concern  Ire- 
land in  any  greater  degree  than  it  con- 
cerns England  and  Scotland.  The  system 
of  tenure  in  the  three  countries  is  practi- 
cally identical ;  in  some  places  the  leases 
may  be  longer,  and  in  others  they  may  he 
shorter;  customs  may  vary,  but  the 
principle  is  the  same  throughout.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Monaghan,  who 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
tried  to  make  out  that  there  was  some 
analogy  between  agricultural  tenancies 
and  town  holdings.  But  the  great  reason 
why  this  House  dealt  so  drastically  with 
the  Irish  landlord  was  because  it  was 
shown  that  the  customs  ^vith  regard  to 
agricultural  holdings  in  Ireland  differed 
widely  from  those  prevailing  in  Great 
Britain.  The  hon.  Member  has  quoted 
at  length  from  a  large  number  of  pam- 
phlets, as  well  as  from  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Town  Holdings  Committee, 
as  to  the  difference  of  customs  and 
systems  of  land  tenure  all  the  world  over. 
He  has  said  that  the  leasehold  system  in 
this  country  was  one  which  never  had  any 
sanction  at  law.  I  will  tell  him  why  it 
exists  here,  and  why  it  does  not  exist 
in    other    countries.       In     the     L^nited 
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Kingdom  it  has  grown  up  gradually  to 
meet  the  public  convenience,  and  it  has 
never  been  deemed  necessary  specially  to 
legalise  it.  A  system  has  been  created 
which  has  proved  convenient  to  all  the 
parties  concerned,  and  I  submit  that  this 
House  and  the  country  should  be  very 
slow  to  change  it.  The  hon.  Member 
quoted  a  good  many  things,  but  he  did 
not  quote  the  Report  of  the  Town  Holdings 
Committee,  which  was  appointed  at  the 
instance,  I  believe,  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Mayo  in  the  year  1886,  which 
sat  during  the  years  1886,  1887,  and 
1 888,  and  which  reported  in  1 889.  There 
was  an  enormous  amount  of  evidence 
submitted  to  that  Committee.  I  believe 
something  like  103  witnesses  were 
examined,  and  in  their  General  Report  the 
Committee  say — 


"The  Committee  agree  with  the  opinion 
that  the  plan  of  letting  land  for  buildinri;  upon 
an  annuflkl  rent,  which  is  a  leading  feature  of 
the  leasehold  system,  possesses  considerable 
advantage  and  convenience ;  and  they  have, 
on  the  whole,  come  to  the  conclusion  that, 
except  in  places  where  the  sentiment  of  the 
district  is  strongly  opposed  to  leaseholders, 
houses  are  built  and  building  estates  are 
developed  more  rapidly  on  the  leasehold 
system  than  on  that  of  freehold  purchase,  and 
that  in  consequence  of  the  large  supply  of 
houses  thus  caused,  occupiers  obtain  the 
benefits  of  lower  rents  and  greater  opportuni- 
ties of  selection." 

That  is  one  conclusion  that  this  Com- 
mittee came  to.  Among  other  things  in 
their  Report  they  quoted  the  opinions  of 
a  great  many  gentlemen  who  gave 
evidence  before  them— men  of  very  large 
and  wide  experience,  who  were  able  to 
speak  authoritatively  on  the  subject. 
They  quoted,  for  instance,  from  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Vigers,  a  man  of 
enormous  experience  in  the  valuation  of 
house  property  in  London  and  elsewhere. 
He  said — 

*'  My  experience  leads  me  to  the  conclusion 
that  bouses  built  upon  leaseholds,  with  the 
supervision  of  the  freeholder  and  his  agents,  are 
better  built,  as  a  rule,  than  those  built  upon 
freeholds ;  and  where  there  is  a  freehold  and 
leases  are  granted,  the  iiroperty  is  under  super- 
vision, and  in  my  experience  does  not  get  into 
such  a  very  bad  state  as  it  does  when  it  is  in 
the  hands  of  very  small  freeholders." 

The  Committee  quoted  that  opinion, 
and  apparently  thoroughly  endorsed  it. 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  matter  in  that 
Report  which  I  must  pass  over,  but  there 
are  one  or  two  subjects  to  which  I  feel  I 
ought  to  refer.     In  the  General  Report 


there  is  a  review  of  advantages  and 
objections.     The  Committee  say — 

**  It  will  be  seen  from  our  previous  observa- 
tions that  we  are  not  of  opinion  that  leasehold 
enfranchisement  would,  on  the  whole,  have 
much  practical  effect  in  improving  the  quality 
of  houses  built.  We  think  that  under  some 
circumstances,  as  where  terms  of  leases  are 
very  short,  or  (as  under  the  life  system)  of  un- 
certain duration,  it  would  have  this  effect.  On 
the  other  hand,  we  are  of  opinion  that  the 
oversight  of  the  ground  landlord  on  well- 
managed  estates  undoubtedly  has  in  this 
respect  a  beneficial  operation.  Upon  a  general 
view,  our  conclusion  is,  as  before  stated,  that 
the  quality  of  building  depends  upon  other 
circumstances  than  those  arising  from  tenure. 
Nor  are  we  satisfied  that  the  bad  state  of 
repair  of  much  house  property  in  large  towns, 
or  the  unsanitary  condition  of  many  of  the 
dwellings  of  the  working  classes  is  to  any 
large  extent  to  be  attributed  to  the  leasehold 
system.  As  regards  excessive  rents,  we  are 
not  inclined  to  tliink  that  leasehold  enfran- 
chisement would  have  any  appreciable  effect 
in  reducing  them,  and,  as  before  stated,  we 
think  that  the  leasehold  system  rather  facili- 
tates the  building  of  houses  and  so  increases  the 
supply." 

A  special  part  of  the  Report  is  devoted  to» 
Ireland,  and  this  being  an  Irish  Bill,  I 
think  I  am  justified  in  quoting  one  or 
two  extracts.     For  instance,  I  read — 

"  The  case  of  Ireland  being  in  some  respects 
different  from  that  of  England  and  Wales,  it 
has  appeared  convenient  to  deal  separately 
with  this  branch  of  our  inquirv.  At  the  same 
time,  most  of  the  general  considerations- 
bearing  on  the  questions  referred  to  us,  and 
the  arguments  for  and  against  the  existing 
system,  and  the  remedies  proposed  for  the 
evils  alleged  to  exist  under  it,  apply  to  a  large 
extent  to  the  countries  in  common.  We  have 
not,  therefore,  repeated  these  considerations 
and  arguments  at  length,  but  have  thought  it  • 
sufficient  to  indicate  in  what  respects  they  are,, 
in  our  opinion,  applicable  to  the  special 
circumstances  of  Ireland  as  shown  by  the 
evidence  laid  before  us." 

Then  they  go  on  to  say — 

**  Of  the  remedies  proposed,  a  measure  of 
leashold  enfranchisement,  though  accepted  by 
many  of  the  witnesses,  is  also  stated,  even  by 
some  of  those  favourable  to  it  in  theory,  as  not 
likely  to  assbt  the  working  classes,  and  even 
the  poorer  shopkeepers,  on  account  of  their 
inability  to  procure  the  money  necessary  for 
the  purchase  of  the  reversion,  unless  it  is 
advanced  by  the  State." 

I  think  these  constitute  fairly  conclusive 
answers  to  a  great  deal  of  what  was  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  St.  Patrick 
Division.  I  have,  however,  one  more 
quotation — 

"  With  regard  to  the  remedies  su^^ted,  the*- 
Committee,  on  reviewing  the  evidence  laid 
before  them,  do  not  recommend  the  adoption 
of  a  measure  of  leasehold  enfranchisement- 
for  Ireland.    Such  a  measure  has  not  \^rBAtv- 


1203  Teminfs  in  Towns  {COMMONS}      Imjn-ovenieni  (IreUnvl)  Bill.    1204 


i'ally  liecn  advocated  as  likely  to  confer  any 
considerable  benetit  on  the  working  classes, 
partly,  no  doubt,  in  consequence  of  the  com- 
parative unimportance  in  most  j)arts  of  Ire- 
land of  manufactures  and  of  mimng  and  other 
similar  industries  ;  and  it  has  not  been  urged 
that  any  number  of  the  working  classes  would 
1)0  likely  to  avail  themselves  of  the  powers  of 
purchase  proposetl  to  Ije  conferred." 

The  Report  suggests  that  Ireland  in  re- 
gard to  this  matter  must  be  treated  in 
the  same  way  as  England,  and  that 
should  be  quite  sufficient  in  itself  to 
induce  this  House  to  have  nothing  to  say 
to  the  Bill.  I  would  especially  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  hon.  Members  oppo- 
jsito  to  the  fact  that  this  Report  was 
adopted  by  twelve  votes  as  against  seven, 
and  that  included  in  the  majority  was 
an  Irish  Nationalist  whose  name  is  very 
much  revered  and  cari-ies  with  it  a  great 
<leal  of  weight  with  hon.  Meml)ers  oppo- 
site, even  at  the  present  time.  I  refer 
to  Mr.  Biggar,  who  not  only  voted  for 
the  adoption  of  the  Report,  but  voted 
with  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  leasehold  enfranchisement  in 
nearly  every  division  which  took  place 
while"  the  Report  was  under  consideration. 
Mr.  Biggar  was  a  man  who,  upon  social 
4|uestions  which  were  not  inscribed 
upon  the  Nationalist  banner,  was  very 
apt  to  take  sound,  independent  views,  and 
I  think  the  fact  that  he  was  a  strong  sup- 
porter of  the  Report  should  not  l)e  for- 
gotten by  hon.  Members  opposite.  We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  from  the  hon. 
Member  and  others  as  to  the  advantages 
of  the  freehold  system  over  the  leasehold 
.system.  A\'e  have  heard  a  good  deal 
about  overcrowding — a  very  big  question, 
no  doubt,  which  will  have  to  be  dealt 
with  one  of  these  days.  We  have  heard 
also  something  as  to  the  quality  of  the 
houses  built  under  the  two  systems.  But 
it  has  never  been  possilde  to  show,  so  far 
;i8  I  know,  that  the  class  of  house  built 
;iny where  under  the  freehold  system  is 
lietter  than  that  erected  under  the  lease- 
hold system.  There  have,  however, 
?)een  most  remarkable  instances  in 
different  parts  of  the  country  where 
houses  built  under  the  freehold  system 
have  deteriorated,  and  where  whole  dis- 
tricts have  become  worse.  There  have 
l>een  two  celebrated  Ciises  in  London — at 
Soho  and  Bedfordbury.  At  Soho,  at  the 
+;nd  of  the  last  century,  a  ])art  of  the 
l^ortland  estate  was  sold  to  the 
small  freeholders,  and  that  district, 
jjj  stead  of  being  one  of  the  best  residen- 

.]//*.  Smiih-Barry. 


tiai  parts  of  the  metropolis,    has   gone 

down  and  down  until  it  is  possibly  one  of 

the  worst  parts  of  London.    Again,  in  the 

case  of  Bedfordbury,  this   was  originalljr 

part  of  the  Bedford  estate.     Years  ago 

it  was  alienated,  with    the    result    tut 

it    became    one  of  the    worst     parts  of 

London.     It  became  a  very  Alsatia.    It 

i  was  a  mass  of  little  miserable  streets  and 

I  dens,  and  its  condition  became  so  great  i 

;  public  scandal  that  at  last  the  Board  d 

i  Works  had  to  buy  it  up,  and  they  sold  it 

:  to  the  Peabody   trustees.     It    has  been 

I  stated  that  large  rents  are  exacted  under 

the  leasehold  system.      Let  us  see  whii 

was  the  evidence  given  before   the  Town 

Holdings  Committee  on  that  point.  I  will 

confine   my  remarks   to    one    case — ^tbc 

town  of  Southport.    Now,  that  town  nay 

be  divided  practically  into  two  parts,  one 

half  being  under  the  freehold  system  and 

the  other  half  under  the  leasehold  system. 

The  leasehold  sites  are  double  the  size  of 

the  freehold  sites,  >vhile  the  rent,  or  its 

equivalent,  of  the  leasehold  sites  is  onlj 

about  half  that  of  the  other.       That  is  a 

very  remarkable  fact,  and  if  it  l>e  the  case 

,  in  a  town  in  Lancashire,  inhabited  bv 

\  cool,  hard-headed  people,  is    it    not  stdl 

more  likely  to  be  the  case  in  towns  in 

i  Ireland,   where  people,    bidding  against 

;.  one  another,  are  apt  to   lose  their  n^tds 

I  and  to  enter  into   bargains  which  thev 

I  subsequently  regret  ?     Now  let  me  give 

'  two  Irish  instances.     Evidence  was  given 

;  before   the   Town   Buildinfi:8    Committee 

I  with    regard    to     both     Tipperary   and 

!  Queenstown.     Tipperary,  like  Southpoit 

is  about  equally  divided  under  the  two 

systems,    and    apparently    there    is   no 

special  reason  why  one    portion  of  the 

'  town     should     develop     more     rapidhr 

;  than  the  other.     But  I  would  ask  any- 

■  body  who  knows  the  town  if   it  is  not'a 

fact,  that  the  part  which    is    under  the 

leasehold  system  is  not  by  far  the  mos 

prosperous  of  the  two  portions  ?    Again. 

in  the  case  of  Queenstown,  that  poitioB 

'  which  has  been  alienated  from  the  lease 

hold  system  is  the  very  part  where  the 

;  slums  are  to  be  found,  where  there  is  little 

I  business  done,  and  where  the  most  dii- 

I  reputable  people  are  quartered.     I  uL 

i  who  is  likely  to  be    benefited  by  tMi 

measure  of    leasehold    enfranchisement- 

Will  it  beneficially  affect  the  traders  ?  I 

cannot  think  it  will,  because  they  cooU 

more  profitably  use  their   capital  inik 

development    of    their    businesses,  ani 

would  thereby  get  a  far  higher  rate  d 
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interest  for  it  than  they  would  if  they 
sank  it  in  purchasing  their  freeholds. 
The  hon.  Alember  suggested  that  one 
effect  of  the  Bill  might  l>e  to  make  the 
working  man  a  more  law-abiding  citizen.  ; 
Well,  if  we  can  make  the  Irish  working 
man  more  law  abiding  and  more  conserva- } 
tive  in  the  best  sense  of  the  word — and  1 1 
am  not  using  the  word  in  a  political  sense  j 
— if  we  can  make  him  more  contented 
and  prosperous,  I,  for  one,  shall  be  very  I 
happy  to  do  everything  in  my  power  to 
bring  that  about.  But  is  it  to  the 
interest  of  working  men  as  a  body  that 
they  should  become  the  o\vners  of  their 
dwellings  1  A  working  man  must  live 
near  his  work,  and  so  long  as  his  work 
remains  in  the  one  place  it  is  all  very  well, 
and  it  is  to  his  advantage  that  he  should 
own  his  dwelling.  But  suppose  the  work 
goes  away  and  he  has  to  follow  it,  then  is 
it  to  his  advantage  that  he  should  be 
saddled  with  a  freehold  house,  which  he 
may  not  be  able  to  sell  for  what  he  gave 
for  it,  because  the  prosperity  of  the  town 
is  dwindling  ?  Is  it  not  far  better  for 
him  to  be  free  to  follow  his  work, 
rather  than  to  be  tied  down  to  one 
place  1  Unfortunately  in  Ireland,  as  we 
know,  industries  which  are  started  do 
not  always  succeed.  We  have  seen 
creameries  started  and  fail.  Let  us 
hope  that  all  these  creameries  will 
prosper,  but,  unfortunately,  a  great  many 
of  them  do  not  prosper.  I  have  no 
doubt  many  hon.  Members  opposite  are 
aware  of  what  happened  in  Portlaw.  A 
factory  was  established  there,  and  quite 
a  considerable  town  of  working  men's 
houses  was  built,  but  not  one  in  ten  is 
now  occupied.  The  factory  is,  I  believe, 
shut  up,  the  place  is  absolutely  ruined. 
And  the  workmen  have  had  to  seek  em- 
ployment elsewhere.  Where  would  these 
men  be  if  they  had  bought  these  houses 
and  had  to  remain  in  them,  work  or  no 
work?  As  regards  the  middlemen, 
I  do  not  think  they  would  get 
any  valuable  consideration  for  the 
rights  which  they  would  be  asked 
to  surrender  under  this  Bill.  I  am 
nos  prepared  necessarily  to  defend 
all  middlemen  in  the  country,  or  to  say 
that  the  manner  in  which  they  have  con- 
ducted their  properties  has  always  been 
to  the  public  benefit ;  but  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  a  great  many  of  them, 
especially  in  the  small  towns,  are  by  no 
means  rich  men.  In  many  cases  interests 
are  held  by  trustees  for  widows  and 
orphans,   and  if  they  are  compelled  to 


compulsorily  surrender  their  rights  for 
what  would  probably  be  very  inadequate 
compensation  a  very  cruel  hardship  would 
necessarily  occur.  Moreover,  the  money 
that  would  be  received  would  have  to 
be  invested  elsewhere.  We  heard  Jbhe 
other  day  during  the  debate  on  the 
Financial  Relations  question  that  money 
which  ought  to  belong  to  Ireland  was 
being  invested  in  England  and  elsewhere, 
because  there  were  so  few  means  of 
investment  in  Ireland.  But  the  compen- 
sation received  for  property  under  this 
Bill  would  necessarily  swell  the  stream 
of  money  flowing  from  Ireland  to  this 
country.  Then  again  the  Bill  would  not 
be  to  the  benefit  of  the  ground  landlords. 
We  know  the  feeling  with  regard  to  land- 
lords in  Ireland  generally,  and  it  is 
very  unlikely  that  they  would  get  any 
fair  play. 

Mr.  WILLIAxM  REDMOND  (Clare, 
E.) :  Would  not  the  Land  Commission 
give  them  fair  play  ? 

♦Mr.  SMITH-BARRY:  There  is  a 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  hon. 
Member  and  myself  on  that  point  which 
I  need  not  now  discuss.  The  effect  of 
this  Bill  must  be  that  the  ground  land- 
lords would  lose  control  over  the 
general  mass  of  their  property,  which 
at  the  present  moment  I  maintain  they 
exercise  with  very  great  ad>'antage  to  the 
community.  If  holdings  are  picked  out 
here  and  there  all  possible  schemes  of 
improvements  will  be  prevented  in  future. 
In  my  own  estate  I  know  how  very  im- 
portant it  has  been  to  be  able  to  acquire 
houses  from  time  to  time  in  order  to  pull 
them  down  for  the  benefit  of  the  rest  of 
the  estate.  I  do  not  think  this 
Bill  is  in  the  interest  either  of  the  towns 
or  the  general  community.  It  is  Iwund 
to  check  building  operations.  Who  is 
going  to  build  houses  on  a  large  scale  if 
they  are  liable  to  be  expropriated  at 
prices  to  be  fixed  by  the  county  court 
or  the  Land  Commission  ?  If  all 
freedom  of  sale  and  purchase  is  to 
I  be  taken  away  it  is  practically 
'■  certain  to  check  building  operations,  and 
i  the  result  will  be  that  no  building 
I  will  take  place  except  on  plots  of  land 
i  which  have  been  purchased.  Land  will 
have  to  be  purchased,  and  in  many  cases 
it  would  be  exceedingly  difficult  to  acquire 
it.  In  Ireland  the  great  mass,  of  the 
I  estates  are  settled  estates,  and  the  land- 
owner has  no  power  to  aell^  ^MiovsL'^V^ 
'  may  have  power  to  \ftaae.  T\i^  c^-^xnsswcv 
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proposes  to  legalise  on  the  part  of  eveiy 
lessee  a  breach  by  him  of  the  ooatnet 


of  towns  will  necessarily  be  arrested,  and 
the  last  case  of  the  towns  in  Ireland  will 

be  worse  than  the  first.  There  is  prac- 1  which,  either  by  express  words  or  im^ 
tically  no  demand  at  all  for  this  Bill  in  i  cation,  is  contained  in  every  lease 
Ireland.  The  evidence  before  the  Com- 1  namely,  that  on  the  determination  of  the 
mittee  showed  that  there  was  a  much  I  lease  the  lessee  >nll  surrender  the  pro- 
stronger  demand  for  it  in  England  than  i  perty  to  the  lessor.  The  argument* 
in  Ireland.  Possibly  fortified  with  the  !  adduced  to  support  such  a  strong  invi- 
opinion  of  the  Committee,  the  party  I  sion  of  the  rights  of  property,  so  far  as  I 
opposite      put      down      leasehold      en- 1  have  been  able  to    follow    them,   were 

'      '       "  briefly  as  follows.    It  was  said  that  when 

I  a  tenant  during  his  lease  constructed  im- 
provements in  the  premises,  he  had  on  the 
I  determination  of  the  lease  to  elect  either 
I  between  eviction  from  the  premises  and 
of    his    improvementa, 
exaggerated    rent^ 


franchisement     as     one     of     the     items  1 

of    the   Newcastle    programme.       Since  | 

then,  however,  if  it  has  not  been  entirely 

given  up  it  has  certainly  been  dropped  I 

out  of  the  programme,  and  it  is  perfectly 

clear  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  .  the   confiscation 

discovered  that  leasehold  enfranchisement  \  or    submit     to     an  

is  not  by  any  means  a  popular  thing  in  \  the  increase  in  which  represented. 
England.  We  are  all  anxious  for  the  im- !  the  value  of  his  own  improvements. 
provement  of  the  Irish  towns,  but  what  Now,  in  the  first  place,  I  think  it  is  an 
is  wanted  is  more  capital,  and  more  j  exceptional  case  in  which,  on  the  deter- 
security.  If  the  towns  are  to  be  improved  i  mination  of  a  lease,  the  landlord,  when 
let  the  urban  authorities  impartially  put :  the  tenant  is  willing  to  take  a  new  lease, 
in  force  the  powers  given  to  them  under  imposes  an  increased  rent  which  in  any 
the  Sanitary  Acts.  Let  them  condemn  |  way  amounts  to  a  fine  upon  the  tenants 
hovels  and  rookeries,  let  them  provide  improvements.  I  think  it  is  often  for 
good  water,  drainage  and  lighting,  let  ]  gotten  that  when,  on  the  determination  of 
them  build  artisans'  dwellings  in  suit-  |  a  long  lease,  the  lessor,  as  a  consideration 
able  places  where  they  are  necessary,  but !  for  a  renewal  of  the  lease,  requires  an 


do  not  let  the  rights  of  property  be 
further  interfered  with.  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this 
day  six  months. 

Mr.  J.  H.  M.  CAMPBELL  (Dublin, 
St.  Stephen's  Green) :  Anyone  who  has 
read  the  various  clauses  of  the  Bill  cannot 
fail  to  be  stnick  ^vith  the  extreme  con- 
trast between  the  moderation  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  intro- 
duced it  and  the  extravagant  and  revolu- 
tionary character  of  the  Bill  itself.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  St.  Patrick 
Division  of  Dublin  referred  in  the  course 
of  a  very  discursive  but  interesting  and 
good-humoured  speech  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  Parliamentary  Committee  which 
considered  this  question,  but  he  neglected 


consiaerea  i.nis  que^uiun,  imi,  ^^  .t^gi^v.1^  ,  premises,  in  no  way  to  be 
to  tell  the  House  that  in  the  forefront  of   ^^^  ^^^^^  ^£  ^^^^  ^,^^^^  ^^^ 


the  final  Report  of  that  Committee,  which 
was  issued  in  1889,  is  to  be  found  the 
following  conclusion— 

"  The  legal  right  of  the  ground  landlord  to 
resume  possession  of  the  land  and  buildings  at 
the  termination  of  the  lease  is  incontestable^ 
and  is,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Committee,* 
the  only  losis  on  which  the  respective  rights 
of  lessor  and  lessee  can  be  dealt  with." 

That  is  in  the  forefront  of  the  Report, 
and  yet  the  proposition  of  the  Bill  is  in 
direct  contriuiiction  to  that  conclusion. 
In  violation  of  the  rights  of  property,  it 

Jfr.  SmithrBarry. 


increased  rent,  the  consideration  of  that 
is  not  the  improvements  effected  by  the 
tenant,  but  is  the  increase  which  the 
natural  course  of  events  has  added  to  die 
value  of  the  site.  We  are  all  familiar 
with  many  cases — and  this  is  espedall? 
so  in  the  city  of  Dublin — in  which,  owing 
to  the  accident  of  the  particular  deter- 
mination of  business  or  commerce  to 
districts  which  in  former  years  had  little 
or  no  value,  sites  have  suddenly  acquired 
a  high  commercial  value.  In  Bel&st 
municipal  improvements  have  opened  up 
and  developed  districts  for  business  pur- 
poses which,  before  these  were  executed, 
were  not  suited  for  business  purposes,  and 
the  immediate  consequence  was  an  enor- 
mous increase  in  the  ground  value  of  the 
be  attributed  to 
to  the  benefit 
of  which,  on  the  determination  of  the 
lease,  the  landlord,  both  in  law  and 
justice,  is  entitled  to  obtain  his  fair  share. 
It  is  also  suggested  that  in  the  case  of 
expiring  leases  there  is  a  tendency  on 
the  part  of  the  lessee,  at  the  fag  end  of 
the  lease,  to  allow  the  premises  to 
get  out  of  repair,  and  that  that  is  an 
mjury  not  only  to  the  landlord  but  to  the 
community.  The  Conunittee  of  1889 
dealt  with  this,  and  suggested  that 
to  meet    the    case    of    a    tenant    who 
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during  the  currency  of  his  lease  had 
'  executed  improvements  which  bona  fide 
increased  the  letting  value  of  the  premises, 
and  also  with  a  view  to  put  an  end  to  the 
system  of  dilapidated  premises  during 
the  fag-end  of  a  lease,  legislation  of 
a  certain  character  was  desirable ;  but 
their  suggested  legislation  never  took  the 
form  of  the  enfranchisement  of  the  lease- 
holders. The  furthest  the  Committee 
were  prepared  to  go  was  to  suggest  that 
in  the  case  of  all  future  contracts  the 
lessee  or  tenant  on  the  determination  of 
his  lease  should  be  entitled  to  compensa- 
tion for  improvements  erected  during  the 
currency  of  the  lease,  proWded  they 
added  to  the  letting  value  of  the  holding. 
But  the  proposals  contained  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill  go  much  further.  They  neces- 
sarily involve,  if  they  mean  anything, 
which  I  very  much  doubt,  that  the  mean- 
ing should  be  taken  from  the  purposes 
mentioned  in  the  preamble — the  enfi-an- 
chisement  of  existing  leases,  enabling  the 
lessees  not  only  to  acquire  the  inter- 
mediate interests,  but  to  extinguish  that 
of  the  owner  of  the  property.  That  is 
open  to  the  observation,  in  the  first  place, 
that  it  is  a  very  violent  invasion  of  the 
rights  of  property,  and  is  practically 
legalising  at  the  hands  of  one  section  of 
the  conununity  the  confiscation  of  the  pro- 
perty of  another  section.  Unfortunately 
we  in  Ireland  are  not  unfamiliar  with 
that  form  of  legislation,  but  I  do  not 
know  that  the  example  of  the  past  is  so 
encouraging  as  to  induce  this  House  to 
extend  that  principle  much  further. 
At  any  rate,  I  can  hardly  con- 
ceive that  it  is  likely  to  conduce 
to  the  prosperity  and  welfare  of  any 
nation  that  time  after  time  successive 
Governments  should  encourage  one  sec- 
tion to  confiscate  the  property  of  another 
section  of  the  community.  But,  in  the 
second  place — and  this  is  a  consideration 
of  much  more  importance  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  familiar  with  thiu  process  of 
le^l  confiscation — I  cannot  imagine  any- 
thing more  calculated  to  retard  the  im- 
provement and  development  of  towns, 
not  merely  in  Ireland,  but  in  England  and 
Scotland,  than  any  system  of  this  kind 
which  would  stereotype,  in  the  hands  of 
the  present  occupants,  the  existing  condi- 
tion of  their  houses. .  In  past  times,  as 
well  as  in  the  future,  landlords  are  entitled 
to  look  forward  to — and,  as  matter  of 
fact,  they  do  anticipate — the  period  when 
the  leases  will  fall  in,  and  when  they  will 
be   enabled  by  a  uniform  scheme  of  de- 
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velopment  to  improve  the  buildings  and 
develop  the  town.  The  fact  that  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  area  is  in  the  hands 
of  one  landlord,  the  fact  that  the  leases 
will  generally  fall  in  at  the  same  time,  is 
generally  availed  of  to  carry  out  a  broad 
scheme  by  which  the  architecture  of  the 
buildings  is  improved,  to  the  ornament  of 
the  town.  But  a  curious  element  of  this 
Bill  is  that  it  enables  any  individual  occu- 
pant of  one  house  to  buy  that  house  and 
leave  the  landlord  with  the  balance  of  his 
property  in  such  a  form  and  condition  that 
it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to  develop 
it  on  any  uniform  or  co-extensive  plan. 
Further  than  that,  the  power  conferred  on 
the  ind  vidual  occupier  to  acq[uire  the  fee- 
simple  of  the  house  he  occupies  will  un- 
questionably interfere  with  much-required 
and  long-\vished-for  public  improvements 
and  the  extension  of  artisans'  dwell- 
ings. Suppose  that,  in  one  of  these 
blocks  occupied  by  lessees  where  leases 
are  about  to  expire,  this  provision  is 
availed  of  by  one  or  two  lessees,  they 
would  by  that  means  be  enabled  to  defeat 
any  scheme  of  general  improvement 
which  the  landlord  of  the  entire  block 
was  prepared  to  adopt  when  the  leases 
fell  in  in  the  natural  course  of  events.  I 
most  sincerely  congratulate  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Monaghan,  who  introduced 
this  Bill,  on  the  very  able  and  moderate 
way  in  which  he  did  so,  but  we  have  at 
the  same  time  to  deal  with  it  in  the  light, 
not  of  what  the  hon.  Member  said  in  in- 
troducing it,  but  of  what  the  measure 
itself  proposes.  There  is  one  remarkable 
defect  in  the  Bill,  and  that  is  that  it  is 
entirely  one-sided  in  its  proposals.  What 
I  mean  to  say  is,  that  while  the  occupying 
tenant  or  lessee  can,  by  compulsion,  ac- 
quire the  property  not  merely  of  the 
intermediate  lessor  but  also  of  the  owner 
in  fee,  there  is  no  power  in  the  owner  in 
fee  to  compel  the  purchase  of  the  leases. 
If  there  are  a  rnimber  of  tenants  holding 
a  particular  block  of  premises,  each  under 
a  separate  lease,  any  one  lessee  may  pick 
out  a  small  lot,  another  mav  do  the  same, 
and  so  in  that  way  the  landlord's  property 
may  be  cut  up  piecemeal.  The  effect  of 
that  would  necessarily  be  to  greatly  dim- 
inish in  the  hands  of  the  owner  the  value 
of  his  property.  It  is  exactly  the  same 
as  if  there  were  to  be  introduced  into  these 
leases  an  option  on  the  part  of  the  tenant 
to  buy  without  any  obligation  on  his  part 
to  purchase.  Anyone  who  knows  any- 
thing of  the  real  property  market  must 
admit  that  if  thei^-^AS  «a  q^Xaow  wv  ^^ 
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part  of  the  tenant  to  buy  even 
against  the  will  of  the  lessor 
that  unquestionably  diminishes  the 
value  of  the  whole  of  the  lessor's  pro- 
perty. But  another  fact  has  to  be  borne 
in  mind.  In  many  of  the  towns  and 
cities  of  England  and  Scotland,  as  well  as 


subject  impressed  with  ideas  of  lind 
nationalisation  is  not  likely  to  impress  Im 
\aews  on  the  majority  of  this  House.  The 
preamble  says  that  it  is  intended  tosenue 
for  working  men  the  fee  simple  of  the 
houses  they  live  in.  I  have  akeadj 
referred  to  the  conclusion  which  forms  die 


Ireland,  ground  rents  are  one  of  the  prin-  i  basis  of  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of 
cipal  sources  of  income  of  the  corporations.  !  1 889 — namely,  that  in  their  opinion  the 
Take  the  case  of  Liverpool.  According  '  right  of  the  landlord,  on  the  detennina- 
to  the  Report  of  1889  there  were  in  '  tion  of  a  lease,,  to  get  back  both  houe 
Liverpool  leases  which  were  about  to  fall  '  and  land  was  incontestable  ;  but  I  woaU 
in  to  the  value  of  twelve  millions ;  while  ;  like  also  to  inform  the  House  what  w» 
the  annual  income  of  the  University  of  '  the  conclusion  of  the  majority  of  that 
Oxford  from  leaseholds  is  about  XI 50, 000.  I  Committee  on  this  question  of  working 
I  know  myself  that  in  the  city  of  Dublin  '  men  becoming  the  owners  in  fee  simple 
a  large  portion  of  the  property  which  be- 1  of  the  houses  they  live  in.  Here  it  is— 
longs  to  the  ratepayers  consists  of  pro-  :  «The  suggested  leasehold  enfranchisement 
pert\'^  which  they  hold  in  fee,  the  lease- !  would  not  materially  benefit  the  workiiig 
hold  rents  from  which  go  to  the  reduction  I  classes  either  in  London  or  in  most  other  Isige 
of  the  rates.     In  the  case  of  the  city  of  i  ^^^'^*'-" 

Dublin  there  never  was  any  difficulty  as  '  The     secretary     of     the    Artisans*   sod 
l)etween  the  city  and  their  tenants  in  the  ;  Labourers'   Dwellings   Company   gave  a 
former  obtaining,  on  the  determination  of  i  remarkable     piece     of     e\'idence    before 
a  long  lease,  a  substantial  increase  of  rent  >  that     Committee.      He    informed   then 
from  the  occupying  tenant  together  with  ■  that      in      all      their      dealings      with 
an  obligation  to  erect  a  considerably  im- !  working     men     who    had     acquired   or 
proved  building  in  place  of  the  old  struc-  \  sought  to  acquire  the  fee  simjHe  of  the 
ture.     The  striking  instance  given  by  the  ,  houses  in  which  they  lived,  he  found  that 
right  hon.Memberwho  moved  the  rejection  I  in  twelve  to  twenty-five  years  the  houses 
of  the  Bill  as  to  what  would  happen  in  [  so  sold  had  come  back  to  the  company. 
portions  of  a  district  held  by  occupiers  in  i  And  really  that  is  inevitable.     When  we 
fee  is  exactly  what  one  would  expect ;  be-    consider  that  working  men  must  neoes- 
cause   so  long   as   occupiers  in  such  dis-  ,  sarily  live  near  the  locality  of  their  work, 
tricts  hold    their    premises   in    fee  they  ■  and  that  the  fluctuations  of  trade  may 
have  lost  all  incentive  or  even  powei-  to  !  drive  them  from  one  neighbourhood  to 
improve  the  condition  of  their  surround- ;  another  in  search  of  work,  we  at  once  see 
ings.     They   are   only   interested  in  the  .  that  working  men  would  never  care  to 
houses  they  own,  and  have  no  interest  in    become  owners   in  fee  of  the   houses  io 
improving   the   condition   of   the  houses  '  which  they  live,  except  in  the  possible 
sun-ounding     them.     The     contrary     is    case  where  their  work  would  be  perms- 
the     case     where      the      property     be-  ',  nent.     I  would  refer  to  the  well-knowD 
longs     to     the     ground      landlord,     be-  ,  case    of    the    slate    quarries   in   Wales. 
cause*   as     the     leases     fall     in,     he    is    Permanent  work   will    naturally  attract 
able  to  replace  the  antiquated  and  dilapi- 1  permanent  residents  ;  but  in  other  case* 
dated  structures  by  more  modern  build- 1  it  is  impossible  to  expect  that  working 
ings;  and  therefore  it  is  natural  that  in  the    men  will  either  care  or  desire  to  spend  a 
instances  given  by  my  right  hon.  friend  the  '  substantial  sum  in  the  permanent  acquisi- 
freehold  portions  of  the  district  he  cited  i  tion  of  homes  which  they  may  be  corn- 
became  practically  slums.     Now,  the  pre- 1  pelled  to  leave  the  next  day  or  the  day 
amble  of  the  Bill  suggests  that  the  object  ■  after.     In  the  case  of  Ireland  this  fact  b 
is  to  facilitate  the  acquisition  in  fee  by  ■  exceptionally  true.     I  think  I  would  be 
working  men  of  the  houses  they  occupy,  j  right    in    saying    that    throughout   the 
The  hon.   Member  for  the   St.    Patrick    length  and  breadth  of  Ireland  there  is  not 


Division  of  the  city  of  Dublin,  who  hfis 
devoted  many  years  to  this  matter,  and 
is  therefore  calculated  to  speak  as  an 
authority  on  the  subject,  stated,  with  his 
usual  candour,  that  he  wjis  an  advocate  of 
land  nationalisation.  I  can  only  say  that 
any   hon.  Member  who   approaches  this 

M\  J  RM.  Campbell 


one  per  cent,  of  working  men  who  are 
owners  in  fee,  or  who  would  care  to  be 
owners  in  fee  of  the  houses  they  occupy. 
In  Dublin,  which  is  an  old  city,  the 
artisans  are  unfortunately  compelled  to 
live  under  that  worst  of  all  systems, 
the    tenement    system,    w^hich    is   tbe 
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foe  of  all  industrial  thrift  and  the 
parent  of  the  curse  of  drink.  That 
system  unfortunately  compels  these  men 
to  submit  to  monotonous  toil  from  six 
o'clock  in  the  morning  to  six  in  the 
evening,  and  that  is  bad  enough ;  but 
when  in  addition  it  also  compels  them  to 
spend  the  balance  of  their  lifetime  in  the 
stifling  atmosphere  of  these  tenements,  I 
myself  see  no  room  or  prospect  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  men  who  are  doomed  to 
such  slavery.  But  what  is  the  remedy 
for  this  state  of  things  ?  I  never  heard  it 
suggested  that  it  could  be  remedied  by 
any  scheme  by  which  these  men  should 
become  owners  in  fee  of  the  houses  they 
occupy.  The  remedy  is,  first  of  all,  the 
extension  of  the  system  of  artisans' 
dwellings.  The  Dublin  Corporation  have 
become  alive  to  the  necessity  of  this,  and 
are  doing  well  by  conferring  that  benefit 
on  the  working  men.  The  other  remedy 
is  a  more  careful  attention  to  and  a  more 
rigorous  enforcement  of  the  laws  of 
public  health,  so  as  to  compel  the  land- 
lords to  provide  occupiers  with  decent 
sanitary  appliances.  ^Ifast  is  a  com- 
paratively new  city,  with  unlimited 
^portunities  for  extending  its  boimdaries. 
Consequently  the  marvellous  development 
of  its  commerce  has  enabled  it  to  erect 
artisans'  dwellings  which  are  suitable  and 
numerous  enough  to  accommodate  the 
hives  of  artisans  that  are  swarming  in 
that  busy  centre.  But  has  it  ever  been 
suggested  that  the  artisans  of  Belfast 
have  shown  the  slightest  anxiety  to 
become  the  owners  in  fee  of  the 
dwellings  they  occupy  1 .  Even  in  that 
remarkable  staple  industry  of  ship- 
building, which  we  all  hope  is  a  permanent 
industry,  what  are  the  views  and  ideas 
of  the  artisans  1  When  the  Local 
Gk>vemment  Act  was  passing  through 
this  House  the  consolidated  poor  rate 
was  thrown  upon  the  occupier  and  to  be 
levied  from  him.  Formerly  that  rate 
was  paid  by  the  landlord,  and  recovered 
by  him  from  his  tenant.  But  the  citizens 
of  Belfast  were  so  much  impressed  with 
the  danger  of  loss  of  rates  that  would 
arise  to  them  by  the  wandering  and 
migratory  nature  of  the  artisans  that  a 
determined  effort  was  made  by  the  hon. 
Members  representing  Belfast  to  have 
Belfast  exempted  from  the  provision 
which  threw  the  rate  on  the  occupier.  I 
am  aware,  on  the  authority  of  those  re- 
gx)nsible  for  the  collection  of  rates  in 
j&lfast,  that  it  is  anticipated,  as  the  result 
of  that  provision  in  the  Local  Government 


Act,  that  there  will  be  a  leakage  of  from 
25  to  30  per  cent,  in  the  amount  of  the 
poor  rate,  the  reason  being  that  the  men 
only  hold  their  houses  as  weekly  tenants, 
and  that  they  are  here  to-day  and  away 
to-morrow,  and  that  it  is  therefore  im- 
possible to  recover  arrears  of  rates.  I 
take  these  two  cases  as  fairly  typical  of 
the  condition  of  the  working  men  in 
Ireland.  I  can  see  no  prospect  of  any 
agitation  on  the  part  of  the  working  men 
to  become  owners  in  fee  of  the  houses 
in  which  they  live.  So  much  for  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  As  to  the  Bill 
itself,  in  the  first  place  it  contains  on  its 
face  one  incurable  defect  which,  even  if 
the  Bill  were  passed  into  law  to-morrow, 
would  at  once  have  the  effect  of  nullify- 
ing all  its  pro\T[sions.  That  defect 
is  that  while  it  contains  most 
elaborate  machinery  for  enabling  exist- 
ing lessees  to  extinguish  all  intermediate 
leases  and  acquire  the  fee  simple,  there 
is  no  provision  whatever  to  prevent  them, 
once  they  have  become  owners,  granting 
I  new  leases  themselves  the  very  next  day. 
I  So  that  the  evils,  instead  of  being 
;  remedied,  would  only  be  intensified.  You 
would  be  converting  lessors  into  landlords 
who  would  be  the  ownei*s  of  only  one 
house  with  none  of  the  responsibilities  of 
landlords. 

Mr.  field  :  May  I  interrupt  the  hon. 

Gentleman  ?  Such  is  not  the  object  of 
I  the  Bill  at  all.  On  the  contrary,  the 
I  object  is  to  abolish  the  leasehold  system, 

and  make  it  impossible  for  such  a  thing 
.  to  exist. 

Mr.  J.  H.  M.  CAMPBELL  :  I  quite 

understand  that  that  is  the  object  of  the 

I  Bill ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  will  take 

I  the  trouble  to  read  the  Bill,  the  intro- 

'  duction   of  which  he   has  seconded,  he 

I  will    find    my    statement  is  absolutely 

I  correct.     From  beginning  to   end  there 

!  is  not  a  line  to  prevent  the  new  owners 

'  letting  their  house  on  lease  at  the  highest 

I  rack  rent  they  can  get.     I  am  not  con- 

I  cemed  with  what  is  the  object  in  the 

mind   of  the   hon.    Gentleman ;     I    am 

only  concerned  with  what  is  in  the  Bill 

itself.       This     is     not     a     matter     of 

drafting,     but     one     of     the     principle 

of    the    measure.       I     repeat     that     a 

fatal     defect     on     the     face     of     the 

Bill  is  the  fact  that  it  contains  nothing  to 

prevent  a  recrudescence,  in  a  worse  form, 

of  the  very  evils  which  it  is  proposed  to 

remedy.     I  would  like  to  say  a  word  a& 

to  the  draftamatiaSoip  oi  \!tift  ^K^,    ^«^- 
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tainly  in  this  respect  it  is  a  monster  in 
deformity.  I  am,  o£  course,  perfectly 
aware  that  it  is  an  ungracious  thing,  when 
a  Bill  is  introduced  more  for  discussion 
than  anything  else,  to  criticise  very 
minutely  the  form  of  the  measure  ;  but 
this  Bill  is  of  such  an  extraordinary 
character  that,  although  I  have  taken 
.several  days  to  study  it,  I  am  at  the 
present  moment  absolutely  at  a  loss  to 
know  exactly  what  it  is  that  it  proposes 
to  accomplish. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  Perhaps 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  is  not  aware 
that  this  Bill  was  drafted  by  an  eminent 
Unionist  lawyer. 

Mr.  J.  H.  M.  CAMPBELL:  I  can 
only  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  lawyer 
gave  very  bad  value  for  his  money.  To 
make  that  plain  even  to  the  intelligence 
of  the  hon.  Members  opposite  who  are 
closely  wedded  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  let  us  take  the  preamble.  I  am 
entitled  to  say  that  the  object  of  the 
preamble  is  to  let  those  who  read  the 
Bill  understand  what  it  is  that  the 
Bill  proposes  to  accomplish ;  but 
the  House  will  be  surprised  to 
hear  that  while  the  preamble  of 
the  Bill  sets  out  three  distinct  objects 
to  be  attained,  the  subsequent  provisions 
of  the  Bill  destroy  each  and  every  one  of 
these  objects.  What  is  the  first  proposal 
as  set  out  in  the  preamble  ?     It  is  that — 

"  Whereas  in  nearly  all  the  towns  in  Ireland 
the  owners  and  occupiers  of  buHiness  premises 
and  private  dwellings  have  1)etween  them  and 
the  owners  in  fee  several  intermediate  lessees 
who  have  certain  terms  outstanding  between 
such  owners  and  occupiers." 

So  far  so  good.     It  then  proceeds — 

"And  whereas  it  is  expedient  that  such 
owners  and  occupiers  should  be  enabled  to 
acquire  the  intermediate  interests  between 
themselves  and  the  owner  in  fee,  so  that 
owners  and  occu])iers  may  l)e  encouraged  to 
make  improvements  in  their  holdings." 

Now,  if  that  means  anything,  it  is  that 
the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  prevent  the 
occupiers  of  ])usiness  premises  and  private 
dwellings  in  the  towns  and  cities  of  Ire- 
land becoming  owners.  But  what  does 
the  Bill  itself  do  when  you  come  to 
analyse  its  sections  ?  It  does  not  confine 
the  right  of  enfranchisement  to  lessees  or 
leaseholders  in  the  towns  and  cities.  It 
gives  a  definition  of  a  holding  which  is 
wide  enough  to  include  a  house  with  an 
acre  of  ground  anywhere  in  Ireland^ 
either  in  the  country  or  in  the  town.  But 
that  is  not  bad  enough.  AVhen  you 
^ome   to  the  clause   which    enables  the 
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application  to  be  made,  it  throws  oier 
town  and  city  and  the  definition  of  holding 
and  enables  the  lessee  of  any  leaae  to 
H-ipply  for  enfranchisement.  In  othff 
words,  any  tenant,  agricultoral  or 
pastoral,  town  tenant  or  villa^  tenant 
publican  or  sinner,  any  person  m  Ireliiid 
who  has  an  existing  lease,  can,  under  the 
terms  of  this  extraordinary  Bill,  apply  to 
redeem  all  the  intervening intereste.  ail'vi 
does  not  stop  there.  Apparently,  if  yoa 
read  the  preamble,  its  purport  and  object 
is  not  to  give  a  right  to  acquire  the  fee, 
or  to  assert  a  right  to  acquire  the  interest 
between  the  tenant  and  the  owner  of  the 
fee ;  but  when  you  come  to  Section  4, 
it  provides  that,  in  addition  to  acquiiing 
the  intervening  interests,  the  final  or 
occupying  tenant  can  also  acquire  the  fee. 
That  contradicts  the  preamble. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  It  is  only  an  enlaigemoit 

Mr.  J.  H.  M.  CAMPBELL:  Icanunder 
Htand  that ;  but  having  given  in  Section  4 
the  power  to  acquire   the  fee,  which  ii 
not   raised   in    the  preamble,    when  yoa 
come  to  prescribe  the  application,  it  cu 
only  be  made  in  the  case  of  intervening 
interest  and  excludes  the  fee.      So  that 
from  1>eginning  to  end  this  measure  ii 
not  only  illogical  and  absurd,  but  self- 
contradictory    in  all    its   terms.  •    Take 
another  matter,  which  I  am  sure  will  be  a 
revelation  not  merely  to  the  hon.  Member 
I  for  the  St.  Patrick  Division,  who  seconded 
the  motion  for    the    Second  Reading  d 
the  Bill,  ])ut  also  the  hon.  Member  who 
introduced  it.     The  preamble  recites  thai 
'  the  next  object  of  the  Bill  is,  "That  the 
occupiers  of  small  houses  of  the  working 
classes  shall  be  entitled  to  acquire  the  fee 
of  the  houses  in  which  they  live."    Well 
from  beginning  to  end  there  is  not  a  line 
in  it  which   enables  that  purpose  to  be 
I  carried  out.     There  is  no  machinery,  n^ 
I  provision,    no  legislative   suggestion  bj 
which  working  men  could  by  any  chanee 
become  the  owner  in  fee  of  the  houses 
they  occupy. 

Mr.  field  :  If  he  holds  a  lease. 

Mr.   J.    H.    M.    CAMPBELL:    The 

hon.  Member  says  that  a  working  ma-n 
can  acquire  his  house  in  fee  if  he  holds  it 

I  under  a  lease ;  but  can  he  say  that 
there  is  a  single  artisan  in  Ireland  thai 
holds  his  house  under   lease  ?     I  neTer 

I  heard  of  one ;  and  certainly  they  must 
be  a  very  small  percentage   of  the  total 

I  artisan  population  of  Ireland.     I  say  that 

'  from  beginning  to  end  of  the  Bill  thia^ 
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which  is  put  forward  in  the  main  front 
as  one  of  the  objects  of  the  Bill,  is  en- 
tirely lost  sight  of  when 'the  Bill  itself 
comes  to  be  considered.  I  have,  perhaps, 
trespassed  unduly  on  the  time  and  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  I  hope,  however, 
that  it  will  not  be  said  or  sug- 
gested that,  either  speaking  for  myself 
or  as  representing  opinion  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  we  deny  altogether 
that  occupiers  under  these  leases  suffer 
from  no  grievance  or  disadvantage.  I 
myself  am  entirely  in  accord  with  the 
view  expressed  by  the  Committee  of 
1889,  that  is  to  say,  that  in  two  respects 
there  may  be  grievances  from  which  the 
occupiers  suffer.  One  is  the  case  where, 
on  the  termination  of  a  lease,  the  lessees, 
having  made  substantial  permanent  im- 
provements during  the  currency  of  the 
lease,  are  compelled  under  threat  of 
eviction  either  to  abandon  those  improve- 
ments to  the  landlord  or  else  to  pay  such 
an  increased  rent  as  would  amount  to  the 
confiscation  of  their  improvements.  Now 
I  am  entirely  in  favour  of  legislation  that 
would  be  confined  to  cover  that  grievance. 
I  find  the  ground  entirely  covered  by  the 
suggestion  of  the  Committee  of  1889,  that 
in  the  case  of  all  future  contracts  there 
should  be  power,  on  the  determination  of 
the  lease,  to  award  compensation  for  bona 
fide  improvements  which  increased  the 
letting  value  of  the  holding,  and  that  in 
the  case  of  existing  contracts  there  should 
be  such  power  in  all  cases  where  improve- 
ments were  made  with  the  consent  of  the 
landlord  in  writing. 

Mr.  field  :  Without  interrupting 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  might  I 
ask  him  will  he  support  a  Bill  of  the 
nature  he  suggests  % 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  field  :  That  is  not  an  interrup- 
tion.    It  is  merely  an  interpellation. 

Mr.  J.  H.  M.  CAMPBELL:  I  may 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  I  am  not  in 
the  least  disconcerted  by  his  interrup- 
tions, which  are  kindly  meant.  It  will 
be  sufficient  to  consider  that  when  the 
opportunity  arises,  but  it  certainly  does 
not  present  itself  in  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  It  is  because  I  consider  that  this 
Bill  is  vicious  in  principle,  impracticable 
in  its  appUcation,  and  impossible  of  com- 
prehension that  I  have  great  pleasure  in 
seconding  the  Amendment  of  my  right 
hon.  friend  for  its  rejection. 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  *  now,'  and  at  the 
end  of  the  question  to  add  the  words  *  upon 
this  day  six  months.  * " — {^Mr.  Smith-Barry.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devonshire, 
Ashburton)  :  I  had  no  intention  of 
addressing  the  House  this  afternoon,  but 
so  great  misrepresentation  of  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  on  Town  Holdings  was 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Hun- 
tingdon that  I  think  it  my  duty  to  correct 
what  I  have  no  doubt  is  an  unintentional 
mistake.  Of  course,  it  is  perfectly  pos- 
sible to  extract  from  that  Report  evidence 
of  land  agents  and  lawyers  in  support  of 
the  present  system  of  long  leases.  They 
make  their  money  by  long  leases.  But 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  endea- 
voured to  persuade  the  House  that  the 
Committee  reported  against  the  en- 
franchisement of  leaseholds,  he  is  in 
error.  I  admit  that  the  Committee 
reported  against  the  enfranchisement 
of  leaseholos  as  a  general  scheme ; 
but  they  recommended  the  enfranchise- 
ment of  leaseholds  in  certain  areas  and 
under  certain  conditions.  At  page  40 
of  the  Report  it  is  stated  that — 

'*  The  Committee  recommend  to  Parliament 
the  adoption  of  a  measure  for  empowering 
local  authorities  to  facilitate  enfrancnisemenc 
in  the  manner  already  described." 

What  is  the  "  manner  already  described  "  ? 
If  you  turn  back  to  page  39,  you  will  see 
the  Committee  say — 

"  We  think  the  local  authority  might  pro- 
perly be  empowered  to  acquire  by  agreement, 
or,  ii  necessary,  by  compuisory  purchase,  the 
reversionary  interest  in  the  property  within 
the  area  in  question,  and  to  sell  the  reversion 
of  the  house  to  such  occupiers  and  lease- 
holders, either  for  a  price  paid  down  at  once, 
or  payable  in  instalments  over  a  period  of 
years. 

It  is  therefore  true  that  the  Com- 
mittee were  in  favour  of  appljdnff  the 
principle  to  limited  areas.  I  should 
like  to  put  before  the  House  two 
views  of  leasehold  enfranchisement.  •  I 
believe  there  are  no  countries  in  Europe, 
except  England  and  Turkey,  where  such  a 
thing  as  a  long  building  lease  is  known. 
It  is  entirely  peculiar  to  this  country. 
We  do  not  shine  in  the  artistic  merits  of 
our  buildings.  On  the  contrary,  many  of 
our  English  towns  compare  most  un- 
favourably with  Continental  cities.  The 
reason  is  obvious.  People  will  not  spend 
money  except  on  freehold.  Thev  w^\x^ 
as  little  as  poasftA^  on  \«aa^^a-    'YVva 
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palaoea  of  Genoa  and  Northern  Italy 
were  not  Tmilt  on  building  leases.  The 
system  of  luiilding  leases  haa  never  pr- 
mitted  the  erection  of  tine  artistic 
buildings.  Even  in  London  the  few 
artistic  buildings  we  have  arc  built  by 
noblemen  on  their  own  estates.  This  re- 
etrietion  on  building  enterprise  aftects  the 
working  classes,  because  if  there  are  facili- 
ties for  expending  mono y^  and  the  man  y*  ho 
expended  it  haa  some  hope  of  its  coming 
Into  the  pocket  either  of  himself  or  his 
descendants,  iuste^id  of  going  to  some 
rich  landlord,  as  is  the  ea#e  now,  there 
would  be  more  work  for  the  working 
classes  and  for  the  better  class  of  laljour. 

Sir  R  burning  -  LAWRENCE 
(Cornwall,  Truro) :  I  do  not  wish  to 
interrupt  the  hou.  Gentleman,  but  all  the 
clubs  in  Pall  Mall  are  built  on  leasehold. 

Mil  SEALE^HAYNE  :  I  was  referring 
to  private  houses,  but  I  thiuk,  if  the  clubs 
in  Pall  Mall  w*ere  not  built  on  leasehold, 
instead  of  being  mere  copies  of  other 
buildings,  they  would  be  far  finer  than 
they  are  now.  The  enfratiehisement  of 
long  leaaes  has  been  spoken  of  as  an 
invasion  of  the  rights  of  property.  The 
laws  of  this  country  prevent  the  tying  up 
of  landed  property  or  any  sort  of  pro- 
perty beyond  a  cerUiin  length  of  time,  hut 
a  landlord  can  create  a  lease  for  any  time 
he  pleases,  and  there  ive  have^  of  course, 
the  evil  of  "  the  dead  hand "  ivith  its 
grasp  upon  the  laud,  and  all  sorts  of 
covenants  imposed  vipon  tenants.  I  cor- 
dially endoi'se  all  that  has  been  said  on 
behalf  of  the  BOl,  and  I  intend  to  vote 
for  it. 

Mr.  VICARY  GIBB8  {Hertfordshire, 
St.  Albans)  said  ho  knew  nothing  about 
Ireland  at  first  hand,  but  looked  upon  this 
question  by  the  light  of  common  sense,  or,  if 
'  he  did  not  possess  that  qualification,  then 
iie  feU  back  on  the  evidence  of  the  Town 
Holdings  Commission.  The  evidence  of 
Irish  witnesses,  representing  the  Corpora- 
tions of  Dublin  and  Waterford  and  other 
places,  went  to  prove  that  a  measure  of 
this  kind  was  not  desirable  in  Ii'e- 
»land.  One  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
spoke  in  the  debate  had  expressed  himself 
as  l:>eing  in  favour  of  a  multiplication  of 
freehold.^  but  with  that  view  he  (Mr. 
Gihbs)  could  not  agree.  The  Bill  was 
one  which  it  was  very  diflicult  to  grasp 
the  meaning  of,  and  he  bad  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  St.  Patrick  iJivision 
of  Dublin  would  have  thrown  some  hght 
<apon  it,   but  this  he  had  not  thought 
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proper  to  do.     The  Bill  itself  would 
aflectj  apparently,  a  vavy  large  oumb^r 
persons.     It  was  caUed  a  Bill  to  imprr/i 
the  position  of  tenants  in    towns,  b«t 
w^ould  prefer  to  call  it  a  Bill  for  the  m^ 
tipli cation  of  unsanitary  area#  in  tow 
for,  as  was  well  known,  where  there  wei 
a  number  of  small  freeholds  in  a  W 
they  were  mostly  insanitar>^  areas,  whei 
in  the   case  of  a  large  private   estate 
i>roper     managem«i 
amount      of      mon 
improving     and 
tenure     of     land    m 
Irelajid  had  Hlways  lieen  difFereut  to  ihM 
in  England,  but  theie  was  no  evidence  io 
show  that  the  tenure  of  house  propert; 
differed  in  any  way.     Although  the  hoi 
Member    who   seconded    the  Bill   xnn 
some  observations  ufwu  terminable  I 
holds,   not  a  word  appeared  on  that  sub- 
ject    in   the   Bill,    which    was    a    simII 
middleman *s  Bill     Such  a  Bill  had  beefi 
objected  to  by  two  of  the  greatest  |m 
of  Ireland,  and  he  could  not  see  that  ti 
position  of  the  working  class  would 
improved.     He  noticed  that  there  was 
provision  which   excluded,  under  eertaii 
conditions,    the   occupier,  and    it  was  i 
monstrous  thing  that  li  house  a  man 
living  in  could  be  taken  awity  and  riT«i 
to  a  middleman*      If  the  position  of  tl 
w^orking  classes  was  to  bo  improved  ' 
such  a  Bill  there  might  be  somethiiig 
be  said  in  m  favour,  but  it  did  not  api 
that  that  would  be  the  c^ise,  and  therefore 
he  should  vote  against  it. 


iMr.  \Y1LLIAM  REDMOND  said  thi 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  not 
yet  spoken  on  the  re^solutiou,  and  there 
was  very  little  time  to  go  into  the  detail§, 
so  he  would  only  call  attention  to  %ht 
faet  that  there  was  not  a  town  in  Ireland 
which  had  not  pissed  resolutions  eaUifig 
upon  Parliament  to  interfere  to  protect 
the  leaseholders  and  prevent  propert; ' 
which  they  had  built  being  practic 
coniiscated.  They  asked  merely  for  tl 
right  to  continue  in  the  premises  whi( 
they  had  built  by  their  own  industry,  and 
this  Bill  was  to  enable  the  occupier  whf> 
had  rebuilt  up  his  premises  to  continue 
to  occupy  them  ivithout  ha\ing  to  pay 
an  exoi'bitantly  increaseil  rental.  It 
was  not  an  Irish  question  only 
affected  the  people  of  Eitgland  aa  wi 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Meml>6r  (i 
Huntingdon  did  not  approve  of  tJie  "L^ 
which  was  quite  natural,  because  the  hoii 
Gentleman  was  the  owner  of  town 
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perty,  and  therefore  he  opposed  it  just 
as  in  the  old  days  the  owners  of  rural 
properties  opposed  any  legislation  which 
they  felt  would  interfere  with  their  rights 
over  their  broad  acres.  This  question  of 
tenure  was  not  an  Irish  question  merely, 
it  largely  concerned  Great  Britain,  where 
in  many  cases  leaseholds  constituted  a 
heavy  tax  on  industry,  and  if  this  Bill 
was  not  passed  now  the  time  would  cer- 
tainly come  when  some  legislation  would 
take  place  in  order  to  remove  that  tax. 
The  question  the  House  had  now  to  con- 
sider was  the  broad  question  of  principle. 
If  a  case  had  been  made  out  for  legislation 
to  protect  the  tenants  in  the  towns  of 
Ireland,  then  the  House  might  vote  the 
Second  Reading  and  leave  the  details  for 
some  future  time.  He  hoped  that  the  Bill 
would  be  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Leicester)  said 
he  was  a  supporter  of  leasehold  enfran- 
chisement and  always  had  been.  The 
Commission  which  was  appointed  in  1885 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  great 
problem  of  housing  the  people  dealt  with 
the  question  of  leasehold  enfranchise- 
ment, and,  whatever  else  might  be  said, 
their  Report  on  that  subject  was  conclusive. 
The  majority  of  the  Commissioners  were 
not  men  who  were  in  the  habit  of  advo- 
cating the  plunder  of  landlords,  or  any 
other  class  of  the  community.  They 
were  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Albans  that  this  Bill  proposed  to  plunder 
the  landlords,  that  it  proposed  confisca- 
tion, and  that  it  was  breaking  contracts. 
Why,  the  Tory  Government  had  done 
nothing  in  the  last  five  years  but  break 
contracts.  It  had  been  the  basis  of  their 
legislation.  If  so  great  a  party  as  the 
Conservative  party  legislated  in  that 
direction,  how  could  they  find  fault  with 
such  a  person  as  himself  if  he  attempted 
to  follow  so  great  an  authority  1  He  was 
quite  willing  to  follow  those  great  states- 
men on  matters  of  this  kind.  On  these 
grounds  he  was  glad  to  have  the  opportu- 
nity of  voting  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  London- 
derry, N.) :  I  do  not  propose  either  to 
follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  or  the 
hon.  Member  who  seconded  it,  into  the 
many  topics  with  which  they  dealt.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  seconded  the  motion 
not  only  "  surveyed  mankind  from  China 
to    Peru,"  but    dealt    with    physiology, 


Biblical  history,  the  Civil  Code,  and 
sociology,  and  gave  us  his  views  on  the 
different  military  systems  of  Europe.  He 
referred  to  many  authorities,  all  of  whom 
he  desired  to  press  into  service,  from  the 
,  patriarch  Abraham,  through  Justinian 
and  Mr.  Gladstone,  down  to  a  gentleman 
who  published  a  pamphlet  the  other  day 
on  leasehold  enfranchisement.  It  is  not 
my  intention  to  follow  him  in  his  rambles 
over  these  interesting  fields.  When  you 
come  to  contrast  those  opinions  with  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  he  seems  to  be  in 
the  position  of  a  man  who  is  riding  a 
runaway  horse,  because  the  Bill  has  taken 
him  in  every  direction  in  which  he  does 
not  intend  to  go,  and  in  no  direction  in 
which  he  did  intend  to  go.  The  Bill 
would  defeat  the  objects  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber seems  to  have  in  view,  and  it  would 
effect  other  objects  which  he  does  not 
desire.  Nor  shall  I  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemsm  the  Member  for  Huntingdon 
with  respect  to  his  representation  of  what 
was  decided  by  the  Committee  on  which 
he  himself  sat.  Of  course,  it  would 
be  absurd  to  deny  that  in  every 
portion  of  this  kingdom  interest  is  taken 
in  the  question  of  leasehold  enfranchise- 
ment. I  do  not  think  that  hon.  Members 
have  really  understood  what  this  Bill 
does,  for  it  goes  far  behind  any  system  of 
leasehold  enfranchisement  ever  suggested, 
or  any  system  of  compulsory  purchase 
ever  suggested  by  any  responsible 
I  person,  or  ever  recommended  by  any 
Committee  that  ever  sat.  I  can  perfectly 
well  understand  that  there  should  be 
controversy  and  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
which  of  the  prevailing  systems  is  best  in 
regard  to  building  leases.  There  is,  first, 
the  principle  that  obtains  in  many  parts  : 
when  a  man  desires  to  build  a  house  in  a 
I  town  he  acquires  ground  to  build  upon, 
'  and  becomes  the  freehold  tenant.  There 
is  the  other  system  that  prevails  in  Scot- 
I  land,  where  a  man  gets  a  perpetual  rent. 
The  systems  differ  in  different  localities. 
I  Some  localities  are  in  favour  of  ono 
system  and  some  of  another.  Some  of 
the  most  successful  towns,  such  as  Bir- 
I  mingham,  have  been  reared  into  their 
present  position  by  adopting  the  leasehold 
system,  while  others  have  adopted  the 
system  of  freehold  tenure  or  perpetual 
I  rents.  What  the  Committee  report  is 
I  that  there  is  no  superiority  of  one  system 
over  another.  It  is  very  much  a  ques- 
i  tion  of  the  custom  the  people  are  used  to. 
I  It  cannot  be  fairly  said  that  t»\i"^  ix^^Ov^ 
system  ratYier  titiaiii  \l\^\eaafe\3i^^«^^\«aN. 
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peimits  public  improvements  or  secures  for  . 
the  inhabitants  of  tonus  better  dwellings. 
But,  however  that  may  be,  that  is  not 
really  the  object  of  this  Bill  at  all.     The  ■ 
real  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  enable  e^ery  . 
occupier  who  carries  on  any  business  in 
any  premises,  even  if  he  only  be  a  tenant ! 
from  year  to  year,  if  he  only  got  in  yes- '. 
terday  and  onl}^  sells  beef,   or  beer,  or  • 
tobacco  for  a  week,  to  come  immediately, 
iiithout  the   sanction  of  any  authorit}^ 
without  the  approval  of  Parliament,  and 
without     any     investigation     whatever, 
against  the  will  of  any  person  above  him, 
and  compulsorily  buy  up  the  propert3^ 
There  never  was  such  a  system  ever  sug- 
gested.     1   do  not   know  what  inherent 
virtue  there  is  in  a  man  who  gets  into 
business  that  he  should  have  the  power 
conferred    upon     him    to    compulsorily 
acquire  the  premises  he  occupies.     It  is 
]>etter  than  the  powers  enjoyed  in  con- 
nection with  the  public  service,  sanitary 
reform,  or  the  great  schemes  for  public 
improvement.     All  persons,  corporations, 
and  companies  actuated  by  such  desires 
have  to  go  to  Parliament  to  ask  permis- 
sion to  put  in  force  compulsory  purchase.  . 
Not  so  the   occupier  in  my  hon.  friend's 
Bill.    The  moment  he  gets  into  occupation 
and  spends  five  shillings  in  repairs,  he,  with- '. 
out  anybody's  authority,  can  immediately 
acquire  the  property  of  everybody  above  i 
him.     The  hon.     Memlxjr   recommended 
the   Bill    to    a   certain    extent    on    the 
ground     that     it     would    give    a    boon  ; 
to      the      working     classes.        I      wish 
to      strip      it     of     that     pretence ;     it 
is    a   false    pretence.       The    suggestion 
that    it    is    really    of    any     benefit     to 
the    working    classes    is    quite     absurd. 
Working  men  as  a  rule  do  not  carry  on  • 
business  in  their  premises  at  all.     They 
do  not  take  leases  of  their  dwellings,  they 
do  not  purchase  their  dwellings,   they  do 
not      effect      improvements     on      their  i 
dwellings,  and  they  are  outside  this  Bill 
altogether.      As    a    rule    the     ordinary 
artisans  in  great  towns  are  merely  tem- . 
porary   tenants.      They  are  here   to-day  ■ 
and  gone  to-morrow,  following,  wisely  in  | 
many   instances,  the   lalx)ur   market.     1 1 
quite  admit    that    sometimes  they    are ' 
permanent,  but  in  many  cases  they  are  . 
not.     A  Bill  which  was  passed  in  1896  j 
is  of  use  of  them.     It  provides  that  where  i 
they  desire  to  acquire  an  interest  in  their 
holdings  they  can  get  the  local  authority 
to  lend  them  money  to  do  so  up  to  the 
sum  of  X400.     There    is  no  provision 
of  that  character  in  this  Bill.      All  toere 
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occupiers  who  do  not  cany  on  mny  busi- 
ness and  do  not  make  improvemeiits  or 
acquire  any  interest  in  the  premises  are 
excluded  tix)m  this  Bill.  If  this  Bill  were 
passed  into  law  any  tenant  who  carried  on 
business  even  for  a  week  could  get  a 
compulsory  purchase  of  the  premises, 
though  he  might  only  l)e  a  yearly  tenant 
I  cannot  conceive  of  any  man  who  did 
not  wish  to  be  deprived  of  his  property 
altogether  letting  his  property  to  anyone. 
There  never  was  any  Act  passed,  so  far  as 
I  have  heard  or  read,  that  conferred  com- 
pulsory powers  of  such  a  character  on  any 
individual  class  of  the  people,  with  a  result 
which  would  really  benefit  no  one  except 
possibly  here  and  there  an  individual  who 
wished  to  acquire  the  property  in  which 
he  carried  on  his  business.  What  is 
there  to  justify  such  an  invasion  of  the 
rights  of  property  ?  If  you  take  away  all 
the  advantage  a  man  seeks  or  hopes  to 
secure  in  buying,  improving,  or  building 
property,  I  do  not  know  what  class  of  the 
cooununity  you  benefit.  You  would  have 
no  great  improvement  schemes.  Nobody 
would  be  interested  in  making  them  if 
the  return  you  look  forward  to  is  so  pre- 
carious, and,  with  legislation  of  this  char- 
acter, might  be  filched  from  you  any  day. 
That  is  not  the  way  to  promote  improve- 
ments on  the  outlay  of  capital  for  secur- 
ing better  dwellings  for  any  class  of  the 
community.  I  have  listened  with  great 
attention  to  the  mover  and  seconder  of 
the  Bill,  and  I  have  endeavoured  to  dis- 
cover what  is  the  justification  for  the 
measure.  What  justification  is  there  for 
taking  arbitrarily,  against  a  man's  will^ 
property  which  he  owns,  and  which  he 
has  let  under  a  particular  contract  to  a 
particular  indiWdual  ?  I  confess  that  no 
justification,  in  my  mind,  has  been  put 
forward  at  all.  The  hon.  Member  who 
introduced  the  Bill  said  that  lease- 
hold enfranchisement  was  the  cause 
of  the  decay  of  the  Irish  towns. 
Why,  there  never  was  a  more 
preposterous  reason  ever  put  forward. 
The  decay  of  the  Irish  towns  is  simply 
due  to  these  two  facts :  First  of  all,  that 
there  is  no  manufacturing  in  Ireland; 
and,  secondly,  that  the  small  towns  have 
been  connected  by  railways  with  the 
great  centres.  The  small  towns  were 
never  anything  but  places  of  distribu- 
tion ;  they  were  never  centres  of  manu- 
factures. The  hon.  Member  gave  us  no 
reason  why  a  system  of  compulsory  ex- 
propriation should  be  established  which 
exists  in  no  other  case  and  in  no  other 
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nation.    He  said  it  would  be  inconvenient 
for  traders  occasionally  not  to  be  able  to 
acquire  a  freehold  interest  in  the  premises 
in  which  they  carry-on  their  ti-ade.     It 
must   be   remembered  that  some  of  the 
most   successful   towns   in   this   country 
have  grown  to  what  they  are  under  the 
leasehold  system.   Birmingham  is  entirely 
under  the  leasehold  system.     Outside  the 
boundary  of  Dublin  a  town  has  grown 
up  under  these   conditions,  and,  as  has 
been  well  pointed  out  by  my  hon.  and 
learned   friend   the  Member  for  the   St. 
Stephen's   Green   Division,   so    far   from 
the  acquisition  of  the  landlords'  interest 
being  facilitated  by   private   individuals, 
at     different     points     it     would     retard 
it.     There  is,    I   submit   to   the   House, 
nothing     more     likely    to    retard    any 
general    scheme    of    improvement    than 
to  allow   opposing  interests  to  grow  up 
here  and  there.    However  one  might  feel 
disposed  to  look  with  favour  on  any  well- 
considered  legislation  which  would  secure 
tenants'  compensation  for  improvements 
they  might  have  effected  in  towns,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  I  must  give  my 
strenuous  opposition  to  the  adoption  of 
any     system      of     general     confiscation 
whereby  a  man  who  comes  into  occupa- 
tion   but    yesterday  can   come    in    and 
acquire    compulsorily  the    interest   in  a 
particular  holding  of  all  above  him.     So 
far  as  to  the  principle,  and  so  far  as  to  the 
absence  of  any  justification  of  its  adop- 
tion;   but    what    shall    we    say   of   the 
machinery  ?      It  is  said  that  in  the  event 
of  the  parties  being  unable  to  agree,  it  is 
to  be  referred  to  the  Land  Commissioners, 
not  to  decide  whether  compulsory  powers 
shall  be  put  into  force  or  not,  as  Parliament 
decides  what  shall  be  done  in  the  case  of 
bodies  both  in  England  and  Ireland  seek- ; 
ing  compulsory  powers.      No,   no ;    the 
person  to  give  the  compulsory  powers  is 
the  occupier  himself.    The  function  of  the  ' 
Land  Commissioners  is  merely  to  decide 
on  the  amount  of    compensation  to   be  , 
gven.      One  of  the  peculiarities  of  the 
Bill   is  this,  that    while    there    may  be  I 
questions  between  the  parties  both  as  to  ' 
the  title  and  as  to  the  amount  of  com-  i 
pensation,     the     question     that     is     to 
referred    to    the     I^and    Commissioners 
is    the    amount    of    compensation,    and 
questions  of  title   are    reserved    to  the 
yxTV.     The  hon.  Gentleman  who  claims  ; 
to  be  the  father  of  this  Bill  is  a  legislative 
discoverer  in  that  respect.     It  is  the  first  | 
occasion  on  which  I  ever  saw  it  suggested 
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that  the  legal  tribunal  should  determine 
on   the   amount    of   money  to   ])e   paid, 
while  the  complicated  question  of  title  is 
to  be  detei-mined  by  jurors.     The  Land 
Commission,  I  believe,  has  many  virtues, 
but   at   all  events  it  was   created   for  a 
purpose — to    decide     disputes     between 
landlord  and  tenant  of  agricultural  land. 
It  is  to  be  presumed  that  the   Commis- 
sioners are  qualified  for  that  purpose,  and 
that  they  have  chosen  a  staff  qualified  for 
the  duties  thrown  upon  them,  but  I  be- 
lieve it  is  said  that  it  does  not  give  satis- 
faction to  either  side.     Then,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  it  is  unable  to  overtake  its 
work.     It  is  largely  in  arrear.     Hardly  a 
day    passes  that    the    hon.    Member  for 
Plast  Kerry,    I   think,    does   not  put   to 
me  a  series  of  (questions  as  to  the  amount 
'  of  arrears  of  work  in  different  portions  of 
Ireland,  and  when  there  is  some  faint  pros- 
pect that  the  anxious  tenants  will  have 
their  rents  fixed.    I  do  not  think,  if  Ireland 
were   ransacked,  enough    Commissioners 
could  be  secured  qualified  to  decide  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  in  the  rural 
districts,  and  qualified  as  well  to  deal  with 
all  those  reversionary  interests  of  houses 
occupied  in  any  part.    At  all  events,  they 
i  have  no   staff.     The  men  have  not  been 
,  appointed   for   that   purpose,   and    they 
would  deal  (juite  as  unsatisfactorily  -mth 
the  questions  submitted  to  them  as  the 
jury  the    hon.  Gentleman    has    in    con- 
templation  would    deal   with   the    ques- 
tions of  title  that  may  arise  in  connec- 
tion with   any   of  the    properties   to   be 
acquired.     The  definition  in  the  Bill  of  a 
holding   is    wide     enough    to    embrace 
almost   everything,    while  the  definition 
of  a  lessee  includes  an  ordinary  tenant 
from  year  to  year.     I  do  not  think  it  has 
1  been   contemplated  that   large   tracts  of 
land  in  Ireland  and  considerable  portions 
in  the  towns  are  owned  by  corporations, 
churches,   and   charities  of  different  de- 
scriptions.   The  definition  of  **  holding  "  is 
so  wide  that,  under  the  Bill,  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Dublin   would,  if  the  lessees  or 
occupiers  so  desired  it,  be  found  landless 
in  a  week.     The  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  would  find  the  most  useful  hospital 
that  exists  there  deprived  of  its  principal 
means  of  carrying   on    the   functions   it 
discharges.  These  are  not  landowners  in  the 
ordinary  acceptation  of  the  term.  As  the  pro- 
perty of  these  different  corporations  could 
be  acquired  on  the  payment  of  a  certain 
amount  of  money,  the  sum  obtained  would 
not  be  productive   of  anything  Uka  \»Vl^ 
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income  derived  at  present.  T  have  only  one 
word  U>  say  in  conclusion  in  regard  to 
this.  The  object  can  best  be  seen  with 
i^eference  to  value.  The  provision  with 
reference  to  value  wa<3  correctly  described 
as  confiscation  of  the  landlord'si  property. 
The  clause  upon  that  matter  pro\i<les 
nothing  at  all  for  consequential  injury 
that  might  lie  done  to  the  reniaiuijig 
portion  of  the  property  in  the  hanrls  of 
the  landlonb  Anyone  aeiiuainterl  with 
the  conditions  luider  which  compeni^ition 
for  eonaequential  injury  i^^  given  for  lands 
taken  by  railways  and  other  great  public 
bodies  knows  that  the  anion rit  of  com- 
pensation given  to  the  owners  with  respect 
to  the  pr^jperty  remaining  in  their  hands? 
exceeds  in  anion  nt  the  eompens^ition 
given  for  the  property  ^letualjy  taktui. 
Ccmmon  justice  requires  that  it  should 
be  ao.  It  may  lie  that  there  are  two  or 
three  houses  together,  and  a  house  on  one 
side  is  taken.  There  may  be  va'st  injury 
done  to  those  not  taken^  exceeding  in 
amount  the  value  of  the  premises  aetnally 
taken.  There  is  no  provision  for  any 
such  compensatioTi  in  this  Bill.  On  the 
contrary,  compensatiorj  is  limited  to  the 
value  of  the  thing  actually  Uiken,  and 
it  kaves  out  of  aeeonnt  altogether  the 
injury  that  may  be  done  to  the  pro- 
perty remaining  in  the  landlord's  pos- 
session. On  the  general  principle 
that  this  is  an  endeavour  to  put  the 
principle  of  compulsory  purchase  to  an 
unjuit  and  inequitable  use,  that  no  con- 
siderations have  la^en  brought  forward  to 
justify  a  Bill  of  this  character,  tbot  if 
carriefl  it  would  not  do  anything  in  the 
way  of  solving  the  great  problems  in  eon- 
nection  with  the  housing  of  the  working 
classes,  Init  would  act  in  a  eontraty  direc- 
tion, that  it  woidd  defeat  the  objects  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  in  view,  and  that  it 
goes  beyond  any  project  ever  put  forwMrfl 
for  the  enfranchisement  of  leaseholders^  I 
oppose  the  Second  Eeading  of  the  Bill. 

^Skrieant  HEMPHILL  (Tyrone,  X.) : 
I  observe  that  the  Government,  of  which 
my  nght  hon.  and  learned  friend  is  a 
distinguished  ornament,  is  always  very 
ready  to  hold  out  promises  to  every  clasfj 
of  the  coramutnty,  but  when  any  attempt 
is  made  to  realise  the  hopes  so  held  out 
some  excuse  or  other  is  found  for  stitrting 
objections.  It  has  become  the  fjishion 
lately  in  deeding  with  Private  Memljers' 
Bills  to  disregard  xtry^  much  the 
principle  which  underlies  a  Bill  and 
Ui  criticise  very  minutely  anil  very 
M}\  Atkimon. 


astutely      the      phra^ology       of 
difierent   sections.      That   is    the 
pursued   on     the    present     i^ecaaion. 
understand  that  this  is  a  Bill  for  lea%ehii 
enfranchisement  in  towrn^.      If   there 
any  tiuestion    in    which   the    pubUc, 
merely    in  Ireland  but  in  Knghuid, 
interested  it  is  the  question  of    leaseh^il 
I  enfranchisement,     I  nnderstaivfi  how  ho 
I  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  .sitting  on  lb 
'  side  of  the  House  have  a  holy   horror 
the  very  name  of  le^usehold  enfmnchii 
ment,  because  it  is  a  class  of  me^tsnre  tl 
I  striken  nn^re  or  less  at  the  root  of  proper 
'  ami   the  monopoly  which  has  been  fori 
I  many  centuries  held  in  land  and  hou/^esl 
the  properticfi  classes.      But  the  time  ! 
come  for  emancipating   the  public  gen^ 
ally  from  that   monop^jly.     That    \n 
principle   underlying  this  Bill,  and  ]| 
.  the    issue    which,    whenever    the     tin 
arrives,  vdW  l>e  put  iKifore   the  cuumr 
not   only   m    aifecting    Ireland,    but    m 
aftectiug  Englaml  juni  Scotland.     Whit  I 
particularly  depreeate  f»n  the  jwirt  of  iht 
right  hon.  Gentlemaii  is  that  he  do-' 
'  manfully  griipple  with  this  prineiph  . 
I  as  representing    that  side  ot   the  H"  i- 
say  that  they  will   not  consent  la  \uv^v_ 
anything  in  the  shape  of  a  le^isehold 
fmnehisement  measure.     What  are    i| 
evils  this  Bill  is  really  intejuled  to  tn* 
In   Dublin,  Cork,  Qneenstown,   and  Tijj 
perar\%  and  other  towns  throughout  Ifi 
lantb  there  are  leases  original  Jy  per  hap 
for    99    years    or    perhaps    999    yeiir^. 
These    leases   are   let    and    sub-let,   and 
in  many  cases  there   are   three    or   four 
intermediate  tenants   between    the    heatl 
landlortl  and  the  ticcupying  tenant.      The 
consequence  is  that  there  is  no  one  re&UjT 
interested  in  improving  the  property,  aiw 
if  the  occupying  tenant  towanis  the  <A<m 
of   the  leaae    is   foolish  enough,  for  th 
sake    of    his    business   or   otherwise, 
eiihanee  the  value  of  the  pniperty  wbJ 
I  the  lease  expires  he  loses  the  entire  ben 
'  fit   of  it.      It  is   against    that    miscli 
t  that  this  Bill  is  levelled,  and  accord  in 
i  we  find  in  the  twenty-lifth  section  *•  tt 
'  no  one  shall  take  advantage  of  the  pp 
i  visions  of  this  Bill  unless  the  uneaepip 
terra  sliall  in  all  not  exceed  the  period 
fifteen  years/'   It  will  only  apply  to¥ 
the    expiration  of   those  long  leases. 
was  pleased  to  hear  from  my   right  hu 
and  learned  friend  one  observation  whit 
leads  me  to  hope  that  perhaps  if  this  Bill  i? 
not  carried — I  do  trust,  nevertheless,  tlwit  it 
will  go  to  a  division  in  order  that  we  nut 
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know  who  are  in  favour  of  leasehold  enf  ran-    land  code,  which  is  coiifinerl  to  agricul- 

chisement  and   who   are  not — he  would  '  tural  holdings,  should  not  also  apply  to 

not  object  to  a  Bill  if  it  merely  entitled    town  holdings. 

tenants   in    towns    to   compensation    for 

improvements.     Perhaps  I  took  a   more  '      Question  put. 

liberal    view    of    the    remark   than    he 

intended.     There   is  no  reason  in  justice        The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  100  ;  Noes, 

why    the  provisions  of    Mr.  Gladstone's    188.     (Division  List  Xo.  9G.) 
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Doogan,  P.  O. 

Dnno,  Sir  William 

Edwards,  Owen  Morgan 

Emmott,  Alfred 

Evans,  Sir  F.  H.  (South'ton) 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Field,  William  (Dublin) 


Allsopp,  Hon.  George 

Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 

Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 

Arnold,  Alfred 

Arrol,  Sir  William 

Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 

Baircf,  John  George  Alexander 

Balcarres,  Lord 

Baldwin,  Alfred 

Balfour.Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.(Manch'r 

Banbury,  Frederick  George 

Barnes,  Frederic  Gorell 

Barry,  RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts 

Bartley,  George  C.  T. 

Beach,Rt  Hn.SirM.H.(  Bristol 

Beckett,  Ernest  William 

Begg,  Ferdinand  Faithful  1 

Bii:,  Charles 

Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 

Bond,  Edward 

Bunlnoi<<,  Edmund 

Bo  wle8,T .  Gib8on(  King'sLynn) 

Brassey,  Albert 

Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 

Bullard,  Sir  Harry 

Butcher,  John  George 


AY^ES. 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Fox,  Dr.  Joseph  Francis 

(ioddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Gold,  Charles 
i  (iourley,  Sir  E.  Temperley 

(rurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 
'  Harwood,  George 
j  Hayden,  John  Patrick 
•  Hayne,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  Sesde- 
I  Hedderwick,  Thos.  Charles  H. 

Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 
I  Hogan,  James  Francis 

Holland,  William  Henry  | 

I  Horniman,  Frederick  John 
I  Jacoby,  James  Alfred  i 

I  Kilbride,  Denis 
I  Lawson,  Sir  W.  (Cumlierland)  , 
I  Lewis,  John  Herbert 
;  Lloyd -George,  David 
i  Macaleese,  Daniel 
!  MacDonnell,Dr.M.A.(Qu'nsC 
I  M'Crae,  Cieorge 
I  M'Dermott,  Patrick  ! 

I  M'Ewan,  William  ! 

I  M'Ghee,  Richard  i 

I  Maddiaon,  Fred.  | 

I  Mellor,  Rt.  Hn.  J.  W.  (Yorks.) 
I  Molloy,  Bernard  Charles 
!  Montagu,  Sir  S.(Whitechapel)  I 
I  Morley,  CharloH  (Breconshire) 

Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
I  Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
i  Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 

O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork)     \ 

NOES. 

Campbell,  J.  H.  M.  (Dublin) 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes.)    i 
Cavendish,  V.  C.  W(Derby8hire 
Chamberlain  Rt.  Hn.  J. ( Birm.    I 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Worc'r  , 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Coddingron,  Sir  William 
Coffhill,  Douglas  Harry  i 

Conen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Collings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse  ' 

Colomb,SirJohnCharles  Ready 
Colston.  Chas.  Edw.  H.  A  thole 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth)  I 
Cooke,C.  W.  Radclitfe(Heref  d) 
Corbett,A.Cameron  (Glasgow)  ' 
Cotton- Jodrell.Col.  Edw. T.D. 
Courtney, Rt.  Hon.  Leonard  H. 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry  ! 

Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Denny,  Colonel 

Dickinson,  Robert  Edmond        I 
Doughty,  George 
DouKlas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,Sir  William  Theodore  ' 
Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas  . 


O'Connor,  Arthur  (Donegal) 
O'Connor,  Ja<.  (Wicklow,  W.) 
O'Connor,  r.  P.  (Liveri>ool) 
Oldroyd,  Mark 
Palmer,  George  W.  (Reading) 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pickard,  Benjamin 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,  Rol>ert  John 
Reekitt,  Harold  James 
Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterfd) 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Reid,  Sir  Roliert  Thresbie 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eition) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (I)enbighs.) 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Tanner,  Charles  Keams 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  Abel  (Cannarthen,E. 
Thomas,.\lfred  (Glamorgan,  E. 
Thomas,  David  Alf.  (Merthyr) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Warner,Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,  Eugene 
Webber  burn.  Sir  William 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 
Wooils,  Samuel 
Tellers    for   the   Ayes— 

Captain   Donelan  and  Mr. 

Patrick  O'Brien. 


Faber,  George  Denison 
Fergu8son,Rt.  HnSir  J(Manc'r) 
Field,  Admiral  (Eastbourne) 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Firbank,  Joseph  Thomas 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Flower,  Ernest 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Foster,  Harry  S.  (Suffolk) 
Galloway,  ^V  illiam  Johnson 
(iarfit,  William 
Gedge,  Sydney 
Gibbons,  J.  Lloyd 
Gibbs,HnA.G.  H.(CityofLond. 
Gibl)8,Hon.Vicary(St.  Albans) 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
(Tilliatt,  John  Saunders 
Godson,  Sir  A.  Frederick 
Golds  worthy,  Mujor-General 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Gretton,  John 
Greville,  Hon.  Ronald 
Gull,  ^Vt  CvLTCk^xan 
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Hainllton,  Rt.  Hn.  Lord  ( ieor«?e 
Hanbury,  Kt.  Hn.  Ko»)ert  W. 
Hanson,  Sir  KefjinaM 
Hare,  Thoma-^  Leigh 
Haslett,  Sir  Jaine.s  Horner 
Holder,  Augusta?* 
Hill,  Rt  Hn  A.  Stavelev(StaffM 
Hoare,  VAw.  Brodie  ( Hani]>s'd 
Hoare,  Sir  Samuel  (Norwich; 
Hohhouse,  Henry 
Hornhy,  Sir  William  Henry 
Howard,  Joseph 
Hozier,  Hn.  James  Henry  Ceril 
Hudfton,  (leorge  Biokersteth 
Jel)h,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Fre<lerick 
Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Johnston,  William  (lk;lfast) 
Kenyon-Slaney.  ('ol.  William 
Kimber,  Henry 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Knowle^,  Lees' 
Lawrence,SirE.  Durning-(Corn 
I^iiwson.  John  Grant  (Yorks.) 
Lecky,Rt.  Hon.  William  E.H. 
Leigh- Bennett,  Henry  (/urrie 
Ijeishton,    tanlev 
LocKwooii,  Lt.-C/ol.  A.  R. 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,  Col.  Charles  W.  ( Eves' m 
Long,  Rt.  Hon.W.  (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowther,  Rt.Hn.  Janies(  Kent) 
Ma  'dona,  John  Gumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Maclare,  Sir  John  William 
M* Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  iis  amended,  put,  and 
{Agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  put  oft'  for  six  months. 

ANCIEXT    MONUMENTS    PROTECTION 
BILL. 

As    amended,    considered  :     read    the 
third  time,  and  jiassed. 

PIBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Thinl  Report  brought  up,  and  read  : 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printe(L 

LEE  CONSERVANCY    BILL. 
Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  ]>e  printed. 

CNIVERSAL   LIFE  ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY    BILL   [Lords]. 

Reported,   with  Amendments;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

london  and  south-western 
railway  bill. 

st.  david's  railway  (additional 
powers)  bill. 

charin(;  cross,  euston,  and 
hampstp:ad  railway  bill. 

hastin(;s  harbour  bill. 

Reported,  with  Amendments ;    Reports 
to  lie  iiix)n  the  Table,  and  to  be  pruitod. 


{COMMOXS}  the  House, 

M'Killop.  James 
Maple,  Sir  John  Bluodell 
Mappin,  Sir  Fre  lerick  Thorpe 
Marks,  Henry  Hanan»*.l 
Martin,  Richard  BIdduIph 
Maxwell,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  H.  E.     i 
Mellor,  ("olonel    (Lancashire)  i 
Middlemore,  J.  Tnrogmorton 
Milwar^l,  Colonel  Victor 
Monk,  C'harle-*  James 
Montagu,  Hon.  J.  S.  (HiintM) 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.)  . 
More,  R.  Jasi>er  (Shropshire)     [ 
Morrison.  Walter 
Morton,ArthurHA.(I)eptford)  ! 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  (iray  C.   1 
Murray,  (.'liarlen  J.  (Coveotry)  '■ 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian  i 

Percv,  Earl  I 

Phil  [potts,  C/aptain  Arthur        | 
Pier^K>int,  Robert  , 

Pilkington,Rich.(  LancsNew'n  j 
Piatt- Higgins,  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp  I 

Pretyman,  Ernest  George  i 

Pryce-Jones,  Lt.-Col.  Edward  j 
Purvis,  Robert  | 

Rankin,  Sir  James  ' 

Rasch,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Remnant,  Jame.s  Farquharson 
Rentoul,  James  Alexan<ler 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hn.Chas.  Thomson 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney 
Robinson,  Brooke 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (Limehouse) 
Savory,  Sir  Joseph 
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Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Sliafpe,  William  Edwiunl  T. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Ciieshire^ 
Sidelxittom,  WiiliamC  I>erhy:ih. 
Smith,  James  Parker(Lanark'<. 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  V,  I>.  (Stran^i) 
Silencer,  Ernest 
St:inle3',SirHenrvM[.  Lambetb 
Stirling- Max  well.  Sir  Joho  M. 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamio 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedle? 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Thornton,  Percy  aL 
Tolleniache,  Henry  JauneA 
Tomliason.Wm.  Edw.  Mamy 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Vincent,ColSirC.  E.  H.  (She'U 
Vincent.  Sir  Ekl^r  (Exeter) 
Warr,  Augastns  Frederick 
Webster.  Sir  Richard  E. 
Wei  by,  Lt.  -Col.  ACE(TaantOD 
Willi>ini^  Colonel  K.  (I>ori«eC) 
Willox.  Sir  John  Arcbiljald 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson,  J.  W  (Worcestersh.N.) 
Wil^n-Todd.  W.    H.  (York*) 
Woilehouse,  RtHnE.R.  (Bath) 
Woltf.  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  R  S.- 
Wri^htson,  Thomas 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Greor^e 
Verbargh,  Robert  Armstrong 

Tellers  for  tue  Xoes- 
Sir  William  Walrond  ami 
Mr.  Fisher. 


MAIDENHEAD  CAS  BILL. 
Reported,  with  Amendments  ;  Reports 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE   HOUSE. 
On  the  Motion  for  Adjournment, 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TRK\- 
SURY  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester,  E.) 
said  :  £  think  the  House  will  expect  that 
I  should  give  notice  in  the  interest  of  our 
holidays    that   it    will    be    desirable  to 
suspend    the    Twelve    o'clock    Rule  to- 
morrow from  the  second  Order  of  the  Day. 
The  first  Order  is  the  Railway  Accidents 
Bill,  and  the  second  the  appointment  of 
the  Municipal  Trading  Committee.  I  have 
no   reason   to  believe  that  the  Railway 
Accidents   Bill   will   last  any  length  of 
time,  but  it  may.     At   the  same  time  I 
have  no  command  over  the  proceedings, 
and  if  we  were  not  successfid  in  getting 
to  the  second  Order  of  the  Day  it  would 
have   to  be   taken  on   Tuesday,    which 
would   l)e   most   inconvenient   to  every- 
body.     On  Friday  the  motion    for  the 
adjournment  for  the  holidays  wnll  be  the 
first  Order      The  Third  Reading  of  the 
Finance  Bill  will  1x5  taken  as  the  second 
Order  on  Friday. 

Adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Six  of  the  dock. 
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Private  BUI 


{5  April  1900} 


HOUSE   OP   LORDS.  I 

Thursday/,  5th  April,  1900. 


PRIFATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


I 


The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted 
the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certi- 
ficates from  the  Examiners  that  the 
further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to 
the  following  Bills  have  been  complied 
with — 

Ossett  Corporation  Gas.  i 

Wetherby  District  Water.  | 

Wakefield  Corporation  Market.  \ 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  | 
Table. 


EAST 


Business. 

STIRLINGSHIRE 
BILL[H.L.]. 


1234 


WATER 


NEWPORT  CORPORATION  BILL  [ill.]. 
Read   3<* ;  Amendments    made ;     Bills 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

PAIGNTON     URBAN     DISTRICT 
WATER  BILL  [h.l.]. 

LONDON,     BRIGHTON,    AND    SOUTH 
COAST  RAILWAY  BILL  [H.L.]. 

NEWTOWN    AND   LLANLLWCHAIARN 
URBAN  DISTRICT  (IAS  BILL  [h.l.]. 

CORK.    BANDON,   AND   SOUTH  COAST 
RAILWAY  BILL  [h.l.]. 

GREAT  SOUTHERN   AND   WESTERN 
RAILWAY  BILL  [H.L.]. 

Read  3",  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

COLONIAL   BANK    BILL. 
Read  3*,  and  passed. 


LONDON  AND  SAN  FRANCISCO  BANK. 
Petition  of  the  London  and  San  Fran- 
cisco Bank,  Limited,  under  the  common 
seal,  pra3ring  for  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill 
to  r^uce  the  capital  and  extend  the 
powers  of  the  London  and  San  Francisco 
Bank,  Limited,  and  for  other  purposes ; 
together  with  a  copy  of  the  proposed  Bill 
annexed  thereto;  read,  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners. 

RUGELEY    GAS    BILL. 
Reported  with  Amendments. 

<;lyncorrwg    urban    district 

COUNCIL    GAS    BILL  [h.l.]. 


FISHGUARD    WATER    AND 
BILL    [H.L.]. 

Iteported  with  Amendments. 


GAS 


SUNDERLAND   CORPORATION   BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
That  the  promoters  do  not  intend  to 
proceed  further  with  the  Bill  :  Ordered 
that  the  Bill  be  not  fiu-ther  proceeded 
with. 

GRANTHAM    GAS    BILL. 
REDHILL    GAS    BILL. 
Read  2*,  and  committed. 

HAMILTON  BURGH  BILL. 

Read  2*,  and  committed;  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection. 

VOL.  LXXXI.    [Fourth  Seri^^s.] 


BRIGHTON  CORPORATION  BILL. 

I  MARKET  WEIGHTON  DRAINAGE  AND 
I  NAVIGATION  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

NORTH-EASTERN  RAILWAY  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

NORTH-EASTERN    RAILWAY    (STEAM 
VESSELS)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

MURLEY    CORPORATION    BILL    [h.l.]. 

1  PRESTON    CORPORATION    BILL   [h.l.]. 

GREAT  GRIMSBY  STREET  TRAMWAYS 
I  BILL  [h.l.]. 

ROTHERHAM   CORPORATION  BILL 

I  [h.l.]. 

[SHEFFIELD  CORPORATION  BILL  [h.l.]. 

RAWMARSH  URBAN  DISTRICT   COUN- 
CIL (TRAMWAYS)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, That  the  following  Lords  be  pro- 
posed to  the  House  to  form  the  Select 
Committee  for  the  consideration  of  the 
said  Bills,  namely  : — 

E.  Jersey  (chairman), 
E.  Yarborough, 
L.  La^vTence, 
L.  Northbourne, 
L.  Ludlow ; 

agreed  to  ;  and  the  said  Lords  appointed 
accordingly  :  The  Committee  to  meet  on 
Wednesday  the  2nd  of  May  next,  at 
Eleven  o'clock  ;  and  all  petitions  referred 
to  the  Committee,  with  leave  to  the 
petitioners  praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel 
against  the  Bills  to  be  heard  as  desired, 
as  also  counsel  for  the  Bills. 

.3C 
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Business  of 


{LORDS} 


the  Hmtse. 


im 


PRIVATE  AND  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 
CONFIRMATION  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos. 
92  and  93  be  suspended ;  and  that  the 
time  for  depositing  petitions  praying  to 
be  heard  against  Private  and  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  Bills  which  would 
otherwise  expire  during  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  at  Easter,  be  extended  to 
the  first  day  on  which  the  House  shall 
sit  after  the  recess. 


SUPREME    COURT    OF     JUDICATURE 
ACT  (IRELAND)'  (RULES). 

Order  in  Council,  dated  30th  Mardi, 
1900,  giving  effect  to  a  rule  of  court 

Laid  before  the   House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


PETITION. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

POLICE  (SCOTLAND). 
Forty-second  Annual  Report    of    Her 
Majesty's  Inspector  of  Constabulary  for 
Scotland,    for     the     year     ended     31st 
December  1899. 

AUSTRALIA. 
Papers  relating  to  the  Federation  of  the 
Australian  Colonies. 

Jamaica: 

Further  Correspondence  relating  to  the 
Finances  and  Government  of  the  Island  of 
Jamaica  (in  continuation  of  [c.  9412]  and 
[c.  9413]  July  1899). 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 
No.  2394.  United  States  (Charlestown 

and  District). 
No.  2395.  Chile  (Coquimbo). 

JUDICIAL  STATISTl(\S  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES). 

Part  I.  Criminal  Stiitistics :  Statistics 
relating  to  criminal  proceedings,  police, 
coroners,  prisons,  reformatory  and  indus- 
trial schools,  and  criminal  lunatics,  for 
the  year  1898. 

Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Ta])le. 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1889. 
Abstract  of  Accounts  for  the  University 
of  St.  Andrews  for  the  year  ended  30th 
tSeptember,  1899,  being  the  annual  report 
on  the  state  of  the  finances  of  the  Uni- 
versity under  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

TECHNICAL   INSTRUCTION   ACT,   1889. 
Minutes  of  Committee   of  Council  on 
Education,  sanctioning  the  subjects  to  be 
taught  under  Clause  8  of  the  Act  for — 

1.  County  of  Buckingham  (8th 
minute). 

2.  District  of  Beckenham. 


EDUCATION  (REVISED  CODE,  IWO). 

Petition  for  amendment  of,  of  the 
London  School  Board ;  read,  and  orderad 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


NEJr  BILL. 


BRITISH  MUSEUM  BILL  [H.L.]: 

A  Bill  to  authorise  the  trustees  of  the 

British  Museum  to  deposit  copies  of  local 

newspapers  with  local  authorities,  and  to 

I  dispose  of  valueless  printed  matter — ^W«» 

j  presented  by  the  \  iscount   Peel ;  read 

,  1<» ;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 

i  the  second  day  after  the  Easter  ~ 

I  (No.  48.) 


ANCIENT    MONUMENTS   PROTECTION 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*  : 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  49.) 


BUSINESS   OF    THE    HOUSE-THE 
EASTER  RECESS. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  Seeing 

the  noble  Marquess  the  Prime  Minister  in 

I  his  place,  I  should   like  to  ask  him  if  he 

I  can  tell  us  when,  and  for  how  long,  the 

,  House    will    adjouni    for     the     Easter 


i  The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
!  AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
I  am  informed  that  the  business  of  the 
I  House  of  Commons  will  not  allow  of  our 
,  adjourning  till  Monday.  We  then  pn>- 
i  pose  to  adjourn  for  three  weeks. 


HouMe  acljonrned  at  twenty-five 
minutes  before  Five  of  the 
clock,  till  To-morrow,  k 
(luarter  |»a8t  Four  of  the 
clock. 
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Business, 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Thursday,  5th  Apnl,  1900. 


PRIFATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  (STANDING  ORDER  62 
COMPLIED   WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker    laid  upon    the  Table 
Report  from  one    of  the   Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the  ' 
First  Reading  thereof,    Standing  Order  \ 
No.  62  has  been  complied  with,  namely — 

Metropolitan  District  Kailway  Bill.         i 

Ordered,    That    the    Bill    be   read    a  , 
second  time.  j 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (STANDING  ORDER  63  , 
COMPLIED   WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  \ 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  Standing  Order 
No.  63  has  been  complied  with,  namely —  ; 

City  of  London  Electric  Lighting  Bill.    | 

Ordered,    That    the    Bill    be    read   a  ; 
second  time.  | 

PRIVATE  BILLS  [Lords]  (STANDING  , 
ORDERS  NOT  PREVIOUSLY  INQUIRED  ■ 
INTO  COMPLIED  WITH).  I 

Mr.  Speaker   laid    upon    the  Table  j 
Report  from  one    of  the  Examiners    of  | 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  j 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  originating  in  i 
the    Lords,  and   referred  on    the    First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not 
previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,   have   been  complied  ! 
with,  namely —  | 

I 
Church's  Patent  Bill  [Lords].  | 

I 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  , 

time.  i 

I 

GREAT   YARMOUTH    PORT  AND       I 

HAVEN    BILL.  ' 

Queen's  Consent    signified ;    read  the 
third  time,  and  passed.  , 

! 

BEADING  CORPORATION  (TRAMWAYS) 
BILL.    .  I 

SOUTHPORT  WATER  BILL. 
Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


CENTRAL  LONDON  RAILWAY  BILL. 
Ordered,  That  in  the  case  of  the  Central 
London  Railway  Bill  Standing  Orders 
204  and  235  be  suspended,  and  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. — {Mr. 
Caldwell,) 

Bill  accordingly  read    a  second   time 
and  committed. 


PORTLAND     URBAN     DISTRICT    GAS 
BILL. 

"  To  empower  the  Urban  District 
Council  of  Portland  to  supply  gas,  and 
to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  the  under- 
taking of  the  Portland  Gas  Light  and 
Coke  and  Coal  Company,  Limited,  to  the 
Council,  and  to  make  further  provision  in 
regard  to  the  finance  of  the  said  district ; 
and  for  other  purposes,"  read  the  first 
time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

DUBLIN  CORPORATION  BILL  AND 
CLONTARF  URBAN  DISTRICT  COUN- 
CIL BILL. 

Resolution  of  the  House  of  the  19  th 
day  of  March,  relative  to  the  Dublin 
Corporation  Bill  and  the  Clontarf  Urban 
District  Council  Bill,  which  was  ordered 
to  be  communicated  to  the  Lords,  and 
the  Message  from  the  Lords  of  the  23rd 
day  of  March  signifying  their  concurrence 
in  the  said  Resolution,  read. 

Ordered,  That  the  Dublin  Corporation 
Bill  and  the  Clontarf  Urban  District 
Council  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  four  Members  nominated  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection  to  be  joined 
with  a  Co  mmittee  of  four  Lords. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  in  favour 
of  or  against  the  Bills,  presented  five 
clear  days  before  the  meeting  of  the 
Committee,  be  referred  to  the  Committee ; 
that  the  Petitioners  praying  to  be  heard 
by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  or  Agents, 
be  heard  in  favour  of  or  against  the  Bills, 
and  Counsel  heard  in  support  of  the  Bills. 

Ordered,  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the 
Lords  to  acquaint  their  Lordships  that 
the  Dublin  Corporation  Bill  and  the 
Clontarf  Urban  District  Council  Bill 
have  been  committed  to  four  Members 
of  this  House,  to  be  joined  with  a  Com- 
mittee of  four  Lords,  pursuant  to  the 
Resolution  of  the  House  of  the  19th  day 
of  March,  and  to  the  Message  from  the 
Lords  of  the  23rd  day  of  March  signify- 
ing their  concurrence  thereto. — {Tlie 
Chairman  of  JVays  and  Meax^&\ 

3  0  2 
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RAILWAYS     (IRELAND)     AMALGAMA-  [  Ireland— is  disposed  of,  it  might  be  used 
TION  (BY  ORDER).  |  ^g  an  argument  against  the  views  of  thoae 

Lords'  Message  [30th  March],  "  That  i  who  are  anxious  for  the  Viceregal  Ccmh- 
it  is  desirable  that  the  Great  Southern  |  mission  which  there  is  at  present  every 
and  Western  and  Waterford  and  Central  j  reason  to  expect  Avill  be  appointed.  There- 
Ireland  Railway  Companies  Amalgamation  i  fore  I  hope  the  Government  will  not 
Bill  [Lords],  the  Great  Southern  and  j  press  the  matter.  As  the  Bills  have  been 
Western  and  Waterford,  Limerick,  and  i  put  off  before,  I  think  they  may  be  post- 
Western  Railway  Companies  Amalgama- 1  poned  for  another  fear  without  any  grett 
tion  Bill  [Lords],  and  the  Midland  Great  inconvenience.  In  the  meantime  we 
Western  Railway  of  Ireland  Bill  [Lords],  ■  may  get  a  thorough  inquiry  into  tlie 
bo  refen-ed  to  a  Joint  Committee  of  both  |  whole  railway  question,  which  will  enable 
Houses  of  Parliament,"  considered.  |  a  Bill  to  be  framed,  perhaps,  which  would 

be  beneficial  to  all  parties. 


♦The  CHAIRMAN  of  W'AYS  and 
MEANS  (Mr.  J.  W.  Lovvther,  Cumber- 
land, Penrith) :  The  motion  which  stands 
in     my    name    is     only    the     corollary 


Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (KUkenny): 
I  also  rise  to  oppose  the  motion,  in  the 
hope  of  inducing  the  Chairman  of  Ways 


of  the  one  passed  by  the  House  about  a  and  Means  to  allow  the  matter  to  stand 
fortnight  ago,*  when  it  accepted  the  pro-  '  over  for  a  length  of  time.  It  is  not  often 
posal  to  refer  these  Bills  to  a  Joint  i  I  find  myself  in  cordial  agreement  with 
Cyommittee.  ,  the  hon.   Member  opposite,  but  I  do  hoU 

with  him  that  if  this  motion  were  deferred 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  it  would  be  better  for  all  parties  con- 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  1  cerned.  Many  public  bodies  in  Ireland 
Lords  in  the  said  Resolution." — {The  have  appealed  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
Chmnnnn  of  IFaijs  and  MmriA).  appoint  a    Commission   "o   inquire  into 

'  the  railway  system   of  Irelanc^    and,  in 

Mr.  AVOLFF  (Belfast,  E.) :  I  rise  to  i  my  opinion,  to  rush  this  matttf 
oppose  this  motion,  and  in  doing  so  I  i  through  now  would  be  to  prejudge  the 
wish  to  explain  that  I  do  not  do  so  in  any  ;  case  before  his  Excellency  has  decided 
spirit  of  enmity  to  the  companies  pro-  whether  he  will  appoint  a  Commission  or 
moting  the  Bills.  But  it  will  be  remem- 1  not.  There  are  reasons  no  doubt  which 
bered  that  a  similar  Bill  was  rejected  last  j  prevent  his  Excellency  attending  to  the 
year,  although  for  anything  I  know  to  ,  matter  at  once,  but  I  am  sure  when  lie 
the  contrary  the  proposals  may  be  for  knows  the  feeling  behind  this  request  for 
the  good  of  the  districts  served  by  the  ,  an  inquiry  he  will  grant  one.  These  Bill* 
railways  concerned ;  my  objection  does  have  been  twice  rejected  by  Parliament, 
not  touoh  the  question  at  all.  There  is  '  and  it  is  for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
a  very  strong  movement  on  foot  in  Ire-  !  say  whether  its  judgment  is  to  be  ques- 
land  to  obtain  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  .  tioned  in  this  way — whether  its  opinion 
a  Viceregal  Commission  to  inquire  into  I  is  to  be  put  on  one  side  and  got  round,  so 
the  working  of  the  railways  and  canals  ■  to  speak,  as  now  proposed.  If  the  House 
in  Ireland,  in  furtherance  of  which  a  !  of  Commons,  having  twice  spent  much 
deputation  representing  Members  on  ',  time  on  these  Bills,  has  pronounced 
both  sides  of  the  House,  as  well  as  a  '  against  them,  certainly  the  Chairman 
number  of  municipal  and  other  corpora- 1  of  Ways  and  Means  ought  not  to 
tions,  waited  upon  the  Vice-President  I  be  in  any  hurry  to  rush  them 
of  the  Department  of  Agiiculture  ;  through  before  any  inquiry  has  been 
for  Ireland  to  express  the  unanimous  held.  One  of  the  principal  duties  of  the 
opinion  that  it  was  desirable  such  an  '  Board  of  Agriculture  for  Ireland  was  to 
inquiry  should  be  made.  I  do  not  speak  |  inquire  into  the  best  way  of  increasin/i: 
so  much  from  personal  experience,  but ;  the  produce  of  the  country,  and  of  facili- 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  great  dissatis-  \  tating  its  carnage  to  the  best  markets, 
faction  exists  with  the  working  of  the  |  The  Board,  through  its  Vice-President 
railways  and  canals  as  regards  rates  and  j  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
fares  and  the  treatment  of  perisha})le  ;  South  Dublin,  is  therefore  a  party  to  the 
goods.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  this  large  proposal  for  a  Viceregal  Commission.  It 
scheme  in  the  Bills — dealing  vnih  the  •  is  entitled  to  have  the  advantage  of  such 
whole  railway   system  of  the    South  of  !  an   inquiry  as  is   proposed   before  com- 


1241 


Private  BiU 


{5  April  1900} 


12*2 


mencing  its  new  duties  in  earnest  under 
the  new  Act.  The  railway  companies  can 
very  well  afford  to  wait  another  year. 
One  excuse  put  forward  last  year  for 
urgency  by  the  Waterford  and  Limerick 
Company  was  that  they  were  in  a  tight 
comer,  as  their  system  was  not  paying 
very  well.  They  came  like  Lazarus  to 
the  door  begging  to  be  relieved,  but  we 
know  now  their  line  is  paying  pretty  well, 
and  that  if  it  were  properly  managed  it 
would  do  still  better.  As  for  the  Great 
Southern  and  Western  Railway,  their 
only  need  for  hurry  is  that  they  are 
getting  a  good  bargain.  I  maintain  that 
from  past  experience  of  railways  it  is 
dangerous  to  hand  over  more  than  one- 
half  of  Ireland  to  one  company.  We 
know  that  despite  opposition  certain  rail- 
ways were  recently  allowed  to  amalga- 
mate in  the  South  of  England,  and  as  a 
result  the  public  have  greater  cause  of 
complaint  against  them  than  ever.  I 
know  it  has  been  asserted  that  certain 
guarantees  will  be  given  as  to  rates,  but 
It  has  been  proved  to  have  been  all  hum- 
bug. The  whole  Irish  railway  system 
is  a  perfect  disgrace,  and  1  am 
free  to  say  that  one  of  the  chief 
causes  of  Ireland's  misfortunes  is  her 
treatment  by  the  railway  companies. 
These  companies  seem  to  look  upon  the 
public  merely  as  goods  and  chattels  out 
of  which  a  dividend  is  to  be  made,  and 
they  apparently  do  not  care  what  becomes 
of  the  industries  of  the  people.  I  appeal 
to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  to 
allow  this  matter  to  stand  over  until  we 
have  heard  from  his  Excellency  whether 
or  not  he  will  appoint  the  Commission 
that  has  been  asked  for. 

♦Sir   JOHN    COLOMB    (Great   Yar- ) 
mouth)  :  I  desire  to  join  in  the  appeal  for  1 
an  adjournment  on   the  grounds  which  j 
have  already  been  stated.  In  view  of  the  i 
fact  that  so  large  an  area  is  concerned  in  j 
thio  amalgamation,  and  remembering  the  | 
remarkably  strong  representations  which  i 
have  been  made  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
in  favour  of  an  inquiry  into  the  general 
administration  of  the   Irish  railways,    I 
think  the  demand  for  an  adjournment  till 
after  Easter  is  a  reasonable  one. 


♦Mr.    j.  W.   LOWTHER:    Perhaps    I 
had  better   explain  briefly  the   circum 


ford  informed  me  that  he  was  very  anxious 
that  they  should  originate  in  this  House, 
but  after  consultation  the  Lords  Chairman 
and  myself  came  to  the  conclusion  that, 
the  Bills  having  originated  in  this  House 
last  session,  it  was  only  fair  to  the  promo- 
ters that  they  should  take  their  chance  in 
the  other  House.  But  1  went  this  far ;  I 
said  that  although  I  was  unable  to  agree 
that  the  promoters  of  these  Bills  should 
originate  them  in  this  House,  1  would 
suggest  that  the  Bills  should  be  sent  to  a 
Joint  Committee,  so  as  to  save  expense  to 
both  promoters  and  opposers,  and  to  pre- 
vent a  recurrence  of  circumstances  which 
I  think  were  universally  regretted,  which 
took  place  at  the  end  of  last  session,  cir- 
cumstances which  led  to  the  very  rapid 
conclusion  of  the  Committee  which  sat 
after  a  very  prolonged  inquiry,  with  a  re- 
sult which  gave  very  little  satisfaction  to 
the  Members  of  the  House  generally. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr):  It 
gave  immense  satisfaction. 

♦Mr.  j.  W.  LOWTHER  :  That  certainly 
was  not  the  view  which  was  put  forward 
in  the  House  at  the  time,  though  it  might 
have  given  immense  satisfaction  to  the 
hon.  Member  and  some  of  his  friends. 
Therefore,  in  order  to  meet  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford, 
Lord  Morley  and  myself  came  to 
an  agreement  that  the  matter 
should  be  referred  to  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee. I  would  like  to  point  out  to  the 
Member  for  East  Belfast  that  even  if  he 
is  successful  in  opposing  this  motion  he 
will  not  stop  the  progress  of  the  Bills, 
because  they  are  in. the  other  House. 
They  will  go  forward  in  the  other  House 
directly  after  Easter  in  the  ordinary  way. 
There  will  be  no  doubt  a  prolonged 
inquiry  in  the  other  House,  and  if  passed 
there  they  \n\\  come  down  to  this  House 
and  there  will  be  another  prolonged 
inquiry.  Therefore  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  be  met  by  rejecting  the 
proposal  which  I  now  make. 

Mr.  WOLFF:  Surely  before  that  is 
all  done  we  shall  know  whether  or  not 
there  will  be  a  Viceregal  Commission. 


♦Mr.  j.  W.  LOWTHER:  I  will  deal 
with  that  presently.  Obviously  the 
stances  under  which  these  Bills  have  •  arrangement  which  was  entered  into 
arrived  at  this  stage.  At  the  beginning  |  would  be  broken,  and  the  Bill  w^ould 
of  the  session  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 1  have  to  proceed  in  the  other  Ko\xafc\CN.>^'5k 
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ordinary  wav,  and  the  expenses  which  I 
was  anxioos  to  save  the  Irish  parties, 
either  promoting  or  opposing,  would  be 
duplicated,  and  the  whole  beneficial 
effects  I  was  anxious  to  introduce  with 
regard  to  these  Bills  would  be  absolutely 
thrown  away.  Then  it  is  suggested  that 
the  matter  should  be  postponed  until  the 
Viceregal  Commission  has  been  appointed. 
Can  the  hon.  Member  say  it  is  to  be 
appointed  t 

Mr.  WOLFF  :  We  think  so. 

♦Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHEK :  The  infor- 
mation  which  I  have  received  is,  I  will 
not  say  in  a  contrary  direction,  but  it  is 
that  it  is  extremely  doubtful  whether  any 
such  Commission  will  be  appointed  at  alL 
I  am  told  that  no  decision  has  been 
arrived  at.     My  hon.  friend  admits  that. 

Mr.    WOLFF :    There   has   not  been 
time. 

♦Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER:  My  hon. 
friend  wishes  not  only  to  reject  this 
motion,  but  also  to  postpone  the  con- 
sideration of  these  matters  until  the 
Government  have  come  to  a  decision 
with  regard  to  the  Commission.  Then  the 
Commission  will  have  to  sit.  As  the  hon. 
Member  himself  has  said,  this  is  a  matter 
of  very  considerable  and  far-reaching 
importance,  and  it  can  hardly  be  expected 
that  in  a  month  or  two  months  a  de- 
cision will  be  arrived  at.  Therefore, 
the  result  of  the  hon  Member's  ac- 
tion would  be  to  stop  the  progress  of  the 
Bill  altogether  for  this  session.  I  do  not 
think  that  would  be  fair  to  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill.  This  is  the  second  session  in 
which  the  promoters  have  brought  these 
Bills  forward,  and,  in  my  view,  they  are 
entitled  to  receive  the  judgment  of 
Parliament  upon  them.  I  will  go  fiulher. 
I  understand  my  hon.  friend  says  that  a 
Viceregal  Commission  is  required  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  generally  the  ques- 
tion of  rates  and  fares  and  delays.  There 
is  nothing,  if  the  Bills  are  to  go  through, 
which  would  prevent  such  a  Commission 
inquiring  into  these  matters,  but  they 
would  have  to  be  settled  bv  a  public 
Act. 

Mr.  WOLFF  :  Yes,  I  said  so. 

♦Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHEK :  The  House 
woulfl  have  to  pronounce  its  decision 
through  a  public  Act. 


Mr.  PATRICK  CARIES :  It  has  full 
power  to  deal  with  monopolies  such  as 
these. 

♦Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  That  is  not 
the  quesrion  for  the  Viceregal  Com- 
mission. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  :  It  is  one  of  the  pcHiito 
it  would  be  asked  to  consider,  and  we 
fear  the  passing  of  these  Bills  would  tike 
that  matter  out  of  their  pur\iew. 

♦Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  You  do  not 
know  that  a  Viceregal  Commission  will 
be  appointed. 

Mr.  MOLLOY:  We  have  asked  ior 
one. 

♦Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  I  am  afeiid 
that  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  ask 
for  a  good  many  things  which  they  do  not 
always  get,  and  it  seems  to  me  an  extra- 
ordinary thing  to  say  that  the  promoIeK 
of  these  Bills  are  not  to  have  a  hearing  in 
Parliament  because  at  some  future  time 
unknown  some  Viceregal  Commission  maj 
possibly  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
some  of  the  matters  which  are  contained 
in  these  Bills.  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
fall  in  with  the  vievr  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Belfast.  I  would  not  say  that  it 
would  be  a  breach  of  faith  to  do  so,  but, 
certainly,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  it 
would  operate  very  materially  against  my 
ever  attempting  in  the  future  to  enter 
into  an  arrangement,  as  I  did  on  this 
occasion,  the  object  of  which  is  to  save 
expense  to  the  Irish  liti^nts  who  are 
coucerne<l,  and  to  meet  the  views  whidi 
were  represented  to  me  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  hope  that  the  House  wiD 
agree  to  this  proposal,  more  especially  as 
by  rejecting  the  proposal  which  I  hare 
made  it  will  not  prevent  the  further 
progress  of  this  Bill  in  another  place. 

Mr.  power  (Waterford,  E.) :  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks  are 
unfair  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.     He  san 

'  we  do  not  know  if  a  Viceregal  Commis- 
sion will  be  appointed,  but  seeing  that 
opinion  in  Ireland  in  all  directions  is  in 
favour  of  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mission, I  do  not  believe  the  Lord  Lien- 

*  tenant  will  be  so  indifferent  to  that 
opinion  as  to  refuse  it.  A  great  deal  of 
money  was  spent  on  the  investigation  of 
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these  Bills  last  year,  a  certain  decision  has  |  Government  at  all  on  the  matter.     1  have 
been  come  to,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 1  no  information  one  way  or  the  other,  but 
cemed,  I  do  not  see  that  there  has  been  j  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose  the  Commis- 
any  change  in  the  circumstances  since  !  sion  ^nll  be  granted, 
then  which  ought  to  lead    to    another  i 

result.  Not  only  did  the  Committee  last  I  Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  The 
year  throw  out  the  Bills,  but  the  Com- .  right  hon.  Gentleman's  correction  alters 
mittee  which  sat  in  the  previous  year  |  to  a  very  considerable  extent  what  he 
with  reference  to  the  Rosslare  and  Fish- 1  appeared  to  say  a  few  moments  ago.  I 
guard  line  went  out  of  its  way  to  declare  \  really  must  be  very  much  mistaken,  how- 
that  the  monopoly  would  be  injurious  to  j  ever,  if  he  did  not  say  what  I  have  attri- 
the  south  of  Ireland,  and  insisted  that  the  buted  to  him. 
majority  of  the  directors  of  that  line,  if  the  ! 

Bill  passed,  should  be  directors  of  the  Great      ♦Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  I  have  had  no 
Western  of  England.     It  is  notorious  that '  communication  about  it. 
every  Irish  Member  upon  the  Committee 

last  year  voted  against  it.  If  a  monopoly  Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  The 
is  created  there  will  be  no  power,  as  |  right  hon.  Gentleman  probably  does  not 
experience  has  proved,  to  break  it,  and  I  i  recollect.  Certainly  we  understood  him 
therefore  say  that  everything  is  to  be  I  to  use  the  words  that  he  "  had  received 
gained  and  nothing  lost  by  delay  in  this  |  information  to  the  contrary,"  and  in  view 
matter.  i  of  that  I  think  that  we  are  entitled  to  ask 

»x  ^TTTTXT  .  i.rT^x^xxT»^^^Txx/^,  x^v  ^f  it  is  a  rcspcctful  way  to  treat  that 
MR.mLLlAMREDMOXp(Clare,E.):ideputation,  representing  all  parties  and 
I  would  not  have  intervened  in  the  dis-  all  interests,  to  give  them  this  information 
cussion  had  it  not  been  for  the  rather  I  j^  t^g  roundabout  wav.  With  regard  to 
remarkable  statement  of  the  Chairman  j  jj^g  ggjion  ^f  appointing  a  Joint  Com- 
of  Committees.  The  nght  hon.  Gentle- '  ^;^^^^  ^f  j^e  House  of  Lords  and  the 
man  h^  practically  told  us  that  we  are  i  ^ioxxs^  of  Commons  to  examine  these 
notto  have  a  \iceregal  Commission  ap- 1  Bills,  I  can  only  sav  that  speaking 
pointed  Only  the  other  day,  however,  generally,  the  appointment  of  Joint  Com- 
when  the  most  influential  deputation  that  i  Siittees,  particularly  on  Irish  questions,  is 
ever  waited  upon  a  Minister  from  Ireland,  ;  ^ot  a  good  custom.  I  regard  it  as  an 
—a  deputation  representing  not  only  jattempt  which  will  not  succeed  to  popu- 
Members  on  both  sides  of  this  House,  1  jarise  the  House  of  Lords.  The  House  of 
but  also  the  principal  municipal  bodies  j  Lo^ds  ought  to  examine  questions  for 
and  almost  every  interest  m  Ireland—  j  themselves,  and  the  House  of  Commons 
waited  upon  the  \ ice-President  of  the  j^  Yike  manner  for  themselves.  I  think 
Insh  Agncultural  Board,  the  Vice-Presi-  j^at  some  guarantee  ought  to  be  given  by 
deit  gave  us  the  greatest  possible  hope  and  ;  t^g  Government  as  to  the  composition  of 
encouragement  that  a  \iceregal  Commis-  j  t^e  Joint  Committee.  Nearly  all  the 
sion  would  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  members  of  the  House  of  Lords  are  sup- 
the  whole  of  the  railway  system  in  Ire- 1  porters  of  the  Government.  If  five 
land.  We  now  suddenly  hear  from  the  ;  members  are  appointed  by  the  House 
Chairman  of  Committees  a  declaration  j  ^f  Commons,  at  least  three  will  be  sup- 
that  practically  amounts  to  an  announce- ;  porters  of  the  Government,  and  the 
ment  that  we  are  not  to  have  a  Com- ;  chances  arcahundred  to  one  that  the  whole 
mission.  !  of  the  members  appointed  by  the  House 

♦Mr.  j.  W.  LOWTHEE  :  I  said  I  had  ,  «>/  I^^rds  will  be  supporters  or  members  of 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  it  woiUd  be  j  tK^0X?,"r®"'' *° '^  **  of  ten  Members 
granted.  ^'S'**  ^'^^  ^  supporters  of  the  Govem- 

^  '  I  ment,  and  only  two  Members  of  the  House 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  :.  The  !  of  Commons  will  take  anything  Jike  an 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  am  sure,  will  |  independent  view.  I  do  not  say  whether 
recollect  that  he  went  much  further  than  |  the  arrangement  in  this  particular  case  is 
that.  He  said  he  had  information  to  the  '  a  good  or  a  bad  one,  but  I  do  submit  that 
contrary.  the  new  system  which  has  cropped  up  of 

appointing  Joint  Committees  is  one  which 

*Mr.  j.  W.  LOWTHER  :  I  have  not  i  ought  to  be  very  seriously  considered  by 
been  in  communication  with  the    Irish  ;  the  House  of  ComTaotva.    \^  «^"^eax*\ft\«. 
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quite  certain  that  if  this  proposal  is  agreed 
to  it  will  practically  put  a  stop  to  the  ex- 
am i  nation  of  the  whole  gyatem  of  railways 
in  Ireland.  The  deputation  to  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Agricultural  Board  did 
not  ask  for  an  inquiry  into  this  scheme 
of  amalgamation  alone  ;  they  asked  for 
one  into  the  whole  system  of  railway  mtes 
and  workings  in  Ireland,  I  think  we 
ought  to  have  an  assurance  from  the  Irish 
Attorney  Geneml  that  if  this  proposal  is 
carried  it  will  not  he  used  ixa  an  argu- 
ment against  the  perfectly  legitimate  de- 
mand of  the  Irish  Mem1>crs  and  the 
corporations  and  county  councils  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Commiasion,  Viceregal 
or  Eoyalj  to  inquire  into  the  whole  sys- 
tem of  railway  rates. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 

^RELAND  {Mr.  Atkixj^on,  Londonderry, 
N,)  :  I  intend  to  take  no  part  either  in 
support  of  or  opposition  to  this  motion. 
I  only  rise  to  say  that  when  this  araalga- 
mation  scheme  was  before  the  House  last 
session  the  Iiish  Government  took  no 
part  in  it  either  on  one  side  or  the  other. 
They  neither  supported  it  nor  opposed 
it,  and  it  is  my  intention  to  adopt  exactly 
the  same  attitude  on  the  present  ocais ion, 
I  wishi  however,  to  clear  up  the  doubts 
that  appear  to  exist  as  to  my  right  boiL 
friend*a  remarks  concerning  the  possible 
fate  of  the  appb'cation  for  a  Viceregal 
CJommission.  The  application  was  made 
only  a  very  short  time  ago,  certaitdy  by 
a  moat  I'cpresentative  depuUtlon,  hut  one 
which,  after  all,  included  some  nine  or 
ten  of  the  raofft  vehement  opponents  of 
these  Bills, 


I 
Mr.    WILLIAM    REDMOND:    Audi 
also  some  of  its  supporters.  | 

Mk.  ATKINSON  :  The  application  is  i 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenantf  atid   tto  one   has  a  right   to 
assume  either  that  it  will  be  granted  or 
that  it  will  not  be.     But  I  can  assure  hon.  | 
Members  that  the  jmssing  of   the  BilU 
will  no  more  prejudice  the  appointment 
of  the  Commission  than  the  appointment  i 
of  the   Commission    wiJl    prejudice   the 
passage    of    the    Bills.       I    was    rather 
astonished  at  the  disapproval  which  the 
hon.   Member  for  East  Clare  expressed 
of  the  appointment  of  the  Joint  Com- 1 
mittees,  in  \iew  of  the  fact  that  only  half  i 
an  hour  or  so  ago  he  alloweil  one  to  pass  | 
with   reference  to    the    Boundanes  Bill 
without  a  murmur  of  disapprobation,         > 

Mk  fnUuim  Bedm&nd. 


Mr.  WILLIAM  KEDMOND  :  Perhap 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow^  in*l 
correct  him.  I  oi!ered  no  opinion  ^ 
w^hother  the  application  of  the  printip 
of  a  Joint  Committee  to  the  Btll  wtis  gixi 
or  bticL  I  simply  asked  for  some  gimnmtY 
a^  to  the  composition  of  the  Comtaittr^ 
for  my  cbjection  to  it  was  based  on  tfe 
ground  that  such  a  Committee  will  in  ih 
ordinary  course  be  swampe<l  by  triner 
ment  supporters. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  The  hoiu  Memb 

certainly  spoke  about  popularising  iH 
House  of  Lordjs,  and  I  was  pointing  uil 
I  that  that  was  an  argument  he  failed  i 
advance  in  connection  with  the  preo^ 
ing  Bill. 

Mk,  WILLIAM    REDMOND:    \U 

really,  I  do  not  thiidv  it  will   suece^I  i 
poi  ubirising  that  House. 

Mr.    MOLLOY;    May   I    inform  tlii| 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in  addltioti  I 
the  deputation  which  has  been  refer 
another  one  even  more  widely  repn 
tivc  has  been  organised  in  Ireland, 
awaiting  a!i  appointment  with  the  Lofl 
Lieutenant  to  receive  it.     The  right  hoi 
Gentleman  refeiTed  to  me  as  a  vehemwi 
opponent   of  these   Bills.     I    am  not. 
only  fear  that  their  passing  will  interfed 
with    our    chances    of   securing    railwiL 
refonn.     The  right    ho:,.   Gentleman  ■ 
entirely  in  error  when  he  says  there  wt 
ten  opponents  to  these  Bills  on  the  i" 
tation,     I  ought  to  know,  for  I  org 
it  myself.     The  membei-s  of  the  c 
tion  were  not  opponents  of  anmlganmticidi 
The  impression  that  they  were  was  cir 
lated  by  interested  railway  companies  I 
the  ptu^se  of  prejudicing  the  House 
favour  of  the  Bills.     All  we   want  is  U^ 
obtain  better  f^eilittea  on  the  Irish  lino 
and  that  object  can,  we   think,  be  \n 
attained  by  asking  for  a  Commission 
inquire  into  the  whole  of   the  exjsi^ 
system,     I  regret  to  see  that  the  Go?e 
ment  are  ranging  themselves  on  tl 
of  the  promoting  companies,  in  oppn^ 
to  the  most  strenuously  expr^st^ed^ 
of    both     Nationalists     and     Unig 
county  eouncils,  and  nearly  all  the  Irid 
public  bodies. 


Mr.  ATKINSON :    I  distinctly 
took  no  part  whatever  either  an  oitfl  i 
or  the  other. 
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Mr.  MOLLO Y  :  But  I  understand  the 
Government  Whips  are  to  tell  in  favour 
of  the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
and  therefore  it  is  clear  the  Government 
are  taking  the  side  of  the  promoting 
companies  against  th3  unanimous  views 
of  the  Irish  Members,  as  well  as  against 
the  opinions  of  all  the  great  Irish  corpora- 
tions, and  of  the  twenty-six  county 
councils  and  thirty-six  urban  and  district 
coimcils,  and  of  all  the  representatives 
of  agricultural  and  trading  associations 
in  Ireland.  I  cannot  congratulate  the 
Government  on  the  anti-Irish  position 
they  have  taken  up. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  JOHNSTON  (Belfast, 
S.)  :  Although  I  was  a  member  of  the 
deputation  which  waited  upon  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture for  Iceland,  I  should  like  to 
explain  that  I  intend  to  support  the 
motion  for  a  Joint  Committee  on  the 
ground  that  it  wnll  effect  a  great  saving  of 
public  money.  It  has  been  often  com- 
plained that  the  promotion  of  Private  Bills 
costs  an  excessive  sum  of  money,  and  we 
ought,  therefore,  not  to  reject  this  chance 
of  reducing  expense.  I  must  express  my 
surprise  that  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Clare  passed  over  in  silence  the  motion  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Joint  Committee  on 
the  Dublin  and  Clontarf  Boundary  Bills, 
and  then  poured  the  vials  of  his  wrath 
upon  the  present  proposal.  I  still  hope 
the  Attorney  General  will  use  his  in- 
fluence to  secure  the  appointment  of  the 
Viceregal  Commission  which  has  been 
asked  for. 

♦Mr.  BLAKE  (Longford,  S.) :  The  diffi. 
culty  I  feel  in  agreeing  with  some  of  my 
hon.  friends  is  this  :  The  Bill  is  about 
to  be  committed.  It  wiJl  be  proceeded 
with  no  matter  what  the  vote  on  this 
motion  may  be.  The  question,  therefore, 
is  not  whetiher  the  Bill  should  be  stopped; 
for  we  cannot  stop  it ;  but  what  is  the 
best  mode  of  proceeding  with  tho 
Bill.  My  opinion  is  that  the  method 
which  has  been  adopted  with  regard  to 
the  Dublin  Boundaries  Bill  is  the  best, 
and  for  my  part  I  see  no  substantial 
ground  for  opposing  the  motion.      I  am 

flad  to  hear  that  the  consideration  of  the 
till  at  this  juncture  will  not  prejudice 
the  proposal  for  a  Commission  on  Irish 
Eailway  Administration. 


Mr.  CARSON    (Dublin    University) : 

Last  year  when  the  Great  Southern  and 

Western  Railway  Amalgamation  Bill  wtis 

before  this   House  I  supported  it.     But 

as  regards  the  present  motion  I  desire  to 

enter  my  protest  against  this  method  of 

sending  Irish  Bills  to  Joint  Committees. 

I  made  this  protest  the  other  day,  when 

the  exceptional  course  was    taken    with 

the  view  to  forcing  the  Corporation  Bill 

through  the  Houses  of  Parliament.     I  did 

so  because  no  argument  has  been  adduced 

or  can  be  adduced  for  making  these  ex- 

I  ceptional  arrangements  in  regard  to  Irish 

I  Bills.     We  are  told  that  the  o})ject  is  to 

j  save  expense,  but  that  is    an    argument 

I  which  should  apply  equally  to  Bills  from 

'  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  not 

merely  to  Irish  Bills.      I  look  upon  this 

!  attempt  to  introduce  a  novel    procedure 

solely  in  regard  to  Ireland  as  little  less 

I  than  a  scandal.     It  is  done  in  order  to 

I  force  these  Bills  through,  and  although 

I   am  in  favour  of  a  certain   amount  of 

amalgamation  I  shall  vote   against    this 

motion  if  a  division  is  taken. 

i 

I  Mr.  WOLFF:  After  the  explanation 
of  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  and  in 
view  of  the  pledge  of  the  Attorney 
I  General  for  Ireland,  that  the  appointment 
I  of  this  Joint  Committee  will  not  prejudice 
our  claim  for  a  Viceregal  Commission, 
I  have  no  wish  to  divide  the  House,  and 


I  Avill  not  press  my  objection. 
Question  put  and  agreed  to. 


Ordered,  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the 
Lords  to  acquaint  them  with  this  Resolu- 
tion. 

MIDLAND  RAILWAY  BILL. 

I      Reported  with  Amendments.     Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

;  MESSAGE  FROxM  THE  LORDS. 

[  That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
i  "  An  Act  to  confer  further  powers  upon 
I  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of 
'  the  borough  of  Kingston-upon-Thames ; 
I  and  for  other  purposes."  Kingston-upon- 
I  Thames  Corporation  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
provide  an  additional  supply  of  water  to 
the  burgh  of  Falkirk  and  districts  and 
places  adjacent,  and  for  the  construction 
and  maintenance  of  new  and  additional 
works;  to  extervdtiVv^  \vcca\»^  <A  ^iorccc^xj^r 
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sory  supply  ;  to  confer  further  powers  on  | 
the  Falkirk  and  Larbert  Water  Trustees ; ! 
and  for  other  purposes."  Falkirk  and  ' 
District  Water  Bill  [Lords].  I 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,   "  An    Act    to  | 
amend  the  Gun  Barrel  Proof  Act,  1868 ; 
to  confer  further  powers  on  the  Guardians 
of  the  Birmingham  Proof  House  ;  and  for  I 
other  pui-poses."    Gun  Barrel  Proof  Act,  i 
1868,  Amendment  Bill  [Lords].  ' 

And,  also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  for 
rendering  valid  certain  Letters  Patent 
granted  to  Alexander  Imschenetzky  for 
an  invention  for  manufacture  of  fireproof 
and  insulating  compounds  known  as 
Uralite."  Imschenetzky 's  Uralite  Patent 
Bill  [Lords]. 


KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES    CORPORA-  I 
TION    BILL   [Lords].  . 

FALKIRK   AND   DISTRICT   WATER      i 
HILL   [Lorda].  j 

GUN    BARREL    PROOF    ACT,   1868, 
AMENDMENT    BILL    [LordK]. 

IMSCHENETZKY'S    URALITE    PATENT  | 
BILL  [Lords].  I 

Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

DEVONPORT  CORPORATION   BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


Binchester ;  Gunnislake ;  South  Oasfoith; 
Tudhoe    (two);    Ferry    Hill;    Swidm;  , 
Ryhope :   and  Wishaw ;  to  lie  upon  tk 
Table. 

SHOPS  BILL. 
Petition  from  Glasgow,  in  favour;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUNDAY    CLOSING    (MONMOUTH- 
SHIRE)   BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Melbourne; 
Swansea  ;  Middlesbrough  ;  and  Brotton ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


I 


PETITIONS, 


ELEMENTARY   EDUCATION    (NEW 
CODE). 

Petitions  for  alteration,  from  Barrow- 
in-Furness,  and  Brighton  and  Preston; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL  AUTHORITIES  OFFICERS' 
SUPERANNUATION  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Lymington 
and  Hanley  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATINC;  LIQUORS 
ON  SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  West  Kirby 
and  Mansfield   Woodhouse ;  to  lie  upon  ; 
the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXI(\\TIN(;  LIQUORS  TO 
CHILDREN    BILL. 

Petitions  in    favour,  from  Newcastle ; . 
Dewsbury ;      Melbourne  ;     Spenn3mioor ;  \ 


AUSTRALIA. 
Copy  presented,  of  Papers  relating  to 
the  Federation  of  the  Australian  GolonieB 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

JAMAICA. 
Copy  presented,  of  Further  Correspond- 
ence relating  to  the  Finances  and  Govern- 
ment of  the  Island  of  Jamaica  (in  contina- 
ation  of  [C.  9-412]  and  [C.  9413]  July, 
1899)  [by  Command];  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

EXPLOSIONS     (EXPLOSION     AT     NEW 
HARBOUR  WORKS,  DOVER). 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  by  Captain 
M.  B.  Lloyd,  R.A.,  Her  Majesty* 
Inspector  of  Explosives,  to  the  Right 
Honourable  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  on  the  circumstances 
attending  an  Explosion  of  gunpowder  on 
the  works  of  the  new  Admiralty  Harbour 
at  East  Cliff,  near  Dover,  on  the  14th 
January,  1 900  [by  Command] ;  to  he 
upon  the  Table. 

UNIVERSITY  OF  ST.  ANDREWS. 

Copy  presented,  of  Abstract  of  Accounts 
of  the  University  for  the  year  ended 
30th  September,  1899  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printeil.  [Xo. 
128.] 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 
Copies  presented,   of  Diplomatic    and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual    Series,    Nos. 
2394  and   2395   [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 
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TECHNICAL      INSTRUCTION      COM- 
MITTEES  (WOMEN  MEMBERS). 

Return  ordered,  "of  the  number  of 
Women  on  the  respective  Technical  In- 
struction Committees  of  County  and 
County  Borough  Councils,  and  on  Com- 
mittees under  Clause  VII.  of  the  Directory 
of  the  late  Department  of  Science  and 
Art."— (.Ifr.  Jebb.) 

TRADE  UNION  FUNDS. 
Return  ordered,  "of  the  trade  union 
societies  or  branches  which  have  been 
permitted  by  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners to  deposit  in  savings  banks 
without  restriction  as  to  amount." — {Mr. 
JFoods,) 

GOVERNMENT  DEPARTMENTS 
SECURITIES. 

Return  ordered,  "of  the  amounts  of 
British  Government  Securities  held  by 
the  several  Government  Departments  and 
other  public  offices  on  the  31st  day  of 
March,  1900,  specifying  whether  held  in 
England  or  Ireland  (in  continuation  of 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  147,  of  session 
1899  :— 


1 

Other 

t  :^ 

> 

S( 

sciirities. 

1 

1 

t 
1 

i 

1 

J 

1 

1 

i 

t 

4 

1 

1 

— (Mr.  Hatibury,) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH   AFRICAN   WAR— TREATMENT 
OF    BOER    PRISONERS. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  how  many  prisoners  of  war 
have  been  confined  on  board  ship  at  the 
Cape;  what  number  have  died;  what 
number  have  been  ill ;  and  what  number 
are  at  present  confined  on  board  ship. 


♦The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 

FOR    WAR    (Mr.    Wyndham,    Dover): 

3,899  prisoners   have   been   confined   on 

'  board  ship,   of   whom   nine   have    died. 

I  There   have  also   been    thirteen    deaths 

I  among  the  prisoners  not  confined  on  board 

ship.     There   have  been   altogether   120 

cases  of  measles,  75  of  enteric,  and  about 

30    of    other    ailments.       There   are   at 

present   2,700   prisoners  on  board  ship ; 

:  2,000  will  be    sent  to  St.  Helena  forth- 

'  with.      The   remainder  will   be   kept  on 

I  shore   unless  further  accommodation  can 

I  be  provided  in  St.  Helena. 

I  Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny): 
May  I  ask  whether  the  illness  among  the 
prisoners  and  the  deaths  that  have  resulted 
therefrom  are  attributable  to  the  fact  that 
these  men  are  confined  on  board  ship  ? 
Will  you  show  the  same  consideration  to 
these  prisoners  as  the  Republican  Govern- 
ment show  for  British  prisoners  at 
Pretoria  ?    • 

*Mr.  wyndham  :  I  should  say  that 
the  illness  and  deaths  are  not  due  to  their 

I  having  been  on  ships,  because  the  number 
of  deaths  on  shore  is  far  in  excess  of  those 

,  on  water. 

i      Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford): 

Have   the    Government    considered    the 

I  advisability  of  an  exchange  of  prisoners  1 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

COUNT    ADALBERT     STERNBERG. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

Foreign  Affairs  whether  Count  Adalbert 

Sternberg,  who  fought  against  the  British 

j  troops  at  Paardeberg,  and  is  the  author 

I  of  an    article     in  the    Gaulms,    entitled 

I  "  The  World  and   England,"  was  taken 

I  prisoner  with  General  Cronje ;   and  why 

;  he  was  released  and  allowed  to  come  to 

i  this  country. 

j  *Mr.  wyndham  :  I  have  no  olficial 
I  knowledge  of  this  matter.  I  have,  how- 
;  ever,  ground  for  believing  that-  this 
I  nobleman  fell  into  the  hands  of  our  forces 
I  some  two  or  three  days  before  General 

Cronje's  surrender,  and  that  he  was 
I  liberated  on  producing  papers  in  proper 
I  order  and  on  giving  an  explanation  of  his 
j  presence  in  the  theatre  of  Avar  Avhich  at 

the  time  seemed  satisfactory. 

!  Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clare, 
I  E.) :  Is  it  a  fact  t\iat  \\a^  o^e,«t  V^^\^^«w 
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allowed  to  go  to  London,  instead  of  being  i 
sent  to  St.  Helena,  because  he  is  a  Grerman  j 
and  the  German  Emperor  interceded  for  \ 
him  ?  I 

[The  question  was  not  answered.]  \ 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) :  | 
Is  it  the  case  that  this  gentleman  con- ' 
cealed  the  fact  that  he  was  a  combatant  • 
and  represented  himself  as  a  newspaper 
correspondent  1 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  I  believe  that  that 
was  the  explanation  he  gave  at  the  time. 
It  then  seemed  satisfactory.  i 

BOER  THREATS  TO  SHOOT  LOYAL  i 
ENGLISH  BURGHERS. 

Mr.  GORDON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) :  I ! 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  ' 
Colonies  if  the  Government  have  any  in- ; 
formation  to  the  effect  that  ex-President  i 
Steyn  has  issued  a  proclamation  that  | 
English  burghers  refusing  to  take  up  \ 
arms  on  the  Boer  side  will  be  shot ;  and,  j 
if  so,  what  steps  the  British  Grovernment ! 
propose  to  take  in  the  matter. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  I 
Birmingham,    W.) :    I   have    not    heard ; 
officially  of  any  such  proclamation,  but  I 
shall  make  inquiry.  I 

CITY  IMPERIAL  VOLUNTEERS-        j 
CYCLIST  CORPS  EQUIPMENT.  I 

Mr.  WASON  (Clackmannan  and  | 
Kinross) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether,  seeing 
that  the  cyclist  corps  section  of  the  City 
Imperial  Volunteers  were  prohibited 
from  taking  revolvers  with  them  to  South 
Africa  by  the  authorities  and  compelled 
to  take  lifles,  and  that  since  they  have 
been  doing  scouting  work  the  cyclists 
have  obtained  permission  to  travel  with- . 
out  their  rifles  on  account  of  the  extra  ' 
weight  and  the  heavy  travelling  over  the 
veldt,  so  that  they  are  unarmed  in  the 
enemy's  country,  he  will  give  immediate 
orders  for  revolvers  being  at  once  served 
out  to  all  cyclists  doing  scouting  duty  in 
South  Africa. 

*Mr.    WYNDHAM:    Rifles    and    not 
revolvers  form  part  of  the  equipment  of 


ROYAL   RESERVE   BATTAI-I0H8- 

STATISTICS.  l| 

Captain  NORTON  (Newiiigton,^.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  Sttte 
for    War  whether,    now   that   neaily  & 
month  has  elapsed   since  the  date  ol  Ae 
calling   out  of  the    Royal   Reserve  bifr 
talions,  and  as  all  those  likely  to  ]oii 
have  presented  themselves,  he  can  lUte 
what  number  of   men   out  of  the  id" 
pated     45,000     to      50,000    have  been 
obtained;  and,  of   those    who  presei 
themselves,  how  many   failed  to  past  tk 
medical  examination. 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  There  is  no  indki- 
tion  that  all  the  men  likely  to  join  ibe 
Royal  Reserve  battalions  have  yet  pre- 
sented themselves.  It  has  several  timei 
been  explained  that  the  number  of  50,000 
represented  the  outside  limit  required  Ij 
the  Constitution,  and  not  the  numbers  it 
is  expected  to  raise.  The  statement 
asked  for  will  be  published  when  tbe 
lists  are  closed. 

Captain  NORTON  :  The  hon.  Gentle* 
man  has  not  given  any  answer  whaterer 
to  my  question.  Will  he  say  how  muj 
men  have  been  obtained  up  to  the  preanii 

day? 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  That  is  not  asked 
in  the  question  on  the  Paper.  That  com- 
prises a  number  of  suppositions  which  are 
unfounded.  We  do  not  expect  to  gtt 
50,000.  As  a  matter  of  fact  there  are 
about  24,000.  They  are  coming  in  at  the 
rate  of  200  a  day. 

Captain  NORTON:  How  many  out 
of  that  number  have  failed  to  pa^  the 
medical  examination  ? 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  operation  of 
the  scheme  is  in  full  swing,  and  we  are 
not  going  to  publish  the  numbers  and 
percentages  from  day  to  day.  At  the 
proper  period  the  whole  information  will 
be  laid  before  the  House. 

ROYAL    RESERVE   BATTALIONS- 
ELIGIBILITY  OF  ROYAL  MARINES. 

Commander      YOUNG      (Berkshire. 

.  Wokingham) :    I  beg   to  ask  the  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  non- 


cyclist  coi-ps  ;  we  are  not  aware  of  Lord  \  commissioned  officers  and  men  who  have 
Roberts    having  made  any  such    special 
arrangement  as  is  described  in  the  ques- 
tion, although  it  would  be  fully  within 
his  competence  to  do  so. 


served  in  the   Royal  Marine   forces  are 

eligible  for  service  in  the  Royal  Reserve 

. .  battalions,  on  the  same  terms  and  subject 

I  to  the  same  conditions  as  those  who  have 
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8orved  in  the  Army ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
recruiting  officers  have  been  so  informed, 
and  when. 

♦Mr.  AVYNDHAM:  Yes,  Sir.  A 
memorandum  was  circulated  to  general 
officers  commanding  districts  on  the  27th 
March.  But  I  now  understand  that  a 
scheme  is  in  preparation  by  which  ex- 
marines  who  are  not  pensioners  can 
be  included  in  the  reserves  of  the  Navy. 

RESERVISTS— SECTION  D.— PENSIONS. 
Mr.  M^KENNA  (Monmouthshire,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  in  the  case  of  Reservists 
in  Section  D  who  have  been  called  up  for 
Active  service  in  South  Africa  the  whole 
time  of  their  service  in  Sections  A,  B,  C, 
or  D  counts  for  pensions ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  they  will  be  given  an  opportunity 
of  re-engaging  to  complete  twenty-one 
years  service  for  pensions. 

*Mr.   WYNDHAM; 
under  consideration. 
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RESERVISTS'  FAMILIES'    PAY— DATES 
OF  PAYMENT. 

Mr.  CAMERON  CORBETT  (Glasgow, 
Tradeston) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  War  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  bad  effects  of 
making  the  payments  to  Reservists' 
families  monthly  instead  of  weekly  or 
fortnightly,  and  whether  any  steps  will  be 
taken  to  make  such  payments  at  shorter 
intervals. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  Representations  in 
support  of  the  hon.  Member's  view  have 
been  received  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  the  question  has  engaged  his  earnest 
attention.  But  it  has  been  pointed  out 
on  the  other  side  that  more  frequent  pay- 
ments mean  a  great  increase  of  work  for 
paymasters,  whose  hands  are  already  full, 
and  this  would  inevitably  lead  to  delays 
of  payment.  Moreover,  there  is  reason 
to  believe  that  the  lieservists'  wives  have 
now  come  to  reckon  on  the  lump  sum  at 
the  leginning  of  the  month,  and  their 
arrangements  would  be  upset  if  it  did  not 
-come.  It  has,  therefore,  been  decided 
not  to  change  the  present  method  of  pay- 
ment. 

RESERVISTS  IN  THE  METROPOLITAN 
POLICE. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 


State  for  the  Home  Department  what 
will  be  the  position  of  old  soldiers  now 
serving  in  the  Metropolitan  Police  in  the 
event  of  their  accepting  the  invitation  to 

,  re-enlist  for  one  year ;  will  they  be 
entitled  to  receive  half  their  pay  while 

I  with  the  colours  ;  and  will  their  posts  be 

I  kept  open  for  them  with  a  view  to  their 

'  return  to  the  force. 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  the  HOME  DEPART- 
1  MENT  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings,  Birming- 
!  ham,  Bordesle}^) :  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  an  answer  to  a  similar  question 
t  given  by  the  Secretary  of  State  on  the 
!  2nd  of  March,*  when  he  stated  that 
j  metropolitan  police  constables  cannot,  as 
'  the  law  stands,  join  the  Royal  Reserve 
!  battalions  without  ceasing  to  be  members 
'  of  the  force,  and  that,  in  the  interest  of 
I  the  protection  of  the  public,  he  was  not 
;  disposed  to  recommend  any  change  in 
j  the  law. 

•  WAR  LOAN— IRISH  SI  HSCRIPTIONS. 
Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) : 
I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  it  is  proposed  that  the 
Irish  allottees  of  the  New  War  Loan 
should  be  registered  in  the  first  instance 
at  the  Bank  of  England,  and  whether  it 
will  be  then  necessary  for  such  allottees 
as  desire  it,  and  at  the  cost  of  executing 
a  power  of  attorney  and  other  expenses, 
to  have  the  registration  of  their  allot- 
ments transferred  to  the  books  of  the 
Bank  of  Ireland;  and  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  terms  of  the  prospectus  of 
the  said  loan,  that  the  books  of  the  loan 
will  be  kept  at  the  Bank  of  England  and 
the  Bank  of  Ireland,  he  will  consider  the 
possibility  of  devising  some  means 
whereby  the  trouble  and  expenses  of  re- 
registering in  the  Bank  of  Ireland  may 
be  avoidea. 


I  The  CHANCELLOR ,  of  the  EX- 
!  CHEQUER  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
j  Bristol,  W.) :  I  am  inf(»rmed  that  if  the 

Bank  of  Ireland  were  to  inscribe  stock  in 
I  their  books  direct  from  the  scrip  as  pre- 
1  sented,  they  would  have  no  means  of 
'  knowing  whether '  it  was  genuine,  and 
I  there  would  consequently  be  a  risk  of 
I  fraud.      Government    Stock    cannot    be 

transferred  from  the  books  of  the  Bank 
i  of  England   to   the  Bank  of  Ireland  (or 

*  See  The  Parliamentary  Debates  [Fourth 
Series],  Vol.  Ixxix.,  page  1521. 
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vice  versa)  ii\ithout  a  power  of  attorney  as 
required  by  the  National  Debt  Act,  1870. 
But  if  persons  wanting  to  have  their 
Stock  inscribed  in  Ireland  will  lodge  their 
scrip  certificates  with  the  Bank  of  Ire- 
land that  bank  w411  send,  the  certificates 
to  the  Bank  of  England,  who  will  inscribe 
the  stock  en  bloc  immediately  and  transfer 
it  to  Ireland  the  same  day.  The  only 
expense  would  be  a  single  power  of  at- 
torney, which  would  be  a  Imnk  charge. 


Volunteer  officers  under  pangnpk  6 
of  the  special  Army  Order  relatiiig  to 
camps  of  exercise  for  Volunteer  infantrr 
brigades,  1900. 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  Yes,  Sir.  Thoie 
who  fulfil  the  conditions  laid  down  in  the 
Army  Order  will  be  granted  the  aUow- 
ances.  Detailed  instructions  for  tke 
Yeomanry  will  appear  in  the  Army 
Orders  for  April. 


MISCONDUCT  OF  (JOVEKNMENT  COX- 
TRACTORS  —  COMMITTEE  OF  IN- 
QUIRY. 

Major  KASCH:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
can  now  state  whether  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  have  advised  proceedings 
against  certain  contractors  for  the  War 
Office,  or  whether  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  at  once  appointing  a  Com- 
ibittee  to  examine  and  report  on  the 
frauds  alleged  to  have  been  committed. 

The  FIRST  LOUD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
¥j.)  :  In  answer  to  the  question  of  my 
hon.  and  gallant  friend  I  have  to  say  that 
the  Law  Officers  have  informed  us  that 
there  is  no  sufficient  ground  for  criminal 
prosecution  in  these  cases,  and  in  these 
circumstances  I  think  the  sooner  the  Com- 
mittee, to  which  my  hon.  friend  refers,  is 
appointed  the  better. 

ARMY  CONTKAC^TS  FOR  CYCLES- 
SHANNON  CYCLE  WORKS,  LLMITED. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  I  be^  to 
ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office  whether  he  has  any  objection  to 
place  on  the  list  of  contractors  for  the 
supply  of  cycles  for  the  Army  the  name 
of  Cole,  Nelson,  and  Co.,  of  the  Shannon 
Cycle  Works,  Limerick. 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  If  this  fii-m  will 
make  an  official  application  the  usual 
inquiries  will  be  made,  and  if  they  prove 


VOLUNTEER  CAMPS-SPECIAL 
CAPITATION  GRANT. 

Mr.  YERBURGH  (Chester) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  Volunteer  battalions  can  dnv 
extra  capitation  grant  if  parade  statei 
show  half  strength  in  camp  for  fourteen 
days,  irrespective  of  whether  they  are  the 
same  men,  or  whether  their  places  are 
filled  in  part  or  in  whole  by  other  mem- 
bers of  the  same  battalions  for  any  portion 
of  the  fourteen  days. 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM:  The  same  men 
must  have  been  present  for  the  whole 
fourteen  da  vs. 


satisfactory  thei 
in  the  list 


names  will  be  included 


YEOMANRY    OFFICERS -ALLOWANCE 
FOR    PERMANENT    DUTIES. 

Mr.  W.  F,  D.  smith  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  officers  of  Yeomanry  regiments 
will  receive  during  permanent  duty  the 
same    allowances  as    those     granted    to 


VOLUNTEER   CYCLIST    COMPANIES- 
CAPITATION  GRANT. 

Colonel  PRYCEJONES  (Montgomery 
Boroughs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  W^ar,  as  reganl* 
Sub-section  3  of  Section  B  of  the  Armr 
Orders,  dated  29th  March,  1900,  whether 
the  special  Ciipitation  allowance  of  £2  to 
each  efficient  meml>er  of  a  Volunteer 
cyclist  company  is  to  be  a  single  or  an 
annual  grant. 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM:  It  will  be  an 
annual  grant. 

RIFLE  RANGES-MULLIN(;AR. 

Mr.  DOXAL  SULLIVAN  (West- 
.  meath,  S.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial 
i  Secretary  to  the  \Var  Office  can  he  state 
whether  tho  land  necessary  for  the  exten- 
[  sioii  of  the  rifle  range  at  Mullingar  has 
,  been  acquired ;  and,  if  so,  when  will  the 
!  range  ))e  completed. 

I  *Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  question  of 
'  the  acquisition  or  lease  of  the  lands  re- 
'  quired  for  the  ranges  at  Mullingar  i& 
I  under  consideration,  and  until  it  is  settled 
I  the  extension  cannot  l)e  proceeded  witL 
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ARMV  VETERINARY  DEPARTMENT- 
STATUS  OF  OFFICERS. 
Captain  NORTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  increased 
importance  of  the  Army  Veterinary 
Department,  which  in  South  Africa  alone 
is  responsible  for  some  150,000  animals, 
valued  at  about  £4,000,000,  and  seeing 
the  unsatisfactory  state  of  the  Depart- 
ment, coupled  with  the  fact  that  the  pro- 
posed changes  have  been  long  under 
consideration,  he  will,  peniing  prospec- 
tive reforms,  at  one  grant  to  the  officers 
of  the  Department  Military  titles  with- 
out prefix,  which  step  has  given  such 
feneral  satisfaction  throughout  the  Army 
ledical  Department,  and  has  attracted 
to  that  Department  a  larger  number  of 
excellent  students  from  the  medical 
schools  than  heretofore. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  status  of  the  Army  Veteri- 
nary Department  is  under  consideration, 
and  a  decision  will  shortly  be  given. 

ARMY  MEDICAL  EXAMINATIONS  — 
PHYSICAL  FITNESS  OF  COMMAND- 
ING OFFICERS. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
"War  whether  officers  appointed  to  com- 
mand brigades  of  troops  at  home  and  in 
the  colonies  abroad  are,  i>rior  to  being 
gazetted,  subjected  to  any  medical  exam- 
ination as  to  their  entire  physical  fitness 
for  field  service,  and  whether  their 
powers  of  horsemanship  and  general 
activity  are  specially  reported  on  by  the 
officer  who  recommends  them  for  the 
command  of  brigades. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM :  All  colonels  are 
examined  as  to  their  physical  fitness 
before  being  promoted  to  major-general. 
After  this  they  are  not  examined  unless 
there  is  some  reason  to  doubt  their  fit 
ness.  There  is  no  "  officer  who  recom- 
mends for  the  command  of  brigades." 
Selections  for  these  appointments  are 
made  by  the  Army  Board,  under  the 
presidency  of  the  Commander-in-Chief, 
and  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  this  board  is  fully 
acquainted  with  the  horsemanship  and 
other  qualifications  of  the  officers  it 
recommends. 

DELAGOA    RAILWAY    ARBITRATION. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :   I  bog 

to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 


Foreign  Aflairs  if  ho  has  any  information 
to  give  the  House  in  reference  to  the 
delay  in  stating  the  award  of  the  Delagoa 
Railway  arbitration. 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Mr.  Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guildford) :  The 
Report,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware, 
has  been  issued,  but  the  tribunal  give  na 
reason  for  the  delav. 


SUGAR    BOUNTIES— DIPLOMATIC 
NEGOTIATIONS. 

Colonel  MILWARD  (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  Government  has  any 
official  information  to  the  effect  that,  as 
reported  at  Vienna,  the  French  Govern- 
ment is  now  willing  to  consider  an  inter- 
national agreement  to  abolish  export 
bounties  on  sugar.  And  whether  the 
Belgian  Government  is  still  engaged  in 
the  diplomatic  negotiations  deputed  to  it. 
by  the  Brussels  Sugar  Conference  when 
it  adjourned  sine  die  in  June,  1898. 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  Her  Majesty's. 
Government  are  informed  that,  in  accord^ 
ance  with  the  understanding  come  to  at 
the  Brussels  Conference,  negotiations  are 
still  being  carried  on  by  the  Belgian 
Government  with  the  view  to  an  agree- 
ment between  the  Powers  concerned  for 
the  abolition  of  sugar  bounties  ;  but  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  no 
official  information  to  the  effect  indicated 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  question. 

CHINESE  BLUE-BOOKS— MAPS. 

Mr.  FAITHFULL  BEGG  (Glasgow, 
St.  RoUox) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  could  see  his  way  to  arrange, 
in  connection  with  the  issue  of  Blue-books 
such  as  that  recently  prepared  on  China, 
to  include  in  the  book  maps  illustrative  of 
the  geography  of  the  less  known  districts 
referred  to,  in  order  to  make  the  refer- 
ences more  easily  understood. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  am  afraid  the 
expense  of  adopting  this  suggestion  would 
be  prohibitive.  The  newly-published 
maps  of  China,  such  as  those  issued  last 
year  by  Stanfords  and  this  year  by  Bret- 
schneider,  will,  I  think,  be  found  to  give- 
all  the  information  desired. 
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FOREIGN  OFFICE  INTRODUCTIONS  TO 
TRAVELLING  BRITISH  SUBJECTS. 

Mr.  FAITHFULL  BEGG:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary   of  State  for 
Foreign    Affairs    whether  he    can    con- ! 
veniently  state   what  are  the  conditions  ! 
governing  the  issue  of  letters  of  introduc- 
tion   given    by    the    Foreign    Office   to  ■ 
British  subjects  travelling  abroad,   intro- ' 
-ducing  them  to  ambassadors  and    other  , 
British  representatives   in   foreign  coun- 
tries, and  further,  what  are  the  rules  fol- 
lowed by  such  representatives  in  acting 
upon  such  letters  of  introduction  by  in-  ' 
troducing     such     persons      to     foreign  ■. 
Oovernments,     especially     where     such  j 
further  introductions    imply  the  use   of 
British  influence  in  favour  of  such  persons 
in    the    granting    of    concessions ;     and ' 
especially    whether,    in   such  cases,    the 
.ambassador     or      other     representative,  ' 
before    taking    any    such     action,    first ' 
satisfies  himself  as  to  the  financial  stand- , 
ing  and  responsibility  of  persons  so  in- 
troduced  and    recommended    to  foreign 
Governments  by  him. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Letters  of  introduc- 
tion to  Her  Majesty's  representatives 
abroad  are  only  granted  in  favour  of 
persons  either  personally  known  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  or  recommended  by 
.someone  in  whom  he  has  confidence.  No 
precise  rules  are  laid  down  in  regard  to 
letters  of  introduction  to  govern  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  representatives, 
which    must    depend    on  the  particular 


Act,  1894;  and  whether  the  exactkmof 
the  duty  under  the  New  South  Wain 
Act  would  entitle  executors  to  allowaaoe 
under  Section  20  of  the  Finance  Act^ 
1894;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  tab 
steps  to  provide  that  the  same  propotjr 
shall  not  be  subject  both  to  imperLuand 
colonial  death  duty. 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  am  ia- 
formed  that  the  Act,  which  has  not 
yet  been  sanctioned,  imposes  deitk 
duties  of  the  nature  described  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  question.  The 
answer  to  the  second  paragraph  is  in 
the  affirmative.  In  reply  to  the  third 
paragraph,  the  only  way  in  which  pay- 
ment of  both  imperial  and  colonial  dot? 
can  be  avoided  would  be  by  the  issue  d 
an  Order  in  Council  appl3ing  Section  20, 
Sub-section  ^3)  of  the  Finance  Act,  1894, 
to  New  South  Wales.  This  has  not  yet 
been  done,  and  it  can  only  be  done  if  the 
laws  of  the  colon  v  conform  to  the  oondi- 
tions  prescribed  in  the  sub-sectioD 
referred  to. 


circumstances    of    each    case.       Formal  I  rank     of      trust     investments 


letters  of  introduction  are  supplemented 
by  more  detailed  letters  in  cases  in  which 
it  seems  desirable. 


DEATH  DUTIES— NEW  SOUTH  WALES 
LE(iISLAT[ON. 


TRUST  INVESTMENTS— CAXADIAK 
GOVERNMENT  SECURITIES. 

Mr.  FAITHFULL  BEGG :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  reported  to  have 
been  made  by  the  Finance  Minister  of 
Canada  to  the  effect  that  an  arrangement 
had  been  made  whereby  Canadian  Govern- 
ment securities    would   be  raised  to  the 

this 


!  country ;  and  whether  he  has  any  infor- 
'  mation  to  this  effect ;    and,    if  so,  what 
were  the  regulations  Avhich  it  was  pro- 
posed to    make   in  connection  with  the 
arrangement. 


Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  Xo  final 
settlement  has  yet  been  arrived  at,  but 
arrangements  are  in  progress  which  will 
I  hope,  lead  to  a  satisfactory  settlement  of 
the  question. 


Mr.  RENSHAW  (Renfrewshire,  W.) : 

I  beg  to  ask  Mr  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
•  chequer  whether  he  is  aware  that  under 

the  provisions  of  the  Companies  (Death 

Duties)  Act,   1899,  of  New  South  Wales 

(being  Act  No.  53  of  1899),  agricultural, 

mining,   or   other   companies   which   are 

domiciled   in   the  United  Kingdom,  but 

which  carry  on  business  in  New  South 

Wales,  are  liable  to  death   duties  in  the 

colony   on  the  death  of  their  members,    the  Home  Department  if  he  can  give  the 
.  although  such  members  are  not  domiciled  ;  reason    why     the     Chief    Registrar    of 

in  the  colony ;  whether  the  executors  of  ^  Friendly     Societies,     in    his    Sixty-first 

such  deceasing  member  if  he  died  domi- '  Annual  Report  just  issued,  has  failed  to 

ciled  in  the  iJnited  Kingdom,  would  be  '  carry  out  the  provision  contained  in  the 
;  liable  to  death  duty  under  the  Finance  '  seventh   sub-section   of  Clause   3  of  the 


WORKMEN'S    COMPENSATION     ACT, 
1897— CLAUSE  3. 

Mr.  woods  (Essex,  Walthamstow) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
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Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1897,  in 
reference  to  certifying  schemes  under  this 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  whether  he  can 
on  an  early  date  lay  upon  the  Table  a 
statement  containing  the  information 
provided  for  in  the  sub-section. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  :  I  think  that 
the  reason  why  the  hon.  Member  has  not 
been  able  to  find  the  information  indi- 
cated in  a  recently  issued  Report  must  | 
be  that  the  Report  of  which  he  is  thinking 
is  the  Report  of  the  Registrar  General  of 
Births,  Deaths,  and  Marriages,  and  not  of 
the  Chief  Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies. 
I  may  add  that  the  hon.  Member  can 
satisfy  himself  that  the  Chief  Registrar 
has  not  failed  to  carry  out  the  provisions  , 
of  Sub-section  7  of  Section  3  of  the 
Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  by  re- 
ferring to  the  Chief  Registrar's  Report 
for  1898,  published  last  year,  and  to  the 
Report  for  1899,  which  was  presented  to 
the  House  in  February  last,  and  is  now 
being  printed. 

PRESERVATIVES  IN  CREAM. 
Mr.  LAMBERT  (Devonshire,  South 
Molton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Boai*d  of  Agriculture  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  recent 
prosecutions  for  adding  preservatives  to 
cream,  resulting  in  conflicting  decisions  ; 
whether,  seeing  that  two  Departmental 
Committees  are  investigating  this  ques- 
tion, he  can  take  any  steps  to  prevent 
any  further  prosecutions  pending  the 
decision  of  these  Committees. 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Long,  Liver- 
pool, West  Derby) :  I  have  seen  the 
reports  of  the  cases  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers,  but  I  have  no  power  to 
interfere  with  the  exercise  of  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  local  authorities  by  whom 
proceedings  under  the  Sale  of  Food  and 
Drugs  Acts  are  initiated.  I  do  not  doubt, 
however,  that  those  authorities  will  bear 
in  mind  the  fact  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
calls  attention — namely,  that  a  Depart- 
mental Committee,  over  which  ray  right 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Wigtown- 
shire  presides,  is  now  making  a  full 
inquiry  into  the  subject  of  the  use  of 
preservatives  in  food.  The  matter  is  not 
one  which  falls  within  the  purview  of 
Lord  Wenlock*s  Committee  on  Milk 
Standards,  to  which  I  understand  the 
hon.  Member  also  to  refer. 


FOOT  AND  MOUTH  DISEASE— ARGEN- 
TINE IMPORTS  PROHIBITED. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  (Yorkshire, 
N.  K.,  Thirsk) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether 
there  have  been  symptoms  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  amongst  cattle  recently 
imported  from  Argentina,  and  what  steps 
bave*  been  taken  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
the  disease. 

*Mr.  long  :  A  cargo  comprising  some 
240  cattle  and  1,100  sheep  was  brought 
bo  the  foreign  animals  wharf  at  Deptford 
from  Argentina  by  the  steamship  "  Ethel- 
hilda  "  on  Monday  last,  and  on  examina- 
tion a  large  number  of  the  cattle  were 
found  to  be  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease.  The  animals  were  landed  for 
immediate  slaughter  at  a  part  of  the 
wharf  set  aside  for  the  purpose,  and  steps 
were  taken  for  the  disinfection  of  persons 
and  things  which  had  been  in  contact  with 
the  animals,  and  of  the  hides,  skins,  and 
offal,  by  which  infection  might  be  spread. 
An  Order  was  also  made  prohibiting  the 
importation  of  animals  from  the  Argen- 
tine, in  pursuance  of  our  statutory 
obligations  in  that  behalf. 

WORKMEN'S  TRAINS    IN   LONDON 
SUBURBS. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :    I  beg 
to   ask   the  President   of  the   Board   of 
Trade  whether  he  has  received  an  appli- 
cation from  the  Vestry  of  Hammersmith 
with  regard  to  the  service  of  workmen's 
trains  from  that  station  on  the  District 
Railway,  in  which  complaint  is  made  that 
no  workmen's  trains  left  the  station  later 
than   6.34   a.m. ;  and  whether  the  com- 
I  plaint  has  been  brought  before  the  Rail- 
'  way  and  Canal  Commissioners,  and  what 
;  action  has  been  taken  in  the  matter. 

I  The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon) :  Yes, 
Sir,  I  have  received  this  application  con- 
taining the  complaint  specified.  The 
company  have  required  that  the  matter 
shall  be  referred  for  the  decision  of  the 
Railway  and  Canal  Commissioners,  and 
such  reference  will  accordingly  be  made. 

Mr.  lough  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he 
has  received  a  complaint  from  the  Fulham 
Vestry  with  regard  to  the  service  of 
workmen's  trains  from  that  station,  and 
what  action  has  been  taken  in  the\s\»b\XAx. 
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Mr.  RITCHIE  :  The  same  answer  |  cautioned  the  proprietors  of  metropolitan 
applies.  I  licensed  houses  tnat  wherever  the  ym- 

tice  of  giving  relieving  officers  gratuitiei 

RAILWAY  FATALITIES  BETWEEN  ^^  ^^^  ^ind  referred  to  has  obtained  h 
CHARING    CROSS    AND   NEW   CROSS.  |  must  be  at  once   discontinued,  and  the 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea):  1 1  Commissioners  have  no  reason  to  doaU 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  !  ^^^^  ^^^'^  requirement  will  be  respectd. 
Trtde  how  many  platelayers  and  other  .  Thoy  have  also  communicated  their  ye« 
men  working  on  the  railway  between  1  f?  the  Wiltshire  justices,  as  one  of  tiie 
Charing  Cross  and  New  Cross  were  killed  '  ^^^^^^^  houses  affected  was  licewed  h^ 
during  the  year  1899.  ^^^s®  justices.     As  regards  the  officers  of 

°  -the  guardians,  I  have  directed  that  u 

Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Three  platelayers  have  ,'  inquiry  shall  be  held  by  an  inspector  of 
been  reported  by  the  South  Eastern  Rail-  \  the  Local  Government  Board.  Tlie 
way  as  killed.  The  Board  have  not  been  ;  inquiry  will  take  place  as  soon  as  possible, 
informed  of  any  other  fatal  accidents.         i  and  on  receipt  of  his  Report  I  shall  have 

;  to  decide  what  further  steps,  if  any,  it 
EXCURSION  STEAMERS.  '  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  take  in  the 

Mr.  TRITTON  (Lambeth,  Norwood) :  :  °^*^^^^- 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  ♦Sni  MANCHERJEE  BHOWNA6- 
of  Trade  if  ho  has  any  intention  of  bring- ,  q-keE  :  As  arising  out  of  the  answer, 
ing  in  a  Bill  to  exclude  from  the  pro- ,  niay  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
visions  of  the  503rd  Section  of  the  Mer-  whether,  in  view  of  the  facts  now  dis- 
chant  Shipping  Act,  1894,  excursion  ,  closed  as  to  the  practice  of  paying  such 
.steamers  trading  on  the  coasts  of  the  i  Commissions,  he  will  arrange  with  the 
United  Kingdom,  the  Channel  Islands,  ;  Home  Secretary  to  insert  adequate  pro- 
the  Isle  of  Man,  and  the  coasts  of  France  .  visions  in  the  Lur.acy  Bill  now  before  the 
and  Belgium,  Holland,  Denmark,  and  I  House  so  as  to  effectually  check  the 
Oermany.  !  practice  in  future  1 

Mr.  RITCHIE  :  No  such  legislation  is  '  Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Obviously  that  is  a 
contemplated.  question  I  cannot  answer   without  first 

i  consulting  my  right  hon.  friend. 
BETHNAL  GREEN    BOAKD    OF  (JUAR-  ' 
DIANS-(iUATUITIES  TO  OFFICERS.     ;       j^^YAL  COMMISSION  ON  SEWAGE 
♦Sir     MANCHEIUEE     BHOWNAG-  <  DISPOSAL. 

GREE  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) :  I  beg  to  Mr.  J.  W.  WILSON  (Worcestershire, 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- ;  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
ment  Board  whether  he  received,  as  long  ;  Local  Government  Board  whether. 
ago  as  on  the  8th  October  last,  from  the  having  regard  to  the  difficult  position  of 
Bethnal  Green  Board  of  Guardians  a  i  many  lociil  authorities  who  are  being 
communication  containing  evidence  taken  j  pressed  to  erect  or  reconstruct  sewerage 
by  a  committee  of  that  board  tending  to  i  works,  he  can  take  steps  to  hasten  the 
.show  that  gratuities  had  been  piid  on  a  I  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
large  scale  to  relieving  officers  by  medical  Sewage  Disposal,  or  give  the  House  any 
officers  in  respect  of  the  certification  of  ■  idea  of  the  probable  date  of  the  said 
lunatics,  as  well  as  by  certain  metropolitan  ,  Report. 

licensed   houses;    and   whether    he    has  I     „^        tiL^nDurp  *  r>T-  ^rxr^^t 

made  any  inciuiries  regarding  these  allc-        The   S^^^^^ 

gations;  and  whether,  in  case  of  his  being    i^^^  ^^^^ ^V  a  x     ^^^'^-    ^•.^^* 

satisfied  that  they  are  true,  he  intends  |  K^ssell  Tyrone,  b.)  :  The  questions 
taking  any  steps  to  prevent  a  repetition  i  submitted  to  the  Commission  involve 
of  such  practices.  I  detailed  and  prolonged  scientific  research, 

.  and  I  cannot  s«ay  when  their  Report  is 
The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOC^VL  I  likely  to  be  made.  With  a  view  to 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Chaplin,  I  hastening  their  conclusions  they  have 
Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) :  The  facts  are  as  I  recently  obtained  the  sanction  *  of  the 
stated  in  the  (|uestion.  I  have  communi-  Treasury  to  an  increjisc  of  their  scientific 
cated  with  the  Lunacy  Commissioners  on  staff,  and  they  are  anxious  to  report  at 
the  subject,  and   I    find  that  they  have    the  earliest  possible  date. 
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VACCINATION  OF  PUPIL  TEACHERS. 
Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E,)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
will  he  explain  on  what  grounds  the 
Education  Department  has  insisted,  in 
answer  to  the  Linden  Road  School  Board 
of  Gloucester,  on  F.  Clifford  being  vacci- 
nated as  a  condition  precedent  to  his  being 
articled  as  pupil  teacher,  although  he  has 
Already  had  tne  smallpox,  though  by  the 
30  and  31  Vic,  c.  84,  s.  31,  he  cannot  be 
ordered  by  justices  to  be  vaccinated  ;  and 
under  what  statute  the  Department  en- 
forces the  operation  as  a  condition  prece- 
dent to  employment  as  teacher. 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on  EDU- 
CATION (Sir  J.  GORST,  Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) :  Clifford  seems  to  have  been 
rejected  by  mistake.  Satisfactory  proof 
that  a  candidate  had  already  had  smallpox 
would  be  a  sufficient  ground  for  dispensing 
with  vaccination.  The  Board  of  Educa- 
tion does  not  enforce  vaccination  ;  but  in 
4Bhoosing  teachers  it  requires  those  to  be 
taken  who  are  protected  against  smallpox 
an  the  interest  of  the  children  in  the 
schools. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Then 
the  objection  to  this  candidate  has  been 
withdrawn  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  Yes. 


TELEPHONING  CABLEGRAMS. 
Mr.  CHARLES  M'ARTHUR  (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  as  representing  the 
Postmaster  General,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  although  direct  cables  have  been 
•established  between  Liverpool  and  Havre, 
And  Liverpool  and  Hamburg,  telegrams 
Jl>etween  those  cities  still  take  at  least 
nearly  an  hour  in  transmission  and  de- 
livery ;  that  cablegrams  between  the  Liver- 
pool and  New  York  Cotton  Exchanges 
Are  sent  and  replies  received  ^vithin  a 
few  minutes,  and  (nat  messages  despatched 
daily  vid  the  United  States  to  Bremen 
reach  that  city  an  hour  earlier  than 
messages  sent  to  the  same  place  from  the 
Liverpool  Post  Office  by  British  wire ; 
that  the  arrangement  proposed  by  him 
for  telephoning  cablegrams  after  business 
hours  through  the  Exchange  Post  Office 
is  insufficient  for  the  requirements  of  the 
cotton  trade,  especially  during  the  cotton 


'  season,  and  that  nothing  short  of  direct 
I  telephonic  communication  between  the 
i  cable  companies  and  their  clients  will 
I  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  case ;  and 
:  whether,  in  view  of  the  importance  to 
I  commerce  of  quick  telegraphic  commu- 
I  nication  between  Liverpool,  the  Con- 
i  tinent,  and  the  United  States  by  reason 
j  of  the  limited  duration  of  market  hours, 
!  and  of  the  increasing  diversion  of.  busi- 
I  ness  from  Liverpool  owing  to  the  lack  of 
!  telegraphic  facilities,  the  best  efforts  of  the 
I  Post  Office  will  be  exerted  to  remove 
^  insufficiencies  in  the  present  system  to 
I  which  their  attention  has  been  fre(iuently 
!  called. 

I  The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA 
I  SURY  (Mr.  Hanbury,  Preston) :  Under 
I  normal  conditions  the  time  occupied  in 
I  the  transmission  of  telegrams  between 
!  Liverpool  and  Havre  and  between  Liver- 
1  pool  and  Hamburg  is  about  twenty-five 
minutes  in  the  one  case,  and  thirty-five 
minutes  in  the  other.  The  Post  Office 
has  no  information  as  to  the  time  occu- 
pied in  delivery  abroad.  Any  telegrams 
sent  between  Liverpool  and  Bremen  by 
way  of  the  United  States  would  not  pass 
through  the  Post  Office,  and  the  Post 
Office  has  no  knowledge  of  the  time 
occupied  in  transmission,  as  compared 
with  the  ordinary  route.  The  cable 
company  could  not  adopt  the  route  vik 
America  consistently  with  its  arrange- 
ments with  the  Administrations  concerned. 
It  is  hoped  that  the  arrangement  recently 
made  for  the  telephoning  of  telegrams 
after  business  hours  through  the  Exchange 
Post  Office  will  be  found  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  case,  and  that  the 
arrangement  should,  at  any  rate,  have  a 
trial.  The  importance  of  efficient  tele- 
graphic facilities  between  Liverpool  and 
the  Continent  is,  of  course,  recognised, 
and  measures  for  improving  the  com- 
munication between  this  country  and  the 
Continent  are  under  discussion  between 
the  Post  Office  and  the  Treasury. 

BRIGHTON  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE-PRO- 
MOTION   OF    TELEGRAPHISTS. 

Mr.  LODER  (Brighton) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  repre- 
senting the  Postmaster  General,  whether 
promotion  from  the  general  body  of  tele- 
graphists depends  '  upon  efficiency,  good 
conduct,  and  seniority  ;  and  whether  three 
telegraphists,  fully  qualified,  have  receufcl^ 
been  passed  over  m  Wv^  '^yv^Vq.w  \i^^- 
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\f*t*'.itii/Hc, 


^raph  otiice  :  and  -rtieciier  'he  PosonaAer 
General    can   sciite    t'iv  -he   isoai  -iontii- 


COilMONS; 

E^cabibihizbeiic 
service. 


widioax    intcm^Cioii  oC 


tions 
ease. 


have  betrn    LeDanrei    iDm    in   zhLi 


-Je    I'v^ieiinujiitn 
jn    The    ^uhiecr  •:f 


Mr.  ILvyBLTA' 
Committee  repoire^i 
pi'ouiotiuij — 

**  We  rWi  tiiac  •nMuution  :»  zhm  ^awT'^'i^-unz 
clasr^es  :»uuiild  nuc  jk  rvj^tniea  lit  &  mikctt^r  •}! 
ri^Ui  or  i»c  ^iiiuricv.  It  >  :he  Jicervc  boch 
oi  tht»  i>ubiie  :uiil  Jt  :iie  ?•»»€ '  'tti«t*  -**r-ii?e  coac 
tilt)  su^t^ir^  i^iiu;  .■las'i'se*  -^auuid  wr  -rjinnoHetL  of 
Ht^i'vtiiiCs  liie  :iitM:  :itte«i  :«i  -^iper^-^-e.  .uiii  :u*»n 
liliuuUl  be  .><fle«-ie«i  :or  "liiwse  :nr<>  m  *he  zronnii 
oi  tlwir  nrtiveti  a^mc'iity  :n  ^  Tv-THst'C-  to  nil 
them  erticieiiii\.  ■ 

111  a  rt^fiii  jiu^  i:  3nt;:hcon  the  orfii.*er 
•^Uiiidin^  N.».  V  Ml  hi?i  ..iaeji  wajs  •.-ertilieii 
U)  Iv  tlu'  'x'st  ('iniirif*!  :o  pert<)rm  the 
(lutios  oi  uw  :>oa>c  :n  liik-h  he  was  pn> 
moU^L  ana  "lis  ■jiijiiiuciuii  ^^ti.-?  strict ly  in 
.'uvoixlaikt.'  H'cii  :he  principles  above  laid 
iU»\vii.  I  sliail  '>e  glad  :«j  <h*nv  rhe  hm. 
Mom  1 VI  tiu'  P:ipef^. 

IIML  SKKMrK  WKITKKS'  PE>SH>NS. 
\lu.  AlSllN  » Limonek.  W. ,  :  I  beg 
lo  ask  tlio  Soviet arv  to  the  Treasury 
\\  hoi  ho r  I  ho  wr  iters  -^r  temporary  oi>pyists 
\\  ho  camo  into  the  service  between 
Soplomivi,  1^70,  and  Au^st,  1>7L  in 
loph  u»  .uixoitisemonts  ot  the  Ci\"il 
Si'i  \  ivv  i.\»miui.sa»ionors,  ami  were  since 
a|>|K»tiiio\i  '.».»  ■joi!iiaiioiic  posts,  are  allowed 
ii»  uvl\»«ii  Cor  uon>ioii  purp*.^ses  the  tem- 
|/.ii.ii  \  Mix  Ko  tvtuioi'evl  hv  them  between 
Srpu'ui'vi,  ;  "^TU,  and  Aiigii;>t,  LS71,  as 
r,pu\aloMi  u>  that  iviidered  In-  the  old 
V  U-..n  ot  w  mors  who  are  alio we<i,  under  a 
ruti^ur\  Nlimito,  to  count  all  their  tem- 
|uu«kiv   Ml  \  Kv  tor  pension. 

VlK.  HA\r»l'UV  :  The  writei-s  in 
timvilum  woro  ap[K>inted  after  the  Order 
Ml  Couiuil  oi  Uh  Juno,  1;<70,  usually  on 
;i  -jcalo  u.^in^  by  aiiiuial  increments."  In 
IS VI  It  was  iUvidiil  to  end  this  system, 
and  I  ho  luoii  appointoil  under  it  were 
m\ou  ihoir  choice  between  (//)  retiring 
with  a  i^ruluiiy,  (/>)  continuing  their 
■30i\ito  al  a  rate  of  rennineration  equal 
lo  ihoir  ovisiing  emoluments,  and  (c) 
louuiii;  with  their  gratuity  and  then 
cuii^nu^  ihomselvos  upon  the  ordinary 
ii^^L^toi  as  lom^K>i-ary  copyists  at  lOd.  an 
Uo\i\.     hi  the  last  case  they  were  allowed 


EXXLS  >UB-P«:iST  OFFICE. 
Mel  WILLLOI  REDMOND .  I  b^to 
ask  the  r^ecrecarr  co  the  Treumj,  » 
representing  the  Ptxstmaster  Genenl,  if 
he  will  fiTixirably  e«:-nsider  the  estabHik- 
ment  <:c  a  s:ib>p>>st  office  in  Mill  Sltnd, 
Ennis. 

^Ir.  HAXBUE  Y  :  I   find  that  the  pro^ 

ptyseti  site  would  be  less  than  300  jiid? 
•distant  fn^m  an  existing  town  ssahiSot 
in  Jail  Street,  and  only  a  little  more  than 
that  <iL«tan<:e  from  the  head  office.  It  is 
considered  that  in  having  two  port 
ot!ices  a  town  of  the  size  of  Emus  is 
soliiciently  well  ser\-edy  this  accoinmoda' 
tion  being  ijuice  equal  to  what  is  usoiDy 
alforde«l  at  towns  of  similar  size  and 
importance. 


Mr.   WILLIAM 
want  three. 


REDMOND:  Thtx 


BiJAT     COMMrXICATIOX      BETIU'EEN 
FOYNES    AND    KILRUSH. 

Mr.  WILUAM  REDMOND:  I  b^ 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lend 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  '  whether  tbe 
Government  will  consider  the  adfisi- 
bility  of  subsidising  and  estabtiBhiog 
during  the  coming  season  a  boat  service 
between  Foynes  and  Kilnish  for  tbe  con- 
venience of  tourists  who  may  desire  to 
^isit  those  districts. 

The  ATTORNEY  -  GENERAL  R» 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  Londonderry. 
N.)  (for  Mr.  G.  W.  Bali.x>ur)  :  There  we 
no  funds  available  under  the  Railwar^ 
(Ireland)  Act,  1896,  for  the  purpose  d 
subsidising  and  establishing  a  boat  service 
between  the  places  mentioned  in  tke 
question. 

PAUPER  LUNATICS  IN  BELFAST. 
Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.) :  I   b^  to 
ask  the  Chief    Secretary   to    the  fori 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland   whether   tbe  in- 
spectors  of    lunatic  asyhuns  in   Ireland 
.  have  frequently  in  their  reports  for  some 
years  past  urged  the  necessity  of  provid- 
ing additional  accommodation  for  pauper 
I  lunatics  in  Belfast ;  and  whether  a  suit- 
lo    UH  kon    lor    |KMision    purposes    their  j  able  site  has  1>een  secured  and  plans  for* 
.iiMoo  pAu»r  to   I9th  August,   1871,  on  '  new  asylum  have  been   completed  two 


I  luuliuou   I  hat   I  hoy  ivpiiid  the  gratuity 
aiul   th.\i    ihov  woi-e  tnmsferred  to   the 


years  ago  and  approved  by  the  board  of 
control  and  the  governors  of  the  lunadc 
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asylum,  and  why  the  building  has  not  yet 
been  begun,  although  the  inspectors  now 
urge  for  the  additional  accommodation. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  G.  W.  Bal- 
four) :  The  reply  to  the  first  paragraph  is  in 
the  affirmative.  As  regards  the  second  para- 
^^ph,  the  Board  of  Control  having  been 
abolished  by  the  provisions  of  the  Local 
Grovernment  (Ireland)  Act,  1898,  it  was 
deemed  advisable  to  defer  the  erection  of 
the  new  building  until  the  Asylum  Com- 
mittee, to  whom  the  functions  of  the  late 
board  of  control  were  transferred,  came 
into  office.  The  Committee  recently  con- 
sulted an  independent  expert  in  asylum 
architecture  with  regard  to  the  plans,  and 
his  report  is  now  under  their  considera- 
tion. 

BALLYSHANNON    PETTY    SESSIONS- 
MR.  MOONEY,  J.P. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  JOHNSTON  (Belfast, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whetlier 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  re- 
port of  the  Ballyshannon  Petty  Sessions, 
held  on  Tuesday,  the  27th  March,  at 
which  Mr.  Patrick  A.  Mooney,  J.P.,  was 
fined  10s.  and  costs  for  an  assault  on  Mr. 
John  Mulligan  on  the  17th  of  March ; 
and  whether  he  will  bring  the  matter 
before  the  notice  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  G.  W.  Bal- 
four): My  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  report  of  the  proceedings  referred  to 
in  the  first  paragraph.  The  matter  has 
already  been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  is  now  under  his 
eonsideration. 

CARNDONAGH  LOAN  FUND  SOCIETY- 
RECEIVER'S  REMUNERATION. 

Mr.  T.  B.  CURRAN  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  Mr. 
Baird,  of  Moville,  has  been  appointed  re- 
ceiver over  the  dissolved  loan  fund  society 
at  Camdonagh,  County  Donegal,  at  a 
salary  of  £50  per  annum  ;  and,  if  so,  out 
of  what  funds  will  this  salary  be  paid ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  usual  sys- 
tem of  payment  to  receivers  holding 
similar  positions  is  at  the  rate  of  5  per 
cent,  commission  and  expenses ;  and 
whether  any  competent  applicant  from 
the  town  of  Camdonagh  applied  for  the 
receivership  upon  such  terms. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (for  Mr.  G.  W.  Bal- 
four; :  Mr.  Baird,  oi  Moville,  has  been 


appointed  receiter  over  the  Camdonagh 
Loan  Fund  Society,  not  at  a  salary  of 
JB50  per  annum  or  any  other  fixed  annual 
sum,  but  at  a  commission,  or  percentage, 
to  be  hereafter  decided  upon,  which  will 
be  paid  from  the  assets  of  the  dissolved 
society.  The  answer  to  the  second 
inquiry  is  in  the  affirmative.  The  clerk 
of  the  local  loan  fund  applied  for  the  re- 
ceivership without  specifying  any  terms 
as  to  the  payment.  The  Loan  Fund  Board, 
in  the  exercise  of  their  undoubted  rights, 
preferred  the  other  applicant. 

WORKMEN'S     COMPENSATION    ACT- 
DUBLIN  CASE. 

Mr.  AUSTIN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
■  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  his  atten- 
-  tion  has  been  called  to  the  case  of  a  man 
I  named  James  Carroll,  who  was  killed  on 
I  the  15th  July  last  year  by  an  accident  in 
i  the  discharge  of  his  duties  as  employee  of 
I  Messrs.  Watkins  and  Company,  brewers, 
I  of  Dublin  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  this 
;  man  left  a  widow  and  three  children  un- 
I  provided    for,   and    that   the    Court    of 

Appeal  held  that  this  case  did  not  come 
1  ^viwiin  the  operation  of  the  Workmen's 
j  Compensation  Act  of  1897,  because  the 

accident  did  not  actually  occur  on  the 
I  premises  of  the  brewery ;  and  whether 
i  the  Government  intend  to  take  any  steps 
!  to  extend  the  Act  so  as  to  cover  accidents 
'  of  this  kind. 

I  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  no 
i  knowledge  of  the  facts  of  the  case  referred 
'  to  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  question,  nor 
I  do  I  know  whether  he  has  accurately  re- 
'  presented  the  legal  decision ;  but  it  has 
I  never  been  deniea  by  my  right  hon.  friend 
j  the  Home  Secretary  that  the  Act  would 
I  require  some  amendment,  and  I  believe 
i  he  has  more  than  once  stated  that  there 
I  are  points  on  which  the  Act  might  not 
i  only  be  amended '  but  extended  with 
I  advantage. 

i  

I 

.  SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (EXEMPTION 

I         FROM  THE  STANDING  ORDER). 

'  Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
I  the  proceedings  on  the  Adjourned  Debate 
I  on  the  Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a 
I  Joint  Committee  on  Municipal  Trading,  if 
,  under  discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this 
.night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the 
!  Standing  Order,  Sittings  of  the  House." 
— (Mr,  A.  J,  Balfour,) 

The  House  divideA  \ — kj  ^%^  \'$i^  -.^owe.  ^ 
92.     (Division  List  ^o.  ^1,^ 
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AUfciopp,  Hon.  George 
Anson,  Sir  William  Keynell 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  lU.  Hon.  John 
Hailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Baird,  John  (Teorge Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfoar,Kt.Hn.A.J.  (Manch'r) 
Hanbary,  Frederick  Cleoi^e 
Barnes,  Frederic  Gorell 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
BeachiKt.  Hu.SirxM.H.  (Bristol) 
Begff,  Fcnlinand  Faithfull 
Betnell,  Commander 
Bho>vnaggree,  Sir  ^I.  M. 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Boulnois,  Edmund 
BowlesjT.  Gibson  (King'sLynn 
Brassey,  Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Carson,  Kt.  Hon.  E«lward 
Cavendish,  K.  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
Cavendish,  V.  C.  W(Derb^'8hire 
Cayzer,  Sir  (Charles  William 
Cecil,  Evelj-n  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  LonT  Hiigli  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,  Kt.Hn.  J.  (Birm.) 
Chamberlain,  J.  Au8ten(  Worc'r 
Chaplin,  lit.  Hon.  Henry 
Cliarriiigton,  Spencer 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harr^- 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Ceilings,  Kt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colomb,  Sir  John  Charles  R. 
Cooke,C.  W.  Kadclitfe  (Heref  d) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow 
Cotton-Jodrell,  Col.  E.  T.  D. 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  ( Bolton) 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Dickmson,  Robert  Edmond 
Dixon-Hartland,  Sir  F.  Dixon 
Douglity,  Cieorge 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford  Sir  William  Theodore 
Dyke,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Wm.  Hart 
Elliot,  Hn.  A.  Ra^)h  Douglas 
Faber,  George  Denison 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Edw. 
Fergusson,  Rt.  Hn.SirJ.(Man. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Fison,  Frederick  William 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Fry,  Le>vis 

Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Gibbons,  J.  Lloyd 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
CJodson,  Sir  Augustus  Fredk. 


{COMMONS} 

AYES. 

Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
(iorst,  Kt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  Eldon 
Goschen,  Rt  HnG.  J.  (S  tGreorge's 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 

,  (Jreen,WalfordD(Wetlne8bury 
Gretton,  John 

:  Greville,  Hon.  Ronald 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,Rt.Hn.Lord  George 
Han  bury,  Rt.Hn.  Robert  Wm. 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Hare,  Thomas  Leigh 
Heath,  James 
Helder,  Augustus 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
HUl,Rt.  Hn.  AStaveley(Staffs. ) 
Hoare,  E.  Broiiie(Hamp8tead) 
Hoare,  Sir  Samuel  (Norw-ich) 
Hobhouse,  Henrv 
Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry 

•  Houldswortb,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Howard,  Joseph  • 
Howell,  William  Tudor 
Hozier,Hon.Jame8HenryCecil 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Jetfrej's,  Arthur  Frederick 

I  Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Kenyon,  .Fames 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Kimber,  Heniy 

;  King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Knowles,  Lees 
Lafone,  Alfred 
La%\Tence,SirE.  Durning-(Com 

'  Lawson,  John  Grant  ( Yorks. ) 
Leighton,  Stanley 
Lie  wely  n^SirDillwy  n  ( S  wansea 
Long,C)ol.CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long,Rt.Hn  Walter(LiveriKX)l 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 

;  Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lyttelton,  Hon.  Alfreti 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 

!  Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M'Arthur,  Charles  (Liveri>o*W) 
M*Iver,  Sir  L.  (Etiinl)urgh,W) 
M'Killop,  James 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
Mellor,  Colonel  (Lancashire) 
Milbank,  Sir  Powlett  C.  John 
Mil  ward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monk,  Charles  .lames 
Moon,  Edwai*d  Rol)ert  Pacv 
Moore.  William  (Antrim,  IS*.) 
More,  Robt.  Jasper  (Shropsh. ) 
Morton,  ArthurH.  A(Deptford) 
Mount,  William  George 
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Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Grsy  C. 
Murray,  KtUnAGraham(Biite) 
Murray,  C.  J.  (Coventry) 
Nicol,  Donald  Niniiui 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lind^Miy 
Penn,  John 
Percy,  Earl 

Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pilkin^u>n,R.  (Lanes,  Newt'n) 
Powel^  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  Geoi^ 
Purvis,  Robert 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rasch,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Remnant,  James  Far^uharson 
Renshaw,  Charles  Bine 
Ritchie,Rt.  HonClias-Thomsoa 
Roljertson,  Herbert  (Hacknert 
Robinson,  Brooke 
Rollit,  Sir  Al  bert  Kaye 
Rothschild,  Hn.  Lionel  Walter 
Russell,  T.  W\  (Tyrone) 
Rutherfonl,  John 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (Limehoue) 
Sa-soon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Savory,  Sir  Joseph 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.  ( Remfrew) 
Sidebotham,  J.  iW.  (Cheshire* 
Sidebottoih,William(Derby8h) 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Uomfoid) 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Christchnich) 
Smith,  JamesParker  (Lanarks. 
Smith,Hon.  W.  F.  D.(StrMidl 
Spencer,  Ernest 
Stanley,Sir  Henr^'M  (Lambeth 
Stephens,  Henry  Charles 
Stirling- Slax  well.  Sir  John  3f. 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Tliomton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinsun,Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Wanklyn,  James  Leslie 
Wan*,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  Sir  Richard  E. 
Welby,Lt.  -Col.  A.  C.E(Taunf n 
Went  worth,  Bruce  C.  Vernon- 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hn.  John  Lloyd 
Whitmore,  Charles  Al^inon 
Willox,  Sir  John  Archibald 
Wilson,J.  W.(  Worcester8h.N.) 
Wiison  Todd,  W.  H.  (York*.^ 
Wodehouse,Rt.  Hn.  E.  R.  (Bach 
Woltf,  Gu<»Uiv  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.Hon.C.  B  Stnait- 
Wrightson,  Thomas 
Wyndham,  (ieorge 
Yerbui^h,  Robert  Armst-roD}: 

Tellers  fou  the  Ayes— 
Sir  William  Walrond  awi 
Mr.  Fisher. 


Abraham,  WilIiam(Cork,N.E.) 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Austin,  Sir  .John  (Yorkshire) 
Austin,  ^L  (Limerick,  W.) 
Bainbridge,  Emerson 


NOES. 

Bayley,  Thomas  (Derbyshire) 

Billson,  Alfred 

Birrell,  Augustine 

Blake,  Edward 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Bums,  John 


Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwell,  .Tames 
Cameron,  Robert  (Durham) 
Campb*{Il-Bannennan,  Sir  H. 
Cawlev,  Frederick 
Colville,  John 
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Crilly,  Daniel 
Crombie,  John  William 
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RAILWAYS    (PREVENTION    OF    ACCI- 
DENTS) BILL. 

[Second  Reading.] 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Secretary  Ritchie.) 

♦Mr.  TENNANT  (Berwickshire):  I 
think  that  in  welcoming  this  Bill  I  shall  be 
expressing  the  sentiments  of  the  whole 
House.  There  are  only  two  points  in 
connection  with  this  measure  upon  which 
I  will  venture  to  oflfer  any  remarks. 
Those  points  are,  firstly,  the  arbitration 
proposals,  and,  secondly,  the  class  of 
workers  who  will  not  come  under  the 
protection  of  the  Bill  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Upon  the  point 
of  arbitration  I  would  only  say  that  we 
have  an  analogy  under  the  Factory  Act, 
which  I  venture  to  think  has  worked 
very  disastrously  to  workers  in  factories 
and  workshops.  I  regret  very  much  that 
this  system  has  found  its  way  into  the 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
understand  that  the  railway  servants  of 
the  country  have  accepted  the  tribunal 
which  he  proposes  for  determining  cases 
in  dispute,  and  I  only  wish  upon  this 
point  to  offer  a  prophecy  that  the  railway 
servants  will  live  to  regret  their  accept- 
ance of  the  arbitration  proposals  under 
this  Bill.  I  wish  now  to  come  to  my 
second  point,  namely,  that  of  the  large 
body  of  railway  servants  who  undergo  Si 


the  dangers  and  risks  of  shunting,  and  of 
all  other  operations  incidental  to  railway 
working,  and   who  will  not  come  under 
the  scope  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Bill; 
I  mean  the  workers  upon  locomotives  in 
factories.  I  have  been  four  years  the  chair- 
man of  a  Committee  appointed  to  inquire 
into  and  report  upon  certain  miscellaneous 
dangerous  trades,  which  made  a  Report 
j  upon  this  subject  in  1896,  and  we  made 
I  eighteen  specific  and  definite  recommenda- 
I  tions,  which  are   evidently   of  a  similar 
I  character  to  those  which  are  anticipated 
!  under  this  Bill.     I  should  like  to  call  the 
I  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  Report  of  that  Committee  to  which 
I  have  alluded,  especially  to  the  schedule 
of  accidents  in  Appendix  IV.   The  record 
of    those    accidents    is     not    complete, 
and  it  was  impossible  for  the  Committee 
to  get  an  absolutely  complete  list  of  the 
accidents  which  occur  to  those  employed 
upon  locomotives  in  factories.     The  list 
has  been  compiled   from   all    the  avail- 
able   sources,  such    as   the   Returns    of 
Her    Majesty's    inspectors    of    factories. 
Board  of   Trade  Returns,    reports   from 
trade     union      secretaries,      newspaper 
reports,     etc.       That    is    the    case    we 
i  have  to  meet,  and  I  doubt  whether  it  is 
i  in  the  power  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
I  man  or  any  of  his   colleagues   in   other 
I  Departments  to  get  a  complete  list  of  the 
accidents  to  the  men  employed  upon  loco- 
motives in  factories  which  do  not  come 
under  the  Board  of  Trade.     There  were 
fourteen  fatal  accidents  between  October, 
1894,  and  December,  1895,  \w  wvei  wsal^ 
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dktvict  in  tlie  Northeast  of  England 
alon«*     I  clftim  for  these  men  working  on 

locomotives  in  factories  the  siirae  prote-c- 
tion  as  is  being  offfjred  to  the  men  work- 
ing on  the  great  trunk  railways.  1  should 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  look 
very  carefully  into  the  iieport  which  I 
have  alluded  to.  I  have  asked  queations 
nepciittKily  upon  this  question  in  this 
House.  On  the  20th  Jo ly  of  last  year* 
I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Hume  Secretary — 

■^  Whether  hb  utteiition  ha^  l>een  calknl  to 
the  ca.'^e  of  lieor>,'«  Bumam,  who  recently 
received  fatal  injuries  while  ^liifttn)^  a  boj^ie 
aloDg  Horue  ralln  at  Mesons.  CaiuiueJV^  wiirks^, 
8hetStiU  p  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  rbler 
added  by  the  coroner's  jnry  kt  their  verihct  uf 
aceidental  deaths  which  wi^  to  the  erfect  that 
there  wan  not  titif  fie  lent  room  at  the  Rides  of 
the  line  ftir  the  men  to  work  in  safety,  he  will 
t<nnmder  the  advirtability  of  iiisuirjg,  at  aii  early 
date,  special  rules  enibwlylng  the  reconimen- 
dations  of  the  Dangerous  Traiies  Cominlttee 
which  apply  to  the  ui»q  of  hieoniotiveH  in 
facto  rie**.'*  j 

And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  replied —   | 

**I  am  making  inquirien  into  the  ease  re-  | 
f erred  to.  Ab  re^^ardH  the  tiecond  piintgmph  of 
the  question^  the  dangers  attend  in j^  the  u^e  of 
locomotive:^  in  factories  seem  to  be  closely  con- 
nected with  the  qutfjition-i  which  have  been 
referred  to  the  Hoyal  Comm»N»ioii  on  Act*idei3ttt 
to  the  Servants  of  Itailway  Comp-mies  and 
Tntck  OiviiefH,  and  I  uin»l  await  tht  He|)Oft 
of  the  (lomnjL'^'^ion  hefc*re  deciding  aa  to  the 
issue  of  apeeial  niles  on  the  subject.  In  the 
meantime,  the  factory  in^spectors  will  do  tVieir 
I  lent  to  secure  improvenient  of  the  conditiane 
where  possible," 

My  point  is  that  these  men  are  now  out- 
side the  Boiird  of  Trade  regulations,  and 
here  is  a  unique  opportunity  to  include 
them  tinder  this  Bill  now  that  this 
measure  is  before  the  House.  No  protec- 
tion whatever  is  otieretl  for  these  railway 
Bervants.  When  1  received  that  answer 
from  the  Home  Secretary  I  forwarded  it 
to  Lord  James,  who  replied  that  he  woiUd 
do  the  beat  he  could,  although  he  was 
afraid  that  the  matter  did  not  come 
within  the  scope  and  power  of  hm  Com- 
mittee.  I  imrticulariy  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman^s  attention  to  this  matter,  j 
because  if  he  does  not  take  these  men  | 
into  hjs  Bill  I  do  not  really  see  how  they 
are  to  get  any  prt>teetion  at  all.  I  am 
simply  asking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
I  to  extend  to  these  men  that  protection  i 
^  which  they  deser^T.,  and  which  he  is 
oxtending  to   similar  ser^^anta  upon  the  ' 

"  See  The  Patli€imeniaty  Debate.t  [Fourth  I 
•Series],  VoL  Ixxiv.,  pa^e  l,3TG, 

Mr,  Tmmmi 


great    trunk    lines*     If    the   right  \m.  I 
Gentleman   will  look  at  pa^je   H  of  tl»  | 
Rei>ort  of  the  Royal  (^ommisaion  he  will 
see  what  tbey  aaj  in  regard  to  "dead' 

huffers.     They  say — 

"The  evil  efTecta  of  the   dend  bnffera,  i 
cially  t]|)On  the  railway  trafHeaad  rolling i 
wereso  clearly  recognised  by  the  railway* 
panics  that  in  1889  a  resolution  was  pAjMUfl 
the  a^oeiated  coiupanict*  rej^olviog  ihi&i  tm 
wagoJis   having  ileaii   bttrferii  Imilt  after  tlm 
date  should  be   received  on    the   Une  of  -'^ 
coiupany^and  by  this  rescjlution  the  o« 
of    such  wagons  I   for  the   most   part  ftitj 
pemotiA  or  bodies  other  than  railway  oompciu 
are  boand.'* 

If  private  owners  and  private  persons  i 
now  bound  by  that  rulci  stirely  theym!|jli 
1)6  bound  also  by  the  rales  which  he  J 
poses  to  make  under  this  BilL      I 
him  either  to  accept  my  pi-oposition ' 
these   persons  should   come   within 
scope  of  this  Bill,  or  else  that  he  sh 
bring   pressure  to  bear  upon  the   Ho 
I  Secretary  to  induce   him  to   bring  iheo  ' 
I  within  the  scope  and   protection  of  tlw 
Bill  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hv^ 
under  his  charge. 

Mr,     LYTTELTON    {Wamiek    uA^ 

Leamington) :  1  desire    to    express 
gratitude  to  the  Government  and  to  I 
right  hon.   Gentleman  on    behalf   of  lujl 
constituency,  which  conUiins  a  goodmn! 
railway  men,  for  having  introduce  th 
measure.  I  consider  that  it  is  very 
able  to  the  Government   that  thej 
not  disappointed  us  with  regami  tol 
legislation  because  of  the  war.      Ma 
us  at  the  general  election  gave  very  st 
expressions  of  our  desire  to  further  i 
legislation,  and  it  certainly  is  a  matter  i 
very    great    importance    to      those 
tis      who     did      so      to    see     a 
of     this     character    brought      forwB 
It  seems  to  me  that  this  Bill  falls  with 
the  category  of  those   measures   whic 
without  doing  an   injustice  to  the  rid 
confers  a  most  emphatic  boon   upon 
poor.     This  Bill,  I  think,  will  save  m»or 
violent  deaths  and  prevent  the  inflictdoo 
of  many  agonising  injuries  if  it  is  passed 
into  la w*     I  should  like  to  say  one  word 
of    very    hearty   congratulation    to    the 
Koyal  Commission  which   ml  upfjn 
matter,  and   particularly  to   Iv^nl  J 
who  presided   over  it.     It  is  not  i 
quently  the  case  with  lioyal  Commis^j^u- 
that  there  is  a  tendency  on   the  jmrt  »if 
those  who   form  them   to   eitdea%our  U> 
accentuate  their  differetices   rather  iAah 
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the  reverse.     In  the  case  of  this  Royal 
Commission,  presided  over  with  wonderful 
tact  and  judgment   by  Lord  James,  its 
members  appear  to    have    had  a    most 
sincere  desire  not  to  accentuate  but  to 
isolate     differences,    and     after     sitting 
eighteen   days   they  have    arrived  at  a 
condensed  Keport  thoroughly  to  the  point, 
and  which,  if  it  is  emb^ied  in  this  Bill, 
will  bring  a  very  great  amount  of  benefit 
to  those  immediately  concerned.     As  for  ; 
the    need    for    this    legislation,  out    of 
400,000  railway  employees,  500  lives  are  \ 
lost  every  year  on  our  railways.  In  round 
numbers,    I    think     there     are     12,400 
men  injured  every  year  on  the  same  rail- 
ways.    This  country  might  engage  in  a 
not  inconsiderable   war.    and   the  result 
would  not  be   more   calamitous  than   a 
single    year  of  these  accidents  on  rail- 
ways.    These   facts  will  all  be  found  in 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission.     I 
am  not  putting  forward   for  the  moment 
that  there  is  any  strict  analogy  between 
the  case  of  passengers  and  railway  em- 
ployees, but   it  is   very  significant  that, 
whereas  in  the  case  of  railway  employees 
no  less  than  1*24  per  thousand  are  killed  j 
and   31    per  thousand   are  injured  in  a  | 
year,  of  passengers  only  one  in  7,000,000  I 
is    killed  and   only   one   in   568,000   is] 
injured.     It  must  be  remembered  that  j 
these  figures  include  the  men  employed  1 
during  all  hours   of   the  day  and  night,  { 
who  are  rushing  over  stations  and  facing 
points,  and  who  have  to  deal  with  every 
conceivable  kind  of  passengers,  however 
idiotic.     I  think   it  is  a  great  tribute  to 
the  great  railways  of  this  kingdom  that 
they  carry  their  passengers  with  such  a 
marvellous  result.     Here  I  wish  to  pay 
also  a  tribute  to  the  members  of  the  great  i 
railway  interests   who  were  members  of  : 
this   Royal    Commission — men   like   Sir  j 
George  Paget  and  Sir  Charles  Scotter —  I 
for  there  was  not  a  voice  put  forward  on  . 
behalf  of  the  great  railway  companies  on  | 
this   Commission   to  criticise   these  pro- 1 
posals ;  not  a  voice  was  heard  in  opposi- 
tion on  the  ground  of  the  expense  which 
undoubtedly  must  ultimately   fall   upon 
the   companies,   who   will   have    to  put 
these  proposals  in  force.     So  much  with 
regard   to   the  deaths    that   are   caused 
every     year    on    our    railway    system. 
The  House  will  also  be  interested  to  know 
that  the  injuries  which  occur  on  our  railway 
systems  are  enormous ;  12,3.78  men  on  an 
average  are  injured  every  year,  and  I  do 
not  think  I  am  exaggerating  when  I  say 


that  the  injuries  sustained  by  railway 
servants  are  generally  of  a  very  serious 
character  indeed.  They  do  not  work,  as 
many  men  work,  with  horses,  which  have 
the  generous  impulse  to  step  aside  when  a 
man  meets  with  a  fall.  Railway  servants 
work  on  iron,  and  among  wagons  having 
great  momentum  and  containing  heavy 
weights.  The  accidents  to  shunters  and 
platelayers  from  trains  running  along  the 
lines  are,  as  a  rule,  very  serious,  and 
do  not  give  the  victim  a  second 
chance.  There  are  some  very  remark- 
able figures  in  the  subject  contained  in  a 
recent  Board  of  Trade  Return.  Of  men 
working  on  the  permanent  way  ninety- 
nine  on  an  average  are  killed,  and  only 
239  injured.  That  is  to  say  that  nearly 
half  the  men  who  meet  ^vith  accidents  on 
the  permanent  way  are  killed  outright. 
That  will  enable  the  House  to  form  a 
judgment  of  the  serious  character  of  the 
injuries  that  are  inflicted  on  them.  It  is 
worse  still  with  regard  to  the  men  whose 
duty  it  is  to  stand  on  or  cross  the  line. 
One  hundred  and  twenty-three  of  these 
men  on  an  average  are  killed  every  year, 
and  245  injured,  or  more  than  50  per 
cent,  are  actually  killed  outright.  The 
House  will  thus  see  the  remorseless  charac- 
ter of  the  injuries  inflicted  on  these  men. 
I  remember  reading  a  book  written  by 
a  very  clever  njan,  who  imagined  a  state 
of  things  far  in  advance  of  the  present 
time,  and  one  of  the  things  he  pictured 
was  a  number  of  machines  broken  up  by 
the  enlightened  people  of  the  period 
because  of  the  injuries  they  had  inflicted. 
That  is  not,  of  course,  a  practical  proposal, 
but  it  illustrates  the  character  of  the  life 
these  men  have  to  lead,  and  the  dangers 
they  have  to  face.  I  have  said  enough  as 
to  the  urgency  of  this  measure.  It  was 
unanimously  recommended  by  a  Royal 
Commission,  composed  of  members  repre- 
senting the  railway  servants  and  the  great 
railway  interests,  and  I  think  it  is  honour- 
able to  the  railway  companies  that  they 
have  not  opposed  these  reforms,  burden- 
some though  they  may  be,  and  it  is  honour- 
able also  to  the  representatives  of  the 
railway  servants  who  have  accepted 
these  benefits  in  the  spirit  in  which 
they  have  been  offered.  One  word  as  to 
the  procedure  of  this  Bill.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  preceded  me,  and  who  is 
more  familiar  than  I  am  with  the  Factory 
Acts,  uttered  a  note  of  warning  with  re- 
gard to  what  he  called  the  arbitration 
provision  in  this  Bill, which  he  cow^^Ast^^ 
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to  be  analogous  to  that  in  the  Factory  I  House  would  not  be  as  unanimOos  as  it 
Acts.  I  have  always  understood  that  the  |  is  in  passing  the  Second  Heading  of  this 
objection  which  exists  to  the  arbitration  i  Bill.  At  the  same  time,  I  would  wish  to 
clause  in  the  Factory  Acts  is  that  the  i  enter  a  aiveat^  as  one  who  has  been  in- 
responsibility  of  the  Home  Office  is  dele- '  terested  all  my  life  in  two  very  dangeroiu 
gated  to  an  arbitrator  outside  the  office.  |  trades — mining  and  railway  work— and 
In  this  Bill  the  proposal  is  that  the  Board  j  as  one  who  has,  perhaps,  a  longer  ex- 
of  Trade  shall  certify  the  dangerous  |  perience  than  any  other  Member  of  this 
trade,  and  shall  initiate  legislation  i  House  in  these  trades.  AVhat  I  am  a  little 
after  inquiry,  and  there  is  an  i  afraid  of  is  that  the  Bill  does  not  clearly 
appeal  not  to  an  outside  arbitrator,  ,  definewhat  the  duties  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
but  to  the  liailway  Commission,  which  !  are  and  what  are  the  duties  of  the  railway 
consists  of  railway  experts  presided  over  ;  companies.  The  Bill  is  very  generally  drawn 
by  a  judge.  The  hon.  Gentleman  may  \  — rather  confusingly  drawn,  if  I  may  say 
therefore  console  himself  if  he  imagines  i  so,  with  all  due  deference  to  the  right 
that  there  is  a  similar  provision  in  this  !  hon.  Gentleman's  draughtsman.  It  does 
Bill  to  that  in  the  Factory  Acts.  The  i  not  deal  with  specific  points,  and  that  is 
proposal  is  quite  different,  and  the  tri- 1  a  great  disadvantage.  I  think,  also, 
bunal  of  appeal  has  no  analogy  to  that  in  !  there  is  danger  in  taking  responsibility  off 
the  Factory  Acts.     This  Bill,  of  course,  1  the  shoulders  of  those  who  ought  to  bear 


embodies  a  tendency  which  is  very  fre- 
quent of  putting  additional  work — I  may 
almost  say  legislative  power — on  one  of 
our  great  Departments  of  State.  It  is 
far  too  late  now  to  object  to  such  a  ten- 
dency.    But  I  would   point  out,   and  I 


it,  and  placing  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  and  officers  of  the  Government 
It  is  most  dangerous  to  those  employed 
in  the  management  of  railways  to  take 
away  the  responsibility  whi<*h  ought  to 
devolve  on  them.  After  a  long  experience 


think  my    right    hon.  friend  the    Pre-  \  of  railway  matters  I  can  say  that  there 
sident    of     the   Board     of    Trade    has  i  is   nothing  that   railway   companies  are 


it  in  view,  that  it  is  worse  than  use- 
less to  pile  important  duties  on 
a  Government  Department  unless  it 
is  also  given  an  additional  staff'.  A  multi- 
plicity of  duties  has  lately  been  imposed 
on  the  Board  of  Trade.      It  has  to  decide 


more  ready  to  adopt  than  anything 
which  will  prevent  the  terrible  accidents 
which  are  so  frequently  before  the  House. 
So  far  as  my  vote  is  concerned,  it  will  go, 
as  it  has  gone  on  other  occasions  where 
dangerous  trade  were  concerned,  in  favour 


important  engineering  questions,  to  decide  of  doing  everything  that  can  l>e  done  in 
whether  they  will  affect  the  trade  of  the  order  to  diminish  the  risk  of  accidents.  A 
country,  whether  they  are  reasonable  or  '  very  excellent  table  drawn  up  by  one  of 
not  under  all  the  circumstances,  and  what  the  railway  managers  was  submitted  in 
period  should  l)e  given  to  carry  them  out.  '  evidence  before  the  Royal  Commission. 
These  are  all  very  difficult  questions '  It  shows  that,  taking  the  deaths  from 
indeed,  and  deserve  that  a  great  deal  of  accidents  in  mines  and  on  railways,  that 
time  should  ])e  spent  on  them.  My  last  \  freedom  from  the  Board  of  Trade  in  the 
word  will  ])e  that  I  trust  the  recommenda-  case  of  railways  has  had  the  very  same 
tion  of  the  Koyal  Commission  that  a  sub-  effect  as  being  under  the  regulations  of 
stantial  addition  should  be  made  to  the  i  the  Home  Office.  In  the  case  of  collieries 
staff  of  the  Board  of  Trade  will  find  :  there  has  been  a  steady  decrease  in  the  loss 
acceptance  not  only  from  my  right  hon.  j  of  life  under  the  regulations  of  the  Home 
friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Office,  and  the  same  in  the  railway  world. 
Trade,  but  also  from  a  more  important  i  without  the  regulations  contemplated  in 
body — the  Treasury.  '  this  Bill;  not,  however,  that  this  Bill  is  not 

'  required.  I  find  that  from  1 876  to  1 881  the 
*SiR  J.  W.  PEASE  (Durham,  Rarnard  deaths  per  thousand  in  mines  was  2-39,and 
Castle)  ;  I  have  listened  to  the  comments  ,  on  railways  2'61 ;  from  1881  to  1885  2  and 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  with  ;  2-05  ;  from  1886  to  1890  1*83  and  1*58; 
considerable  interest.  He  devoted  a  great  ;  from  1891  to  1895, 1-52  and  1-52  ;  and  from 
portion  of  his  speech  to  the  injuries  which  ',  1896  to  1898,  1*37  and  J  -24.  That  shows 
railway  servants  receive.  That  is  one  of '  that  the  Board  of  Trade  or  the  Home 
the  melancholy  facts  connected  with  the  I  Office  cannot  do  everything,  and  that  care 


carrying    on     of    what    are    known 
dangerous  trades,  and  if  it  were  not  so  the 

Mr,  Lfjtteltun, 


must   be  taken  not  to  discourage  those 
regulations    and    inventions    which  em- 
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ployers  of  men  are  bound  to  provide.  I 
know  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
intend  to  take  the  responsibility  off  the 
shoulders  of  those  who  ought  to  bear  it. 
I  can  see  that  all  through  his  Bill.  On 
some  railway  lines  the  loss  of  life  is  much 
greater  than  on  others,  and  that,  of  course, 
should  command  the  attention  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  After  all,  these  regula- 
tions mean  that  you  bring  employers 
who  are  careless  of  the  lives  of 
their  men  up  to  the  standard 
of  those  who  are  most  careful. 
That  is  a  very  great  point  gained ;  it 
takes  a  good  deal  of  the  point  off  what 
my  hon.  friend  opposite  said  to  the  effect 
that  the  railway  companies  are  to  be  com- 
miserated. I  do  not  think  the  railway 
companies  are  to  be  commiserated  for 
ha\'ing  to  do  that  which  is  right  and 
needful,  to  diminish  the  loss  of  life  and 
reduce  it  to  the  smallest  possi])le  amount. 
iBut  having  done  that,  do  not  let  us  destroy 
the  inventive  powers  of  ingenious  and  prac- 
tical men  employed  on  the  railways  of  this 
country,  to  whom  this  country  owes  so 
much,  by  placing  certain  inventions  under 
the  patronage,  as  it  were,  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  I  think  there  was  a  very  great 
catastrophe  just  averted  in  coimection 
with  automatic  brakes  a  year  ago.  If  the 
automatic  brake  urged  so  pertinaciously 
in  one  of  the  Government  departments 
had  been  adopted,  it  would  have  ended  in 
a  complete  fiasco.  There  is  something  to 
me  very  pletisant  and  very  tempting 
about  the  idea  of  automatic  couplings.  I 
have  paid  some  attention  to  the  question, 
and  I  very  much  doubt  if  we  have  yet 
got  an  automatic  coupling  which  is 
a  safe  coupling,  and  likely  to  1)ring 
about  less  loss  of  life  than  there 
with       the        old        rudimentary 


IS 

couplings  used.  The  figures  laid  before 
us  do  not  bear  the  test  of  accurate  ex- 
amination. Those  who  have  seen  these 
automatic  couplings  at  work  in  America 
(practical  men)  have  pointed  out  to  me 
how  under  the  English  system  these  auto- 
matic couplings  would  not  be  equal  to 
what  is  required  here.  If  automatic 
couplings  are  adopted,  which  I  quite  agree 
it  will  be  necessary  to  do  sooner  or  later, 
and  the  sooner  the  l)etter,  we  have  this 
great  difficulty  to  face — they  cannot 
be  placed  on  the  enormous  rolling  stock 
of  the  kingdom  without  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  and  expense,  although  the  auto- 
matic process  may  be  applied  to  the  hqw 
stock  at  comparatively    little    expense. 


I  Then  you  come  to  the  difficulty  in  our 

large  railway  system  of  having  one  set  of 

I  wagons  with    automatic    couplings    and 

I  another  set    without    them,    and    your 

economic     troubles    begin.       All     these 

things    have    to    be    contemplated    and 

thoroughly  investigated   when   this   Bill 

;  goes  into  Committee,  which  I  hope  will 

be  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House.   The 

'  interest   of   the   great    transit    trade    in 

j  passengers  and  goods  in  this  country  must 

I  be  very  carefully  considered  ;  but  human 

I  life  and  the  safety  of  human  life  ought  to 

!  be  the  first  object  in  view  in  this  House. 

j    ♦Mr.  TOMLINSON   (Preston):    I   am 
very  glad   to   have   the   opportunity   of 
,  saying  a  few  words  on  this  Bill,  although 
'  I  have  not  had  the  extensive  experience 
of  my  hon.  friend  opposite.     My  experi- 
ence is  confined  to  working  traffic  on  a 
I  small     scale    on    what   is   practically    a 
;  branch  goods  station.     I  hope  that  this 
I  Bill,   with    some   amendment,   will   pass 
I  this  session.      Perhaps   the   most   useful 
clause  in   the  Bill  is  the  one  providing  a 
j  better  system  of  inspection  by  the  Board 
j  of    Trade  of     dangerous    places.      This 
I  clause   especially  commends   itself    very 
j  strongly  not  only  to  those  who   take  a 
I  philanthropic      interest     in     preventing 
i  injury  and  loss  of  life,  but  to  those  who 
\  have  a  practical  knowledge  of  the  working 
of  railways.  I  hope  that  the  inspection  will 
'  be  so  arranged  that  it  will  work  as  satis- 
\  factorily  as  the  inspections  which  are  car- 
ried out  by  the  Home  Office,  and  that  the 
inspection  by  the  Board  of  Trade  will  be 
on    substiintially     the    same    principles, 
which    are    approved    of    by   men   em- 
ployed on   railways,  and  that  care  will 
be  taken  to  prevent  any  clashing  between 
i  the    work    of     the    two     Departments. 
I  Passing  from    that,    I    would   turn     to 
j  Clause   1.     It  is  divided  into  three  sub- 
j  sections,  and  in  regard  to  the  first,  I  think 
!  that  the  mode  in  which  the  subjects  come 
I  under  it  and  in  the  schedule  is  proper 
!  and  right ;  only  I  hope  that  some  method 
,  may  be  adopted  by  which  in  some  of  the 
I  subjects  there  enumerated  the  time  for 
j  carrying  out  particular  alterations  may  be 
!  specified.     I  regi-et   that   there   are  two 
j  subjects  dealt  with  in  the  Report  which 
'  are  not  placed  in  that  schedule.    The  first 
;  is  loose  shackles.     I  know  that  there  is  a 
greater  degree  of  safety  in  coupling  loose 
shackles  than  tight  shackles ;    and  I  do 
not  see  that  any  great  length  of  time 
would  be  required  to  adopt  loose  shackles 
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Trade    want    to    do    in    these  matten. 


universally.  The  Board  of  Trade  might, 
perhaps,  fix  it  at  a  year  and  a  half.  The 
other  matter  that  might  have  come  in  is  the 


With  regard  to  this  branch  of  the  sob- 
ject,  the  Report  lays   down  some  prin- 


iise  of  spring  buffers.  There  is  no  doubt  |  ciples  which  ought  to  be  ob8er\-ed.  It 
that  coupling  is  more  safe  with  spring  i  says  that  where  it  is  in  contemplatioa  to 
than  with  dead  bufters,  and  I  do  not  know  |  make  general  rules  or  specific  orders  care 
why  the  Boani  of  Trade  should  not  at '  should  be  exercised  so  as  not  to  unduly 
once  in  the  Bill  lay  down  some  regulation  I  interfere  with  the  trade  of  the  countrr. 
for  providing  spring  buffers.  There  may  |  The  Board  of  Trade  have  introduced  a 
be  some  question  as  to  what  the  period  '■■  clause  which  says  that  the  Railway  Com- 
should  be  within  which  they  should  be  \  missioners  shall  inquire  into  this.  Now 
provided — the  Report  of  the  Commission  i  what  I  wish  to  draw  to  the  attention  of  tlie 
hints  at  ten  years  ;  but  from  what  I  |  House  is  that  in  the  provisions  which  gire 
have  heard,  in  some  parts  of  the  country  i  these  vast  powers  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
it  is  thought  that  a  longer  period  may  be  |  some  such  restrictions  as  the  Koj'al  Corn- 
required.  Another  matter  is  signal  \  mission  suggested  should  apply  to  their 
lamps.  The  real  danger  of  working '  rules  in  the  first  instance.  Such  rw- 
signal  lamps  is  that  the  shunter  has  at !  trictions  should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill 
present  to  use  both  hands ;  and  it  would  itself,  and  the  order  required  to  be 
be  a  great  matter  if  a  signal  lamp  could  :  made  should  be  subject  to  a  proviaioo 
be  invented  which  could  be  worked  by  one  i  against  any  undue  haste  }>eing  made  to 
hand.  Two  workmen  of  my  own  spent ;  put  it  into  operation.  These  orders  of 
their  evenings  last  winter  in  inventing '  the  Board  of  Trade  may  interfere  renr 
such  a  lump ;  and  it  was  tried  by  the  |  widely  not  only  with  the  companies 
London  and  North  Western  Railway  I  themselves,  but  with  the  general  carrying 
Company.  I  do  not  know  whether  my  '  trade  of  the  country,  and  traders  ougbt 
hon.  and  gallant  friend  has  seen  it.  1  .  to  be  protected  in  some  reasonable  way 
believe  the  London  and  North  Western  |  in  oi*der  to  enable  them  to  carry  on  their 
Railway  Conipiuiy  have  a  lamp  of  their  i.  trade  without  undue  apprehension. 
own,  which  1  understand  is  a  better  one  I  Although  these  may  all  be  questions  for 
than  the  one  I  have  referred  to ;  and  there  i  Committee,  it  is  only  right  that  we 
might  be  a  time  limit  within  which  the  .  should  sketch  out  those  matters  which 
use  of  these'  lamps  should  be  made  im-  we  think  ought  to  be  dealt  with  before- 
perativo.  I  think  that  some  observations  hand,  and  to  which  the  attention  of  the 
may  fairly  be  made  as  to  the  very  broad  i  Board  of  Trade  ought  to  be  directed.  Nov, 
and  vague  lines  on  which  the  third  1 1  should  like  to  say  just  one  word  as  to  the 
Hub-sectiou  is  drawn.  It  really  gives  \  Railway  Commissioners.  I  am  one  of 
<?n()rm()us  i)owers  to  the  Boiird  of  Trade.  ■  the  few  in  this  House  who  have 
1  do  not  understand  why,  with  all  the  i  been  a  suitor  l)efore  the  Railway 
experience  the  Boiinl  of  Trade  have  had,  1  Commissioners,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
they  shiMihl  not  by  this  time  have  been  |  anyone  who  has  been  before  that  Ixxiy  in 
able  to  ap}K)ach  the  exact  kind  of  thing  ;  such  a  capacity  is  quite  satisfied  with 
which  they  think  should  be  introduced.  I  '  that  court.  It  is  a  very  costly  and  very 
suppose  they  do  contemplate  under  this  |  technical  court,  unable  in  many  cases  to 
clause  bringing  in  things  of  very  great  j  give  general  effect  to  the  decisions  at 
ImporUmce,  because  no  doul)t  sulvsection  |  which  it  ariives.  I  do  not  know  whether 
.*i  is  tht^  motive  for  Clause  12.  Now,  by  ;  the  Board  of  Trade  considers  that  the 
that  clause  the  B(^u*d  of  Trade  may  re- ;  existing  machinery  is  adapted  to  the 
quire  some  expenditure  to  be  made  which  !  necessities  of  its  present  work.  I  should 
would  be  a  very  severe  l)urden  on  the  \  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
Tiiilway  conifMinies,  even  compelling  them  |  whether  he  has  considered  the  present 
to  lireak  faith  with  their  debenture  I  constitution  of  that  court  and  what 
<nMlitt)rs.  I  infer  that  they  allude  to  such  \  alterations  he  considers  necessary  to  adapt 
things  as  the  reconstruction  of  shunting  |  it  to  the  new  work  of  dealing  with  rules 
sidings  or  the  compulsory  adoption  of  «  and  orders  made  under  this  Bill.  These 
automatic  couplings,  which  would  render  are  a  few  of  the  matters  1  have  thought  it 
nuieli  o(  tlie  rolling  stock  of  the  com- .  right  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the 
panics  vahu^less.  I  think  we  ought  to  ,  House,  but  there  are  others  which  will 
try  in  CVmnnittee  to  define  more  i  properly  form  the  subject  of  discussion 
dearly  what    it    is     that   the  Board   of  I  in  Committee.     So  far  as  I  am  concerned, 

.///'.  Toffilinson,  • 
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I  think  every  effort  ought  to  be  made  to 
pass  this  Bill  through  Parliament,  and  I 
agree  with  my  hon.  friend  opposite  that  a 
Bill  of  such  extreme  importance  ought  to 
be  discussed  in  Committee  of  the  whole 
House. 

♦Mr.   MADDISON    (Sheffield,   Bright- 
side)  :  I  am  sure  after  the  two  speeches 
we  have  listened  to — the  one  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  and  the  other  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  the  Member  for  Preston — 
great  hopes  are  held  that  the  right  hon. 
Uentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade   will   be  able  to   bring  this   Bill 
through  all  its  various  stages  unaltered, 
unless  it    is  further  improved    in    the 
direction  of  safety.     In  both  the  speeches 
to  which  I  have  alluded,  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  made  them  admit  the  need  of 
this  reform  and  also  express  their  desire 
to   promote  it.      The  hon.   Member  for 
Preston,  to  whose  speech  I  listened  with 
great  interest,  went  into  details,  and  spoke 
of  spring  buffers  and   other  things,  and 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
put  them  in  a  definite  way  in  the  schedule 
of  the  Bill.     Now,  I  am  quite  certain  if 
the  hon.  Member  and  others  representing 
railway  interests  pursued  their  course  in 
this  direction,  and  saw    the   right   hon. 
Grentleman  on  the  subject,  that  he  would 
not  be  an  opponent  of  the  Bill  in  that 
direction.    With  regard  to  what  has  been 
said    about    the    Royal    Commission,    I 
also  must  pay  my  tribute  of  respect  to 
that  Commission  for  the  manner  in  which 
it  has  done  its  work,  although  I  do  not 
think  for  a  moment  that  the  Commission 
exhausted  its  subject.     No  doubt  it  had 
to  sacrifice  some   little  thoroughness  of  i 
inquiry  and  investigation  in  order  that  a 
Report  might  be  obtained  quickly.     I  do  j 
not  complain  of  that,  and,  much  as  I  am 
pleased  at  the  introduction  of  this   Bill 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  am  not  in  i 
the  jubilant  mood  of  a  great  many  hon.  j 
Members  of  this   House.     Railway  men  | 
have  waited  too  long  for  reforms  against  ■ 
which   no   arguments  have  been   urged  I 
except    the    one    that    they    will    cost  '■ 
money.      The    right,     hon.     Gentleman  | 
was    good   enough  to  grant   a    Return  { 
of  ten   years  shunting    accidents,   from  | 
which  it  appears  that  the  whole  number  j 
of   men    employed    in    this     dangerous  j 
occupation — 19,000 — have  been  killed  or 
injured  during  the  last  ten  years.      This 
is  a  matter  which  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
men will  see  the  force  of.      Here  is  an 


army  of  the  soldiers  of  industry  19,000 
strong,  and  in  ten  years  nearly  every  one 
of  those  men  is  put  out  of  action 
at  one  time  or  other,  a  large  proportion 
being  killed.  That  fact  in  itself  is 
sufficient  to  justify  something  being  done. 
Last  year  many  of  us  recognised  that 
there  was  not  sufficient  force  behind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  carry  his  Bill, 
and  I  am  only  too  pleased  that  today  we 
have  a  Bill  before  us  which  stands  a  very 
fair  chance  of  passing  into  law  this 
session.  As  to  the  opinions  we  hold  on 
this  question,  I  may  refer  to  the  fact  that 
in  the  Amendment  I  moved  to  the 
address  last  year,  I  asked  for  automatic 
couplings  and  a  better  inspection  of  rail- 
ways ;  the  first  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man agreed  to,  the  latter  he  did  not.  In 
this  Bill  I  fipd  nothing  about  automatic 
couplings,  but  the  better  inspection  is 
granted.  For  more  than  a  quarter  of  a 
century  the  Amalgamated  Society  of  Rail- 
way Servants  have  been  advocating,  at 
great  expense,  every  reform  indicated  in 
the  Bill  and  some  that  are  not,  and  it  has 
taken  the  whole  of  that  time  for  this 
House  to  consider  the  question.  This 
Bill  cannot  be  called  a  bold  attempt  to 
deal  ^vith  this  matter,  which  is  probably 
in  its  favour,  as  it  increases  its  chance  of 
passing  into  law.  Neither  is  it  in  any 
way  a  final  settlement,  but  it  is  a 
step  in  the  right  direction,  and  as 
such  it  will  receive  my  hearty  support. 
I  do  not  wish,  of  course,  to  go  into  details 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  but  I 
wish  to  mention  one  or  two  points  which 
I  think  are  worthy  of  consideration.  In 
the  first  place  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  taken  a  stronger 
line  with  respect  to  the  twelve  scheduled 
items.  The  House  will  know  most  of 
them.  I  venture  to  say  that  of  these  twelve 
items  in  the  schedule,  there  is  scarcely 
one — and  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  agree  with  me — which  ought  not  to 
be  considet^  non-controversial.  They 
are  of  such  a  kind  as,  looking  to  the 
course  of  the  various  debates^  the  evidence 
before  the  Commission,  and  the  Report  of 
the  Commission,  must  be  placed  in  the 
category  of  railway  reforms  the  necessity 
of  which  has  been  absolutely  proved; 
indeed  some  of  these,  such  as  brake 
levers,  labelling  wagons,  ^  and  so  on,  the- 
railway  companies  at  their  annual  meet- 
ings and  through  the  railway  papers  have 
said,  over  and  o^"e^  again,  are   matters. 
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■whicli  otight  to  be  put  into  operation,  and  : 
they   raise  no   objection   to  them.     But  \ 
the  clause  contains  these  words,  "  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  may  make  such  arrange- 
ments."    I  should  very  much  prefer,  of 
<?ourse,  the   word   "  shall,"  and  I   think 
there  is  a  claim  for  this  provision  because 
iiutomatic    couplings    and   other    things 
which     might    l)e    mentioned    are     un- ' 
doubtedly  at  the   present   stage   not   in 
the      non-controversial     category,      and  • 
therefore       the       making       of       them  ■ 
•compulsory  would  find,    I   know,    some 
considerable  resistance  in  this  House,  but 
surely  the  matters  about  which  we  are  ' 
.all  agreed  might  have  been  secured  by  a 
<;ompulsory   clause   and    not  one   which 
leaves  it  entirely  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Indeed,  I  would   say  as   to   the  general ; 
principle  of  this  Bill,  that  the  Bill  is  pre- 
<;isely  what  the  President  of  the  Board  of  ■ 
Trade  will  make  it.      With  a  bad  Presi- 
•dent  and  a  lax  Department  this  Bill  is  not 
worth  the  paper  it  is  printed  on,  but  with 
jBLii  active   President  and  a  sympathetic 
Department  you  could  do  almost  anything 
with  this  Bill.      It  may  bo  said  that  we 
never  have  l>ad  Presidents  or  a  lax  De-  i 
partment.      That  is  a  matter  of  opinion,  ' 
but  I   should  like  to  have  a  safeguard 
against  what  may  happen.    The  President '. 
of  the  Board  of  Trade   would  have  l)een  ' 
well  advised  with  respect  to  those  things 
al)Out  which  we  are  all  agi*eed  if  he  had 
made   them    al)S()hitely   compulsory.       I 
have  never  in   this  House  attempted  to 
be  arbitrary  or  reckless  in  dealing  with 
the  manipulation  of  railway  traffic.    Anv- ' 
one   who   thinks    that    the    complicated 
mechanism  of  railways  can  be  made  sul)- 
ject  to  the  whims  and  caprices  of  even  the 
most  eminent  Members  of  this  House  does 
not  know  anything  about  it.     So  far  as  a 
reasonable  time  limit  is  concerned,  I,  for  | 
one,  should   not  be  an  opponent  at  all, 
because    I   lealise  the  delicacy  and  diffi- 
culty   of    dealing     with    this    question.  ' 
I     see,     I     think,     another     defect     in : 
the      Bill.       These      rules      require     to 
l)e  applied  to  each  company  in  the  king- ' 
<lom.     Here,  again,  I  think  that  there  are  ' 
certiiin  precautions   that  are  admittedly 
necessary,   and   not   only   that,  but    are  ■ 
admittedly  practicable  and  easy  to  put  in 
opei-ation   with    practically   no   cost  and  | 
■with  very  little  time.    I  think  that  having  i 
once   asceitaincd    what    these   are,  they  ' 
ought  to  be  put  in  optjration  on  the  North 
Easteriijthe  5sorth  A\'estern,  the  Caml)rian, 
and  all  other  railways.     On  the  contrarv, 
JL\  Mtn/dison. 


there  may  be,  I  do  not  say  that  there  ire, 
certain  companies  that  will  require  moR 
pressure  than  other  companies,  sometimM 
rightly,  and  at  other  times  wrongly.  I 
think  the  class  of  rules  to  which  I  hiTf 
referred  should  be  of  universal  applici- 
tion.  I  am  a  little  afraid  of  Clause  i 
It  says — 

"The  Board  of  Trade,  in  considering  ut 
objection  to  a  draft  rule,  and  the  Comnii- 
sioners  in  considering  any  ohjection  referred  to 
them,  shall,  amongst  other  niatterR,  h^fe 
i*egard  to  the  ([uestion  whether  the  require- 
ments of  the  mle  woald  materially  interfere 
witli  tlie  trade  of  the  conntn"*,  or  with  Uie 
necessary  o^ierations  of  any  railway  compuy." 

If  that  is  just  a  pious  concession  to  the 
railway  companies  I  do  not  mind,  hut  I 
cannot  conceive  of  any  great  reform 
which  would  not  1>e  endangered  by  it 
The  small  items  I  have  referred  to  would 
not  be  touched  by  this  clause,  and  that  is 
why  I  want  them  placed  in  the  same 
category.  But  how  can  you  introduce 
any  great  change  in  railway  applianoes 
without  interfering  with  the  trade  of 
the  country,  or  with  the  necessary 
operations  of  any  railway  company  ? 
There  is  such  a  thing  as  a  continuoas 
brake.  The  Boai*d  of  Trade  do  not  say 
to  the  railway  company,  "  You  must  equip 
your  stock  with  a  particular  brake.'*  The 
Department  says  it  must  l>e  equipped 
with  a  continuous  brake  which  conforms 
to  certain  conditions  which  are  laid  down 
by  the  statute,  and  positively  there  is  no 
danger  of  this  idea  of  running  some 
patent  to  death.  I  do  not  see  why  this 
clause  should  make  any  improvement 
subject  to  interference  with  tmttic,  because 
there  are  only  one  or  two  ways  it 
can  interfere.  If  it  interfei-es  in  the 
sense  that  there  are  little  difficulties  in 
the  transition  period,  I  can  understand  it 
The  experience  of  America  with  respect 
to  their  automatic  coupler  was  simply 
this  :  They  passed  a  law  that  said,  "  In 
five  years  all  your  stock  must  he 
equipped  with  automatic  couplings. '*  They 
eventually  extended  the  limit  to  two 
more  yciirs.  At  the  end  of  these  five 
years  30  per  cent,  of  the  stock  in  America 
was  still  being  coupled  by  the  okl-fashioned 
method,  and  the  railway  men  had  to  con- 
tend now  with  the  automatic  coupler 
and  now  with  the  hand  coupler.  In  the 
first  year  or  two  of  that  dangerous  work  a 
very  large  number  of  lives  were  lost. 
But  under  this  cLiu.se  a  railway  com- 
pany might  point  out  to   the  President 
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of  the  Board  of  Trade,  "If 
introduce  automatic  couplers  it 
cause  the  men  greater  danger  and  inter- 
fere with  our  traffic,"  and  therefore  I 
cannot  think  that  these  words  are 
nece&sary.  Of  course,  another  method  of 
interference  would  be  to  force  on  a  railway 
company  some  appliance  which  would 
positively  prevent  them  working  their 
traffic.  If  that  was  pointed  out  and 
shown  to  be  the  case  it  would  end  the 
whole  business  with  that  particular 
appliance.  Therefore,  I  do  think  there 
was  no  need  for  these  words.  I  have 
only  to  say  one  word  about  the  Kail  way 
and  Canal  Commission.  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  in  regard  to 
that  matter.  I  do  not  think  the  Railway 
and  Canal  Commission  is  an  ideal  body  to 
he  the  court  of  appeal  in  a  matter  of  this 
«ort.  In  fact,  I  should  rather  have 
thought  that  they  were  about  the  worst 
body  that  could  have  been  selected  for 
the  purpose.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
may  have  other  reasons  which  he  will 
^ve  us  why  this  body  was  selected,  but  I 
certainly  think  we  ought  to  be  able  to 
^et  together  a  small  tribunal  which  would 
possess  qualifications.  I  submit  that  in 
trying  those  appeals  nobody  except  those 
possessing  highly  technical  (qualifications, 
it  might  be  with  the  legal  element  in  it, 
would  1)e  able  to  deal  fairly  with  these 
questions.  It  is  a  question  of  fact,  it  is 
not  a  question  of  opinion.  There  will  be 
allegations  that  appliances  cannot 
he  worked,  and  that  they  can 
be  worked.  It  is  not  long  legal 
arguments  that  are  required,  ])ut 
practical  knowledge  of  railway  work  that 
can  alone  decide  these  matters,  and  I  say 
that  in  the  interest  equally  of  the  public 
and  the  men.  I  want  to  say  in  conclu- 
sion that  I  rejoice  in  the  great  work  of 
my  respected  predecessor  in  the  seat  I  so 
"wnworthily  fill  as  compared  with  him — 
Mr.  Mundella.  This  Bill  has  been  made 
far  more  eas\^  by  the  fact  that  he  was  the 
first  British  Minister  who  sent  into  the 
shunting  yards  and  other  places  of  this 
country  two  practical  railwaymen.  They 
have  been  able  to  get  into  the  nooks  and 
comers  of  railway  work.  Before  then  we 
had  most  elaborate  inquiries  into  the 
cause  of  loss  of  life  to  passengers,  but  you 
killed  your  railway  men,  and  all  that  was 
recorded  of  them  was  some  paragraph  in 
a  local  paper  which  related  the  horrible 
fact.  Now  you  have  two  men  inquiring 
into  accidente  to  railway  men.      When 


you  do  put  practical  men  face  to 
face  with  these  great  industrial  dangers, 
I  venture  to  say  that  not  only  this  House 
but  the  country  will  respond  readily  and 
enthusiastically  to  the  demand  which  is 
now  being  made  on  the  railway  com- 
panies by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  I 
can  assure  him  that  there  is  a  wide  field 
that  even  his  Bill  has  not  covered.  I 
believe  that  in  all  legislation  of  this 
character  you  should  put  human  life 
before  everything  else ;  and,  secondly,  you 
should  remember  that  railways  are  com- 
plicated pieces  of  mechanism.  If  these 
things  are  borne  in  mind  then  great 
results  will  follow. 

SirFORTESCUE  FLANNERY  (York- 
shire, Shipley) :  I  desire  to  join  in  the 
congratulations  to  the  Government  for  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill.  Of  those  con- 
gratulations I  think  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  particular  deserves  the 
greater  share,  for  the  position  in  which  he 
has  been  placed  is  one  of  extraordinary 
difficulty.  In  regard  to  the  remarks  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Brightside 
Division,  it  appears  to  me  that  they  con- 
tain a  certain  amount  of  contradiction.  In 
one  part  of  his  speech  he  expressed  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  enthusiasm  in  favour  of 
the  measure,  and  then  he  pointed  out 
that  the  whole  operation  of  the  Bill  will 
rest  with  the  Board  of  Trade.  I  wish  to 
say  a  word  or  two  of  reassurance  to  the 
hon.  Member  upon  this  point.  Speaking 
from  a  considerable  amount  of  experience 
upon  this  question,  I  believe  I  am  right  in 
expecting  that  this  Bill,  if  passed  into 
law,  would  be  the  basis  of  very  ener- 
getic action  on  the  part  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  the  new  staff 
which,  under  the  authority  of  the 
Bill,  would  be  set  up.  I  think  the  most 
important  speech  which  has  been  delivered 
so  far  is  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Chairman  of  the  North  Eastern  Rail- 
way Company.  The  hon.  Baronet  stated 
that  he  and  those  associated  with  him 
would  support  this  Bill,  and  I  think  that 
assertion  does  more  to  support  the  action 
of  the  Government  than  any  other  state- 
ment which  could  be  made  in  this  House. 
I  should  like  to  associate  myself  with  the 
words  of  congratulation  used  by  my  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Leamington  upon 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  regard 
to  this  question  of  the  safety  of  railway 
servants.      The  position    ii\    \nVl\^\v  x>Ol<^ 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  placed  is 
an  extremely  difficult  one.  Last  year 
the  Government  introduced  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  greater  safety  to  rail- 
way servants,  and  that  measure  met  with 
a  large  amount  of  opposition  both  inside 
and  outside  of  this  House.  The  result 
was  that  a  Royal  Commission  of  an  ex- 
ceedingly representative  character  was 
appointed.  That  Royal  Commission  has 
set  an  example,  for  it  has  altered  the 
whole  character  of  the  public  estimation 
of  Royal  Commissions,  which  are  usually 
regarded  as  a  means  of  postponing  a 
(|uestion.  This  Royal  Commission  sef  to 
work  with  remarkable  and,  I  venture 
to  say,  with  unprecedented  energ}^  It 
took  evidence  of  exactly  the  character 
reijiiired,  and  it  has  presented  a  Report 
which  is  the  basis  of  the  Bill  now 
Ixjforc  the  House,  and  I  venture  to  think 
that  there  is  nothing  in  the  Bill  which  is 
outside  the  strict  limits  of  that  Report. 
I  think  the  Government  are  resting  upon 
a  solid  foundation  when  they  bring  in  a 
Bill  identical  with  the  recommendations 
of  the  Royal  Commission.  The  number 
of  casualties  to  railway  men,  upon  which 
such  stress  has  l>een  laid  is,  to  my  mind, 
even  less  appalling  than  the  regularity 
with  which  these  casualties  year  by  \'ear 
occur,  and  the  remarkable  way  in  which 
they  have  increased  of  late  years.  There 
are  500  men  killed  every  year,  and 
12,000  either  maimed  or  injured  every 
year  on  our  railways.  That  is 
the  story  of  all  the  liojutl  of  Trade 
Returns,  and  this  slaughter  has  gone  on 
yciir  by  year  with  scarcely  any  public 
attention  being  drawn  to  it.  The  liail- 
way  Servants'  Society  have  sought  to 
draw  public  attention  to  the  matter ;  but 
until  my  right  hon.  friend,  impressed 
with  the  importance  of  this  question 
and  with  the  humanitarian  issues  which 
surround  it,  entered  into  the  question 
by  his  Bill  of  last  session,  I  l^lieve 
that  scarcely  any  attention  had  l)een 
given  to  the  subject.  To  do  the 
share.'iolders  and  railway  directors — who 
are  well  represented  in  this  House — 
justice,  I  do  not  believe  a  single  one  of 
them  would  desire  an  increase  of  dividend 
or  any  economy  of  expense  at  the  cost  of 
a  single  life  which  could  by  any  possible 
means  be  saved.  A  large  number  of 
these  accidents  have  now  i)een  proved  to 
be  avoidable,  and  of  that  there  is  no 
doubt  whatever.  I  venture  to  say  that 
no  financial  loss  to  the  railway  companies 
Sir  Forfe^ne  Fknnen/. 
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will  follow  the  operation  of  this  BilL  I 
shall  be  able  to  show  during  the  short 
time  I  shall  detain  the  House  that  there 
is  a  counter  column  to  the  account,  and 
that  there  is  a  saWng  to  be  expected  from 
the  adoption  of  some  of  the  pt>vi8ioiu  of 
this  Bill,  which  I  hope  will  be  insigted 
upon  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  So  long  as  this  House  and  the 
public  thoroughly  understand  the  effect 
of  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission, 
which  clearly  asserts  that  there  is  i 
possibility  of  saving  life,  then  I  am  sare 
that  it  will  be  impossible,  notwithstand- 
ing any  detailed  objection  which  may  be 
made  to  the  Bill,  to  avoid  the  passiiig  d 
this  measure  practically  in  its  present 
form.  Allusion  has  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Mem1)er  for  Brightside  to  the  system 
in  use  in  America.  I  was  much  struck 
with  the  words  in  the  Report  of  the  Royil 
Commission  upon  this  question,  which 
quotes  a  passage  from  the  Message  to 
Congress  in  the  year  1889,  sent  by  the 
Pi-esident  of  the  United  States,  in  which 
he  says— 

'*  It  is  a  reproach  to  oar  civilisation  that 
any  clans  of  Aiuerican  workmen  »hoiild,  in  the 
pursait  of  a  necesflary  and  aseful  vocation,  be 
subjected  to  a  peril  of  life  and  limb  as  great  sk 
that  of  a  soldier  in  time  of  war." 

Dealing  with  the  avoidability  of  certain 
accidents,  the  Report  of  the  "Royal  Com- 
mission uses  these  pregnant  words — 

••  Having  carefully  consiilered  the  facU  ami 
ti^jrure*  above  set  out,  we  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  deaths  occurring  and  the 
injuries  8ustained  amongst  railway  aervaotn 
are  unnecessarily  great  in  numlter,  and  caD,b>- 
'  means  of  authoritative  action,  be  diminisheil. 
If  we  are  right  in  this  conclusion  we  feel  sore 
that  every  cla^s  of  vour  Majesty's  subjectt^ 
will  desire  to  see  full  and  immetliate  actioo 
taken  to  <liminish  the  prevent  ible  loss  of  life 
and  injuries  sustained  by  a  deserving  portico 
of  the  community." 

Until  (juite  recently  all  this  loss  of  life 
and  limb  fell  upon  the  workmen,  withont 
any  assistance  except  that  affonled  by  in- 
.  surance  funds  provided  by  the  railway 
'  companies.  It  is  true  that  by  a  recent 
,  enactment  of  this  House  compensation  is 
given  to  the  survivors  of  the  men  who 
lose  their  lives  in  the  course  of  their  em- 
ployment upon  railways.  But  the  verr 
purpose  of  this  Bill  is  that  prevention  is 
f)etter  than  cure,  and  the  prevention  of 
all  avoidable  accidents,  as  stated  by  the 
Royal  Commission,  is  the  object  which  is 
sought  by  this  Bill,  and  it  is  an  object 
which  I  venture  to  say  this  House  un- 
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douhteclly  desires  to  see  carried  out.  The 
reasonableness  of  the  Bill  is  based  upon 
the  fact  that  it  is  an  extension  of  an  ex- 
isting system  of  inspection  of  railways 
which  have  never  had  that  system  of  in- 
spection extended  to  them  before.  The 
Board  of  Trade  has  had  the  power  for 
tnany  years  of  inspecting  steamships 
which  carry  passengers.  This  power  is 
also  possessed  by  the  Home  Office  in  rela- 
tion to  mines  and  factories.  The  system 
that  will  l>c  inaugurated  under  this  Bill 
will  be  identical  with  the  system  of  in- 
spection which  has  hitherto  been  so 
successfully  carried  out  in  regard  to 
steamships,  mines,  and  factories.  There 
is  no  sufficient  reason  why  that  principle 
should  not  have  been  established  long  ago, 
and  it  is  a  matter  for  congratulation  that 
it  is  now  being  estabUshed  by  this 
BilL  I  believe  that  the  clothing  of  the 
Government  railway  inspectors  with 
increased  authority  as  regards  railways 
which  they  did  not  previously  possess 
will  work  no  real  hardship  to  the  railway 
companies,  and  will  gradually  reduce  the 
waste  of  human  life.  The  Board  of  Trade 
inspectors  hitherto  have  not  had  the 
power  of  insisting  upon  the  carrying  out 
of  these  recommendations.  I  do  not 
doubt  that  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
proceed  cautiously,  but  nevertheless 
energetically,  in  regard  to  safety 
appliances.  In  the  system  of  appeal 
*  which  is  set  up  by  the  Bill  there  is 
really  nothing  objectionable.  I  do  not 
see  anything  unreasonable  in  the  rules 
which  the  Board  of  Trade  may  make,  for 
they  can  only  make  them  after  having 
recommended  them  to  the  railway  com- 
pany. There  must,  no  doubt,  be 
some  sort  of  court  of  appeal,  and  I 
cannot  see  that  there  is  any  existing 
tribunal  which  is  more  competent  to  deal 
with  such  appeals  as  may  arise  than  the 
Railway  and  Canal  Commissioners. 
Possibly  with  more  experience  it  mivy 
be  found  that  a  new  tribunal  ought  to  be 
established ;  but  taking  tribunals  as 
they  exist  at  present,  1  do  not  know 
of  an}^  tribunal  which  would  be 
more  competent  for  the  purpose.  To 
do  justice  to  the  railway  companies 
I  should  like  to  inform  the  House  that 
upon  this  question  of  automatic  couplings 
many  railway  companies  are  already 
voluntarily  trying  them.  The  Bill  pro- 
vides that — 

**  It  shall  be  the  daty  of  every  railway  com- 
pany to  give  all  reasonable  facilities  (sabject  to 
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the  due  working  of  their  traflir)  forcoinliiotiiij^ 
any  experiments  made  by  the  iioard  of  Trade 
for  the  purpose  of  this  Act." 

That  is  ail  imposition  upon  the  railway 
companies  which  I,  for  one,  entirely  sup 
port.  It  places  upon  the  railway  com- 
panies the  conducting  of  experiments  at 
their  own  cost  in  regard  to  adopting  the 
best  possible  appliances.  Automatic 
couplings  have  been  very  successful  in 
America,  both  from  a  humanitarian  and  a 
commercial  point  of  view,  and  I  know 
that  the  North  Pkstern,  the  North  British, 
the  Great  Northern,  the  Great  Central, 
and  the  South  Eastern  Railway  Com- 
panies— and  possibly  others — have  ])een 
making  experiments  recently  with  auto- 
matic couplings,  and  I  believe  their 
adoption  will  be  ultimately  extended.  On 
the  Great  Northern  automatic  couplings 
have  been  used  in  a  way  which  has  been 
entirely  successfu  and  satisfactory, 
although  I  do  not  know  the  name  of  the 
particular  patent  which  has  been  used.  I 
believe  that,  when  the  difficulties  attending 
automatic  couplings  have  been  over- 
come, the  application  of  this  improvement 
to  our  English  railways  will  not  only  be 
a  material  advantage,  but  it  will  be  found 
in  the  long  run  that  there  is  a  substantial 
counter  side  to  the  balance-sheet  by  the 
adoption  of  automatic  couplings.  The 
advantages  may  be  divided  into  three 
sections.  In  the  first  place  there  will  bo 
less  compensation  for  injury,  because 
there  will  be  a  fewer  number  of  workmen 
injured ;  secondly,  there  will  be  greater 
dispatch  in  marshalling — and  on  our  large 
railways  the  clearance  of  the  line  with 
greater  dispatch  is  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance commercially ;  and,  thirdly,  then^ 
will  be  a  less  number  of  shunters  rcfjuired 
for  doing  a  given  amount  of  work  than 
are  employed  at  the  present  time,  or  else 
it  will  be  possible  to  carry  on  more  traffic 
with  the  same  num])er  of  men.  Thtjso 
mattei*s,  along,  with  many  other  details 
mentioned  in  the  schedule,  are  a  fruitful 
source  of  accidents.  There  are  the  pro- 
tective warnings  to  platelayers,  the  pre- 
vention of  obstructions  in  goods  yards 
and  sidings,  and  the  maximum  hours  of 
labour  for  men  upon  whose  vigilance  the 
safety  of  the  public  depends.  I  am  not 
sure  that  the  scope  of  the  Bill  includes  such 
circumstances  as  those  which  were  brought 
to  light  by  the  accident  on  the  Great 
Western  Railway  on  the  27th  December 
last,  which  formed  the  subject  of  a 
question  which  I  addressed  Vi  xcv^  tv^^v 
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hoTL  friend  on  the  29th  March  last.*      In    do  not  know   wliat  is.     This  Bill  recoo- 
that  viXHfi  the  men  had  been  working  for  -  ciles  the    interests     of     employee  and 
fourteen  or   fifteen    hours,   and    it  was  .  employed,  which  in  this  case  will  prore 
stated  that  the  cause  of  the  accident  was    to  be  identically  the  same. 
the  exhaustion  of  the  engine-driver,  who 

had  been  working  ior  a  continuous  period  *Mr.  RENSHAW  (Renfrewshire,  W.): 
of  fourteen  hours.  That  is  a  matter  We  have  just  listened  to  a  speech  dehvered 
which  seriously  aflects  the  safety  of  the  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  far 
tiavelh'ng  public.  It  not  only  affects  the  .  the  Leamington  DiWsion  of  WanfickalnR^ 
safety  of  the  railway  servants  themselves, 
but  there  may  be  a  great  risk  to  the  lives  of 
hundreds  of  railway  pisscngers.  If  the 
scop<?  of  the  T>ill  <loos  not  include  the 
regulation  of  hours  in  this  rcspcnn,  I  hope 
tht»  matter  will  receive  the  consideration 
of  the  right  h(>n.  (uMitlenian.  There  is 
one  other  point  to  which  1  should  like  to 
refer.  The  trail  of  the  financier  aj)iiears 
to  me  to  be  upon  this  Bill.  I  iin<l  that 
one  clause  of  the  Bill  makes  special  ])ro- 
vision  for  the  control  by  the  Treasury 
not  merely  of  the  amount  to  be  expended 
under  this  Act,  but  also  of  the  number  of 
inspiictoi-s  who  may  be  appointe<l  by  the 
Boanl  of  Trade.  It  seems  to  me  that  if 
under  our  constitutional  system  the  Trea- 
sury must  have  the  power  of  controlling 
the  expenditure  of  public  l)epjn'tments,at 
least  we  should  eliminate  such  (|uestions 
as  the  limitation  of  the  a]>pointment  of 
the  iiispectois  who  will  be  reipiired 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  carry  out 
this  Act  <»f  Parliament.  The  num- 
ber of  insj)eLtors  reipiircil  under  this 
liill  will  not  l»c  veiy  high,  and  1  think 
thai  llie  llo.u'd  «>f  Trade  may  be  safely 
trnsifd  l»y  liiis  House  to  regulate  the 
MuniinT,  without  giving  si)ecial  power  to 
the  Treasury  to  limit  that  number  and  to 
interfere  with  the  aetion  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  I  desire  to  support  this  Bill. 
After  very  careful  consideration,  and  with 
the  advantage  of  some  jmictical  know- 
ledge of  the  <piestions  which  tmder- 
lie  this  sui»jecl,  i  have  no  hesitation  in 
s lying  that  I  believe  this  Bill  will  succeed 
in  achieving  the  objects- for  which  it  is 
intendeii.  It  gives  a  control  never  before 
posse=4sed  by  the  (lov(;rnment  in  relation 
to  railways,  and  in  comi)arison  with  the 
Bill  which  was  introduced  last  year  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  distinct  step  in 
advance  from  that  point  of  view,  and  yet 
the  railway  companies  accept  the  measure 
with  almost  entire  satisfaction.  If  that 
is  not  a  triumph  of  statesmanship  and 
even  of  diplomacy  for  the  Government 
after  what  happi*ned  a  year  ago,  then  I 


*  See  page  700  of  this  Volume. 
*S/>  Fortf.^rvp  Flanntnj, 


in  which  he  has  paid  a  well-de8en*ed 
pliment  to  the  railway  companies  of  tk 
United  Kingdom  for  the  cai-e  and  atten- 
tion which  they  have  bestowed  upon  the 
question  of  .saving  the  life  and  the  limU 
of  those  engagecl  in  their  scn'ice.  1 
believe  myself  that  there  is  no  els»  in 
this  House  so  interested  in  the  saving oi 
life  and  the  avoidance  of  accidents  on 
railways  as  those  associated  with  the 
direction  and  man^meiit  of  the  railwin 
of  this  country.  If  evidence  of  that  v 
needed,  I  think  I  might  point,  in  the  fint 
place,  to  the  ready  acquiescence  d  the 
railway  authorities  in  regard  to  the  Con- 
mission  appointed  to  make  inquiry  hit 
year  into  this  question.  I  might  point  to 
the  fact  that  not  only  were  there  twoveij 
distinguished  gentlemen  associated  with 
i-ailways  who  sat  as  niem1>erR  of  that  Con- 
mission,  l)ut  the  i-ailway  companies  alio 
lendered  undoubted  service  by  the  evi- 
dence which  they  were  glad  to'  have  the 
opportunity  of  placing  l>efore  the  Con- 
mission.  The  lie  port  showed  the  greai 
advance  which  has  been  made  in  recent 
years  in  reganl  to  the  administnttioii 
of  niilway  matters  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  avoidance  of  accidents.  On 
page  7  of  the  Kei>ort  the  Royal  Commit 
sion  state — 

'*  It  is  to  he  oliserved  that,  in  respect  of  the 
ojierationA  of  railway  ser%*antj<  ^noiUr. 
acoulents  have  dann«;  late  years  graatk 
(liminislied.  Thus  the  total  nuiiilier  of  bttl 
a(viilentsto  railway  servants  wa-*  in  IST'J three 
tiiiHM  as  ;;reat  as  in  IS9S.  ' 

1  take  it  that  that  is  in  itself  a  suflicieBt 
contnidiction  of  the  unfoitunate  statt- 
ment  which  has  Ihhmi  made  by  the  hoa. 
Member  for  the  15rightside  Division.  1 
should  like  the  House  to  Ijear  with  m 
whilst  I  place  1)efore  hon.  Members  fata 
which  will  show  that  even  the  languap 
of  the  Report  does  not  convey  to  lh« 
country  and  to  the  Members  of  this  House 
the  real  state  of  the  case.  I  wish  to  bring 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  House  figurei 
which  Avill  show  that  during  the  period 
,  which  has  elapsed  between  1872  and  189S 
there  has  been  an  enormous  development 
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of  railways  going  on  in  this  country.  In 
1892  there  were  15,800  miles  of  railways 
in  this  country,  but  in  1898  we  had 
22,000.  The  numl)er  of  passengers  car- 
ried in  1872  was  420,000,000,  but  in  1898 
the  number  was  1,500,000,000.  In  1872 
180,000,000  tons  of  goods  were  carried 
on  the  railways,  but  in  1898  the  total  was 
379,000,000.  I  might  go  on  quoting 
such  figures,  but  I  will  content  myself 
by  saying  that  in  1898  nearly  four 
times  as  many  passengers  were  car- 
ried, twice  the  quantity  of  goods 
and  minerals,  twice  the  train  mileage, 
twice  the  numl)er  of  engines,  three  times 
as  many  railway  carriages  were  used,  and 
the  number  of  wagons  in  use  was  more 
than  double  than  what  it  was  in  1872.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  fio;ures  are 
available  or  not,  but  I  think  it  will  be 
found  that  the  number  of  servants  em- 
ployed by  the  railways  was  nearly  double 
in  1898  what  it  was  in  1872,  so  that  the 
real  proportion  should  have  been  six  to 
one,  if  regard  is  had  to  the  enormous  de- 
velopment of  the  railway  system.  It 
cannot  be  doubted  that,  in  common  with 
merchant  shipping,  mines,  and  factories, 
the  work  on  and  about  our  railways  must 
be  classed  as  a  hazardous  occupation. 
Accidents,  however,  are  sometimes  due  to 
contributory  causes,  and  while  we  have 
no  accurate  information  or  statistics  as  to 
the  number  of  accidents  which  happen  to 
the  working  classes  on  the  railways  due 
to  their  own  carelessness  as  compared 
with  the  accidents  which  occur  through 
no  fault  of  the  workmen,  I  think  there  are 
some  important  figures  in  the  possession  of 
the  House  with  regard  to  another  class 
of  accidents.  In  1898,  in  accidents  to  rail- 
way passengers,  there  were  twenty-nine 
fatalities  due  to  the  railway  companies, 
whfle  128  passe!igers  were  killed  owing  to 
some  action  of  carelessness  on  their  own 
part,  showing  a  proportion  of  rather  more 
than  four  to  one.  When  it  is  remembered 
that  this  great  railway  work  is  carried  on 
night  and  day,  at  great  speed,  for  long 
distances,  one  must  feel  how  difficult  it 
must  be  to  exclude  danger  altogether,  but 
all  will  agree  that  it  is  desirable  to  mini- 
mise it  in  every  possible  way.  This 
House  itself,  in  the  Bill  which  it  passed 
in  1897  dealing  with  workmen's  compen- 
sation, went  a  long  way,  if  anything  were 
necessary,  to  spur  the  railway  companies 
to  greater  exertions  than  they  were  pre- 
yiously  making  to  ensure  the  safety  of 
life  and  limb  of  those  in  their  employ. 


The  hon.  MemW  for  Battersea  sometimes 
contends  that  where  insurance  takes 
place  there  is  no  greater  inducement  in 
that  direction  under  the  Workmen's  Com- 
pensation Act  than  before.  That  cannot 
be  said  in  the  case  of  railways.  Railway 
companies  are  far  too  large  and  important 
bodies  to  be  able  to  insure  themselves 
against  the  additional  responsibility  which 
I  the  Legislature  casts  upon  them  by  the 
Act  of  1897.  Therefore  this  House,  by 
the  passing  of  that  Act,  by  the  obligations 
thereby  placed  upon  the  great  railway 
corporations  of  the  country,*  has  done  a 
great  deal  to  make  those  companies,,  even 
solely  upon  the  ground  of  economy,  con- 
sider, perhaps  more  carefully  than  they  did 
before,  the  question  of  the  safety  of  their 
\  employees.  The  Bill  now  under  con- 
sideration is  the  outcome  of  the  labours  of 
;  the  Royal  Commission.  I  should  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  President  of  th3 
Board  of  Trade  to  a  few  points  in  which 
this  measure  seems  to  go  even  beyond  the 
recommendations  of  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sion. I  do  not  offer  these  remarks  in 
any  critical  or  unfriendly  spirit.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  the  Board  of  Trade  have 
in  the  past  heartily  co-operated  with  the 
railway  companies  in  endeavouring  to  do 
,  everything  possible  to  minimise  the  risk 
I  of  accidents ;  but  everybody  associated  in 
I  the  management  of  railway  companies  in 
I  this  country  feels  that  it  is  eminently 
undesirable  that  a  feeling  should  grow  up 
on  the  part  of  those  responsible  for  the 
management  of  railways  that  there  is  any 
divided  responsibility  in  regard  to  the 
administration.  But  in  whatever  degree 
■  you  put  additional  and  new  power  in  the 
I  hands  of  the  Board  of  Trade  or  their 
,  officials,  in  such  degree  you  take  away 
from  railway  managers  that  responsi- 
l)ility  which  ought  solely  to  rest  upon 
them.  The  result  of  Clause  1,  it  seems  to 
me,  will  l>o  to  enable  the  Board  of  Trade 
I  to  make  rules  not  only  with  regard  to 
!  the  specific  subjects  named  in  the  schedule, 
but  under  SuVsection  2  a  general  power 
is  given  to  make  rules  where  the  Board  of 
Trade  consider  that  avoidable  danger  to 
persons  employed  on  any  railway  arises 
from  any  operation  of  railway  service. 
That  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  wide 
power,  and  one  capable,  if  it  were  put 
into  execution  in  a  drastic  manner,  of 
going  beyond  the  recommendations  of  the 
Koyal  Commission.  Sub-section  3  of  the 
same  clause  goes  even  further.  Undet  \\» 
the  Board  of  Trade  inai^  \>^  xxiXfe  xwi^^cfe. 

3  E  2 


I :^):J  n^filwni/.^  (Pmuittinii  {COM MONSj  of  Aecvlmh)  Bill  1 J04 

amongst  other  inattew  the  use  or  years  should  l)c  fixed.  The  Bill  now 
disuse  of  any  plant  or  appliances,  i  under  consideration  proposes  no  Mmit  d 
This  seems  to  those  with  whom  I  '  that  kind,  and  I  would  urge  upoo  the 
am  associated  in  i-ailway  working  to  ,  right  hon.  Grentleman  that  when  the  KB 
be  a  tremendously  large  order.  It  is  \  is  considered  in  Committee  there  are  cer- 
90  inclusive  that  there  is  nothing  con- 
necte<l  with  i-ailway  work  which  may  not 
come  within  the  language  of  that  sulv 
srction.  In  fact,  the  sub-section  stands 
apart  fi-om  the  second  sub-section,  and 
seems  to  imply  that  it  goes  beyond  that 
sulvsection,  and  therefore  it  gives  the 
Boarfl  of  Tnide  much  wider  powers  than 
thr)se  ivcommendcd  by  tlie  Itoyal  Com- 
mission. 1  should  be  gla<l  to  hear  fi-om 
my  right  hon.  friend  that  it  is  n'ot  the 
intention  of  the  (Government  that  that 
sub-section  should  have  that  effect,  and  to 


tain  points  in  connection  with  which 
such  limit  shouldbe  inserted  in  themeasoR. 
The  important  question  of  aatomitie 
couplings  come  within  that  category.  Xo 
general  rules  on  the  subject  snould  be 
issued  until  a  Report  has  been  reoeiTed 

I  from  the  Committee  to  which  reference 
has  Ix'en  ma<le,  and  a  certain  time  should 
Ikj  allowed  to  the   luilway  conuianies  to 

I  make  the  change  asked  for.     There  wa» 

o!ie  other  point  dealt  with   in  the  Bepoit 

of  the  Royal  Commission    to   which  1 

should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 

have  an  assurance  that  Sub-sections  2  and    right  hon.  Gentleman — namely,  the  que*- 


3  are  intended  to  l)e  directed  to  the  same 
object,  and  that  it  may  l)e  found  possible 
in  Committ<?e  to  unite  the  two  sub- 
sections so  that  there  may  be  no  di^dding 
whatever  on  that  point.  With  regard  to 
the  general  power,  I  would  remind  the 

House  that  the  trend  of  ])resent-day  les'is-  ^.  •    ^,    ^  ^i_  ^ .* 

1  ^-  11    •      r  r    1     •         J  !      *'The  consequence  is  that  the  nnmDer  ot 

lation  IS  all  m  favour  of  laymg  down  aead-buffer  >va^^ns  in  use  is  yearly  dininiA. 
specihcally  ui  a  Bill  the  matters  which  ,  i„g.  The  ordinary  life  of  these  wagov  * 
"     to   be   dealt   with  bv   the  Board  of  i  state«l  to  be  from  sixteen  to  twenty  jewfi,  •■^ 


tion  of  solid-buffer  wagons.  On  thii 
point  also  the  Report  of  the  Commitfion 
goes  hardly  so  far  as  the  pro\ision8  of  the 
Bill  l)efore  us.  The  statement  of  the  Con- 
mission  on  page  14  of  the  Report  is  to 
this  effect — 


as  no  new  ones  have  been  built  rornwig 
eleven  years  the  dead -butter  wagons  MM 
ap])arently  all  cease  to  be  of  service  at  period 
varyin*;  from  five  to  nine  years," 

The  Keport  then  goes  on  to  recommaiil 
that  ten  yeai*s  would  l>e  a  fair  and  j« 
limit  of  time  to  impose.  Since  I  saw  that 
Report  I  have  made  special  inquiries  upM 
this  subject,  and  I  find  that,  takine  tvo 
large  railways  in  Scotland,  the  Xortl 
British  and  the  Caledonian,  the  Kqwii 
does  not  tally  with  the  facts.  ^  &ck 
of  these  companies  has  al>ont  *  65,008 
of  mineral  wagons  uix>n  its  system 
58  per  cent,  of  which  are  solid-bdlier 
and  \'l  i>er  cent,  spring-buffer  wagpia 
On  the  Caleilonian  Kail  way  system,  »o« 
1889, 1),"2*21  solid-buffer  wagoiis  have  !«» 
put  on.  The  first  mineral  wagon  wi* 
sj>iing  buffers  was  put  on  in  1894,  andrf 
course  all  wagons  building  on  that  syrt* 
at  the  present  time  are  spring-bufr 
given,  they  should  ]>e  restricted  to  special  i  wagons.  In  addition  to  this  numta 
branches  of  work,  especially  to  those  which  will  show  how  large  a  proportia 
mentioned  in  the  Report  of  the  Royal  of  solid-buffer  wagons  are  still  in  n* 
Commission,  and  which  are  in  the  schedule  1  about  20,000  traders*  wagons  are  to  k 
to  this  Bill.  Last  year's  Bill  provided  that  I  found  on  the  Caledonian  system  alo* 
onlera  in  rcjspoct  of  automatic  couplings  j  of  which  numl>er  only  3  per  cent  m 
should  not  l>e  ])rought  into  effect  for  five    spring-buffer  wagons.     The  hon.  Membtf 


Ti-ade  under  it.  Under  the  Regulation 
of  Railways  Act,  1889,  Clause  1  provided 
that  oi'ders  may  Ik?  made  for  any  of  the 
following  things;  and  then  there  were 
specifically  laid  down  the  adoption  of  the 
block  system,  interlocking  of  points,  con- 
tinuous brakes  on  passenger  trains.  That 
wasadefiniteandclearinstruction,  and  there 
could  be  no  misconception  jis  to  what  the 
powcTs  of  the  l^)ar<l  of  Tiade  were.  But 
the  language  of  this  ])resent  Bill  is  so 
very  general  in  its  character  that  it  might 
be  tiiken  to  mean  all  or  anything,  and  the 
effect  will  be  to  reduce  the  feeling  of 
responsibility  and  the  desire  to  initiate 
reforms  in  regard  to  railway  adminis- 
tration on  the  |iait  of  officials 
who  ought  to  ])e  resi)onsible  for  them. 
It  is  iloubifnl  whether  it  is  desirable  in 
the  interests  of  go^nl  administration  that 
such  wide  and  general  powers  should 
be  given.      If    new   powers   are   to    ])e 


years,  and  in  regard  to  other  points  in  the 
Jiill  it  was  proposed  that  a  limit  of  two 

Mr,  Henshmc^ 


for  the  Brightside  Division  referred  to  the 
schedule,  and  to  the  practical  unaninitT 
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to 


the    matters    dealt  with 
a^ree  that   on  most  points 


in   regaixl 
therein.      I 

there  is  unanimity,  but  there  are  three 
points  out  of  the  twelve  to  which  I  should 
like  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman.  Grave  doubt  is  felt  by 
those  who  are  most  experienced  in  rail- 
way administration  as  to  the  rule  for  a 
"look  out  "in  connection  with  perma- 
nent way  men.  They  prefer  that  the 
responsibility  of  the  man  in  charge  of 
the  gang  should  not  be  diminished,  but 
if  there  was  a  mechanical  contrivance  by 
which  it  was  possible  to  warn  the 
men  it  would  bo  desirable  as  an 
aid.  Another  question  is  in  re- 
gard to  fouling  points.  Notwith- 
standing the  evidence  given  before  the 
Koyal  Uommission,  perhaps  to  some  ex- 
tent as  the  outcome  of  that  evidence,  there 
is  a  very  general  feeling  in  regard  to  the 
question  of  fouling  points  that  you  may 
possibly  render  the  work  more  dangerous 
Dy  the  operation  of  new  rules  in  regard 
to  the  marking  of  fouling  points.  At 
present  one  man  is  responsible  for  the 
operation  of  shunting,  but  if  a  divided  re- 
sponsibility were  set  up  under  any  rules 
in  connection  with  fouling  points  in  the 
shunting  yards,  great  doubt  exists  as  to 
whether  more  accidents  might  not  occur. 
Another  point  is  the  working  of  trains  on 
running  lines  without  brake-vans.  The 
language  of  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission is  perfectly  clear,  because  it 
the  words  "beyond  the  limits 
station,"  but  the  words  are 
from  this  schedule.  I  should 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  insert 
that  limitation,  because  otherwise  great 
inconvenience  will  be  caused  to  the  work- 
ing of  the  railway  system  in  many  parts 
of  the  country.  One  other  point  is  that 
there  seems  to  be  in  the  Bill  no  power  to 
rescind  rules.  The  Factories  and  Work- 
shops Act,  1891,  provides  specifically  for 
the  varying  or  the  rescinding  of  an  order. 
There  is  no  such  provision  in  this  Bill ; 
perhaps  it  has  been  overlooked.  One  part 
of  the  Bill  deals  with  the  question  of  the 
power  to  issue  a  specific  onier  should  the 
Board  of  Trade  regard  that  as  more  likely 
to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  case  than  a 

feneral  order.  I  should  like  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  to  consider  to  what 
extent  he  can  tell  us  the  effect  of  a 
specific  order  in  regard  to  any  particular 
matter  dealt  with  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  how  far  it  would  be 
possible      for      such      an      order      to 
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involve  the  acquisition  of  land.  It  must 
be  perfectly  clear  to  the  House  that 
where  a  specific  oitier  is  made  in  regard 
to  some  particular  matter  which  has  been 
the  subject  of  a  Report  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  that  specific  order  might  involve 
the  acquisition  of  land.  I  think  it  ought 
to  be  clear  that  the  railway  companies 
are  not  to  be  asked  to  do  anything  other 
than  that  which  they  have  actual  powers 
to  do.  One  clause  in  the  Bill  deals  with 
the  sul)ject  of  capital  to  ))e  raised  where 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the 
expense  of  works  in  which  the  railway 
companies  may  be  involved  by  the  opera- 
tion of  this  measure.  That  is  important, 
because  it  shows  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  contemplate  the  possilnlity  of 
works  being  carried  out  of  such  a  large 
character  that  they  may  involve  a  very, 
considerable  expenditure.  On  this  point 
I  should  like  to  ask  whether,  having 
rv^gard  to  the  fact  that  railway  companies 
are  now  working  at  very  much  greater 
expense  than  formerly — in  1872  the 
working  expenses  were  48  per  cent,  of 
the  gross  receipts,  while  in  1899  they  had 
grown  to  58  per  cent.,  or  an  increase  of 
about  20  per  cent. — and  that  many  of 
these  works  which  might  be  ordered  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  might  involve  expendi- 
ture not  only  out  of  capital  but  also  out 
of  revenue,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
give  us  an  assurance  that  sympathetic  con- 
sideration will  be  given  to  an  application, 
if  made,  to  readjust  the  nites  within  the 
maximum  rates  the  compmies  are  entitled 
to  charge,  and  that  such  additions  'should 
not  be  subject  to  Section  1  of  the 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  1894. 
The  coupling  and  uncoupling  of  wagons  . 
has  been  dealt  with,  but  I  should  like 
to  ask  what  the  precise  meaning  of 
Clause  13  is.  Is  it  intended  that  Clause 
13  should  give  the  Board  of  Trade  power 
to  carry  out  experiments  in  regard  to 
every  conceivable  subject  connected  with 
the  railway  system  of  the  country  ?  The 
clause  provides  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
may  hold  "  such  inquiries  and  make  such 
experiments  as  they  think  expedient  for 
that  purpose,"  the  purpose  being  that 
stated  in  Clause  1.  Is  that  really  the 
intention  of  this  Bill  1  Is  it  not  in- 
tended that  these  experiments  should 
be  limited  to  automatic  or  non-auto- 
matic couplings  1  On  this  point,  I  should 
like  to  ask  whether  the  liability  in  . 
respect  of  accidents  which  may  arise  in 
the  carrying  out  of    tVwi^ft    ^i^\«ctYav^\\\A 
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will  also  be  borne  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  not  thrown  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
railway  companies.  I  attach  special 
importance  to  the  question  of  time  being 
allowed  after  the  canying  out  of  the  ex- 
periments for  the  companies  efficiently  to 
give  effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commission.  I  hope  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  will  find  it  possible  to 
satisfy  us  on  some  of  the  points  I  have 
raised,  and  that  when  this  Bill  is  passed 
it  will  fulfil  the  highest  expectations  of 
the  Government  and  its  friendly  critics, 
and  that  many  lives  may  be  saved  and 
many  injiu-ies  prevented.  I  cannot  say 
this  without  paying  a  deserved  tribute  to 
the  splendid  staffs  of  the  railway  com- 
panies ;  they  are  a  noble  l>ody  of  men, 
doing  their  work  in  a  splendid  way,  and 
I  am  sure  they  are  appreciated  not  only 
by  the  companies  which  employ  them, 
but  also  by  the  pu])lic  whom  they 
serve.  I  hope  it  will  ])e  found  possible 
to  make  clear  what  precise  railway 
operations  are  to  be  l)rought  within  the 
scope  of  the  Bill,  and  that  the  danger  of 
divided  responsibility  will  l3e  avoided.  I 
believe  it  is  most  desirable  that  in  the 
future,  as  in  the  past,  those  answerable 
for  the  administration  and  management 
of  the  railway  lines  of  the  United  King- 
dom should  continue  to  feci  that  the 
safety  of  the  public  who  travel,  and  of 
the  servants  who  work  on  their  system, 
is  to  them  a  matter  of  the  first  impor- 
tance and  gravest  responsibility. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I 
feel  that  the  gratifynig  unanimity  in  the 
reception  of  this  Bill  and  in  the  tone  of 
■the  discussion  has  scarcely  been  broken 
by  the  numerous  criticisms  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Kenfrewshire,  who  has 
just  spoken.  Everyone  admits  the  evil ; 
everyone  praises  the  Royal  Commission, 
and  I  think  that  the  Royal  Commission 
<leserve  considerable  credit  for  the 
manner  in  which  they  addressed  them- 
selves to  their  \York.  Everybody  feels 
that  the  State  has  now  completely  estab- 
lished its  right  to  intervene  in  matters  of 
this  kind,  and  we  have  scfircely  any  of 
the  old  arguments  in  favour  of  the 
lai'iser  faire  attitude  with  which  we  used 
to  be  favoured.  I  feel,  therefore, 
that  in  that  sUite  of  unanimity, 
and  with  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Connnission  before  us,  one  is 
really  dispensed  from  dealing  with  the 
genenil  aspects  of  the  <juestion  as  it  might 
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otherwise  have  been   necessary    to  da 
The  President  of  the   Board  of  Trade 
very  prudently  put  representatives  of  tlie 
railway     companies     and     the     wagon 
owners    upon  this  Commission,  and  u 
they  assented  to  a  unanimous  Report,  it 
is  hardly  possible  for  the  companies  nov 
to  come  forward  and    use   any  of  ths 
old  arguments   with    which   we  are  bo 
familiar  against  the  interv'^ention  (tf  the 
State  in  matters  of  this  kind.     If  it  were 
necessary  to  justify  that  inter\'ention,  we 
could  find  sufficient  cause  why  we  should 
deal  with  railway  more  than  any  otho' 
employment  in  the  fact  that  railway  com- 
panies enjoy  a  practical  monopoly,  thit 
in  their  own  areas  they  are  exempt  to  a 
very  great  extent  from  aU  competitioD, 
and  that  the  State  has  given  them  excep- 
tional iprivileges,  in  return  for  which  il 
may  impose  exceptional  disabilities.    The 
real  point  with  which  we  have  to  deal  in 
the  Bill  before  us  is  as  regards  the  powen 
to  -be  given  to  the  Board  of  Trade.    I  do 
!  not  see  how  it  would  be  possible  to  hare 
I  any  Bill  dealing  with  this  subject  other 
I  than  upon  the  plan  proposed  in  this  BilL 
I  We  cannot  possibly  specify  the  particular 
'  kinds  of  work  which  are  dangerous,  the 
-  particular  extent  to  which   the  danger 
ought  to  1)0  guarded  against,  or  the  ptr- 
;  ticular  distance  to  which  even  a  (Joveni- 
ment   Department   may  safely  go  in  cn- 
dciivoiuing   to    ])ut    pressure    upon  the 
railway  companies.     These   things  \iay 
,  from  time  to  time.      New  inventions  may 
'  make  all  the  difference,  and   if  you  were 
!  to  specify   these  matters  in  an  Act  you 
j  might  find  that  the  Act  was  practiodly 
i  obsolete  and  inapplicable  in  a  few  years. 
Besides  which,  it  has  been  the  experience 
■  of  Government  Depaitments,   and    per- 
'  haps  to  a  larger  extent  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  than  of  others,  that  more  progress 
is   made   by   having  a   flexible  pressure, 
which  may  he  increased  in  extreme  cases. 
'  rather  than  a  fixed  rule  to  which  ever}'* 
one  must  confonn.     AMien  you  lay  dowii 
a  fixed  rule   you   cannot  go  beyond  the 
i  actual     wt)ixls     of     the     statute,    while, 
on     the     other     hand,     a     Government 
Department,  entrusted  with  such  powere, 
is  amenable  on  the  one  hand  to  the  legiti- 
mate pressure  exercised  in  the  House  of 
I  Commons,  and  on  the  other  hand  to  the 
'  legitimate  lesistancc  of  those  who  manage 
private  industries.      I  thing  everyone** 
experience  of   any  Government  Diepart- 
ment  is — certainly  mine  at  the  Board  of 
Trade  was — that  one  was  exposed  to  an 
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al  amount  of  pressure  from  both  sides, 
the  one  hand,  there  were  constantly 
stions  in  the  House,  and  Members 
'  my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  East 
*thamptonshire  were  constantly  making 
lands  upon  the  Board  of  Trade  to  go 
Y  far  indeed  in  the  direction  of  putting 
wure  on  the  railway  companies ;  an(i 
bhe  other  hand,  the  railway  companies 
«  able  to  impose  a  strong  and  effective 
jive  resistance;  and  the  Board  of 
de  had  reason  to  believe  that  it  was 
ig  fairly  well,  and  acting  with  sub- 
itial  justice  when  endeavouring  to 
>r  an  even  keel  between  this  opposite 
»ure  from  the  two  sides.  I  do  not 
ik  it  is  possible  to  grant  this  reform  in 

other  way  than  is  now  proposed,  and 
refore  I  am   inclined  to  believe  that 

lino  taken  in  the  Bill  of  specifying 
ain  subjects  as  proper  matters  for 
eriment,  and  leaving  a  margin  out 
\  those  matters  into  which  the  Boawi 
Trade  may  like  also  to  go,  but  at  the 
le  time  subjecting  the  Board  to  an 
eal  and  requiring  it  to  observe  certain 
ditions  and  precautions,  is,  on  the 
)le,  the  best,  and,  indeed,  the  only 
1.  One  of  the  criticisms  which  have 
n  made  referred  to  the  Railway  Com- 
sioners.  The  scheme  of  this  Bill  is 
t  the  Board  of  Trade  is  to  take  the 
iative,  that  it  may  make  rules,  but  that 
se  rules  may  be  objected  to  by  the 
ipanies  or  by  the  wagon  owners,  and 
t  there  is  to  be  a  sort  of  appeal  to  the 
Iway  Commissioners,  in  case  the  rail- 
r  companies  think  too  much  pressure  is 
ig  put  upon  them.  The  Bailway  Com- 
noners  are  not  an  ideal  body;  they 
very  slow,  and  I  know  they 
e  not  given  perfect  satisfaction, 
the  present  Bill  I  am  glad  to  see  that 

appeal  need  not  necessarily  be  to  the 
)le  of  the  Commissioners,  but  that 
"^er  is  given  to  frame  rules  under  which 

case  can  be  heard  by  one  Member 
r.  That  is  a  very  proper  course  to 
3,  and  I  do  not  think  there  will  be 

greater  difficulty  in  dealing  with 
1  an  appeal  than  there  is  in  a  case 
ch  a  judge  has  to  try.  A  Bailway 
(imissioner  has  practical  kno>v  ledge  of 
Hray  affairs,  and  it  is  better,  instep  of 
imoning  the  Commission  to  debate 
;e  matters,  that  they  should  be  given 
ne  man  to  decide.     I  am  glad  to  see, 

that  he  will  have  power  to  call  in  an 

ssor.       In    that    way    his     position 

be    very    much    like    that    of    an 
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Admiralty  judge  in  his  procedure. 
Something  has  been  said  with  regard  to 
the  obstacles  which  will  be  interposed  in 
this  matter  by  the  railway  companies. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Brightside 
Division  of  Sheffield  seems  to  have  a 
little  fear  that  the  Bill  is  too  weak,  and 
that  the  companies  will  be  able  to  resist 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  that  everything 
would  depend  on  the  person  who  was 
President  of  that  Department  for  the  time 
being.  That  may  be,  in  a  certain  sense, 
true  of  all  Departments,  but  it  must  not 
be  forgotten  that  the  Board  of  Trade  is 
very  amenable  to  pressure  in  this  House 
The  friends  of  the  working  men  in  this 
House  are  not  at  all  slow  to  put  on  that 
pressure,  and  recent  experience  has  shown 
that  the  House  is  not  at  all  irresponsive 
to  their  claims.  If  the  working  men, 
through  their  representatives,  choose  to 
put  on  that  pressure,  I  do  not  believe  that 
any  Government  Department  could  long 
withstand  it.  I  am  glad  to  acknowledge 
that  the  railway  companies  have  shown  a 
very  fair  and  reasonable  desire  to  respond 
to  the  representations  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  but  they  are  certainly  slow,  and 
want  a  little  pressure.  Anyone  who  is 
at  all  familiar  with  the  railway  system  of 
the  United  States  must  be  greatly  struck 
by  the  extraordinary  dilatoriness  of  the 
English  companies  in  comparison  with 
the  American  companies  in  introducing 
improvements  both  as  regards  the  saving 
of  life  and  the  manipulation  of  traffic. 
Take  the  matter  of  automatic  couplings. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  American  railroad  companies  have 
been  improving  faster  in  this  matter 
than  we  have  in  this  country. 
Upon  this  subject  I  refer  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  questioned  my  statement  to  the 
report  of  Mr.  Hopwood,  which  was  laid 
before  the  House  last  session.  There  are 
some  departments  in  which  the  waste  of 
life  on  railways  is  greater  than  others, 
but  in  this  particular  case  of  automatic 
couplings  America  has  been  in  advance  of 
us.  I  am  not  saying  this  to  the  discredit 
of  English  companies,  but  I  am  going  to 
give  an  explanation  of  it.  It  is  said,  in 
regard  to  this  question  of  automatic 
couplings,  that  the  American  car,  with 
its  bogie  wheels  and  its  greater  length, 
and  with  the  less  acute  ciu-ves  of  the 
American  railroads,  is  more  convenient  to 
its  adoption  than  the  railway  system  of 
this  country.  That  may  be,  but  if 
that  is  so,  why  do  we  not  in  th\&  cow\>X»x^ 
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adopt  a  better  system  of  cars  ?  I  believe 
that  longer  cars,  Avith  bogie  wheel  arrange- 
ments, would  really  not  only  effect  an 
economy  in  themselves,  but  would  lead  to 
that  better  system  of  automatic  couplings 
which  has  resulted  in  so  great  a  dimiimtion 
of  loss  of  life  on  the  American  railroads. 
The  American  companies  have  shown  us 
the  way  in  a  great  many  points,  and  I 
am  (juite  certain  that  if  the  English  com- 
panies realised  how  much  the  American 
companies  are  in  advance  of  them  in  many 
ways  they  would  take  far  more  pains 
than  they  do  to  obtain  American  ex- 
perience and  to  imitate  American  example. 
They  have  shown  us  the  way  by  the 
speed  with  which  they  have  introduced  im- 
provements, though  we  have  not  yet 
copied  them.  They  carry  their  goods  at  a 
greater  speed,  which,  of  course,  may  be  due 
to  the  fact  that  there  is  greater  competi  ■ 
tion,  or  it  may  be  owing  to  the  difference 
in  the  system  of  management.  In  this 
country  we  have  a  chairman,  a  general 
manager,  and  a  traffic  manager,  but  in 
America  these  positions  are  to  a  great 
extent  merged  into  one,  under  what  is 
called  a  president  of  the  railwa}',  who  is 
more  autocratic,  and  who  carries  out 
these  experiments  in  a  Iwlder  way 
than  is  possible  under  the  more  timo- 
rous method  adopted  in  this  country. 
It  is  quite  clear  that  automatic  couplings 
an>  covered  by  Sul)-section  i)  of  Section  1 
of  this  Bill,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Kenfrewshire  must  not  think  that  the 
sub-section  by  which  they  arc  covered  goes 
Uk)  far.  He  will  see  that  the  sub-section 
contemplates  all  that  was  said  in  the 
Keport  of  the  Commission.  It  was  clearly 
contemplated  that  all  work  of  shunting 
carriages  should  come  within  the  scope  of 
the  work  to  be  done  by  the  Board  of 
Tnide.  Therefore  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  could  not  give  way,  ])ut  if 
he  did  I  hope  the  House  would  refuse  to 
allow  this  necessary  and  valuable  provi- 
sion to  be  struck  out  of  the  Bill.  Now 
there  is  a  i)()int  with  regard  to  private 
sidings,  both  as  to  the  rolling  stock  on 
the  sidings  and  the  arrangement  of  the 
sidings  themselves.  These  are  now 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 
which  does  not  take  into  account  sidings 
attached  to  collieries,  brickfields,  or  the 
like.  This  problem  has  two  sides.  In 
the  first  place,  «as  legards  the  rolling  stock 
used  on  private  sidings,  that  which  is  of 
the  same  gauge  .as  the  railroad  and  is 
used  upon  the  railroad  is  clearly  within 
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the  purview  of  the  Bill,  because  it  will  be 
carried  on  the  railroad  and  must  sabmi; 
to  the  general  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and 
all  such  stock  used  on  those  sidinp 
must  conform  to  the  orders  of  m 
Board  of  Trade.  But,  where  the 
sidings  ai-e  so  gauged  that  the  stock  used 
upon  them  will  not  run  on  the  ndbtMd, 
the  rolling  stock  will  not  be  touched 
by  the  Bui.  That  in  my  opinion  it  a 
I  serious  omission,  because,  althou^  I 
I  l)elieve  there  are  fewer  accidents  in  pro- 
portion to  the  number  of  people  empkyed 
on  these  private  sidings  than  upon  thiow 
of  the  i-ailway  companies,  it  is  un- 
doubtedly the  fact  that  there  are  some  icd- 
dents.  There  are  enough  accidents  to 
make  it  necessary  to  have  some  regard  to 
these  particular  sidings ;  my  impression  is 
that  the  Home  Otfice  has  never  dealt 
with  these  sidings ;  but  this  Bill  gives  the 
Home  Secretary  an  opportunity  of  doing 
so.  Whether  he  should  deal  with  them 
or  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
should  do  so  is  a  matter  between  the  two 
Departments  ;  but  it  is  quite  clear  that 
the  matter  is  one  which  shoidd  come 
under  the  piu'view  of  this  Bill,  and  the 
sooner  the  matter  is  settled  the  better, 
and  I  hope  the  opp()rtunity  will  be  taken 
of  including  them  either  in  this  Bill  or  in 
the  Factories  Bill  of  the  Home  Secretary 
which  is  at  present  ]>efore  the  House. 
On  the  general  question,  1  do  not  luiow 
that  there  is  anything  I  wish  to  add,  ex- 
cept to  express  my  pleasure  at  the  tribute 
paid  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Bright- 
side  Division  of  Sheffield  to  Mr.  Muudella, 
to  whom  I  believe  this  Bill  is  due.  I  set* 
no  reason  to  doubt,  if  the  Bill  is  worked 
properly  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  but  that  the  i-ailway  companies 
will  show  the  same  desii-e  to  work  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  do  not  think 
the  Bill  is  seriously  open  to  the  criticism 
of  the  hon.  Memlwr  for  West  Kenfrew- 
shire. I  think  it  marks  a  great  advance, 
and  I  heartily  wish  it  a  sjjeedy  progres> 
into  law. 

♦The  PRI'^SIDENT  of  the  B0AKI» 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon) :  1 
wish  to  join  in  the  expression  of  satis- 
faction at  the  manner  in  which  this  Bill 
has  l)een  received  in  all  pjirts  of  the 
House.  So  far  as  I  can  see,  not  a  ainzk 
sentence  has  been  uttennl  against  the 
Bill  itself  ;  all  criticism  has  been  ilirected 
to  details  more  or  less  impoitant.  1 
think  the  attitude  which  has  been  adopted 


1313        ItaUtmys  {heveniiori         {6  April  1900}  of  AcciderUs)  Bill         1314 


towards  the  measure  by  all  those  con- 
cerned was  due  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Royal  Commission  in  which  all  parties 
had  confidence  to  examine  into  the  whole 
question,  which  was  appointed  at  the 
request  of  the  House  last  year.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  find  fault  with  the  rail- 
way companies  and  wagon  owners  who 
took  part  last  year  in  opposing  the  Bill. 
The  Bill  was  founded  on  a  Departmental 
inquiry,  and  I  do  not  know  that  much 
complaint  could  be  made  against  the 
companies  when  they  said  that,  how- 
over  satisfactory  it  might  have  been 
to  other's,  to  them  at  all  events  it  was  not 
an  inquiry  before  an  expert  tribunal,  and 
they  would  not  be  willing  for  legislation 
to  take  place  until  such  an  inquiry 
had  been  made.  I  saw  nothing 
unreasonable  in  that  proposal,  and  I  did 
not  think  the  inquiry  which  they 
demanded  would  lead  to  less  demands 
being  made  than  were  made  last  year,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  that  a  full  inquiry  might 
lead  to  legislation  of  even  a  more  drastic 
character  than  the  proposals  then  made, 
and  the  result  has  justified  my  antici- 
pations. A  Commission  was  appointed 
which  had  the  confidence  of  all  parties 
concerned,  and  the  terms  of  reference 
embraced  were  much  wider  in  character 
than  those  included  in  the  Bill  last  year, 
and  the  question  was  whether  the  railway 
operations  or  some  of  them  were  of  such 
a  nature  as  to  .require  the  House  to  deal 
with  them.  The  success  of  the  work 
of  the  Commission  was  largely  owing 
not  only  to  the  skill,  ability,  tact, 
and  businesslike  capacity  of  Lord  James, 
but  also  to  the  fact  that  all  parties  on  it 
went  into  the  matter  with  a  desire  to 
bring  it  to  a  speedy  and  satisfactory 
conclusion.  The  representatives  of  the 
companies  on  the  Commission,  Sir  Charles 
Scotter  and  Sir  James  Paget,  have  done 
a  great  public  service  in  the  work  they 
performed,  in  the  way  they  discussed 
the  subject  which  came  before  them. 
The  result  has  been  eminently 
satisfactory.  Not  only  have  the  Com- 
missioners brought  their  labours  to  a 
speedy  conclusion,  but  their  recommen- 
dations were  unanimous ;  and  when  we  are 
asked  why  we  have  introduced  this  pro- 
vision into  the  Bill  and  omitted  that^ .  my 
answer  is  that  the  Bill  is  founded  upon  the 
unanimous  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
missioners, and  the  Government  have  no 
desire  to  go  beyond  them  or  fall  short  of 
them.     From  the  point  of  view  of  the 


railway  servants  I  do  not  doubt  thfl 
this  Bill  is  more  satisfactory  than  the 
Bill  of  last  year.  On  the  other  hand, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  companies, 
although  a  much  more  comprehensive 
measure,  it  is  made  more  acceptable  by 
the  appeal  which  is  given  to  the  Kailway 
Commissioners,  which  would  safeguaiii 
them  against  what  they  may  consider  to 
be  oppressive  action  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
So  I  do  not  doubt  but  that  the  Bill, 
although  it  is  of  a  more  comprehensive 
character  than  the  one  introduced  last 
year,  is  more  satisfactory  to  all  parties 
concerned.  The  framework  of  the  Bill  is 
the  framework  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
I  have  been  asked  why  only  twelve  points 
were  dealt  with  in  the  schedule,  and  why 
we  have  not  added  to  it.  The  reason  is 
that  Mr.  Harrison,  the  general  manager 
of  the  London  and  North  Western  Com- 
pany, on  behalf  of  the  Railway  Associa- 
tion, expressed  his  agreement  before  the 
Commission  with  every  one  of  these 
twelve  points,  and  they  were  adopted 
by  the  Commission,  and  we  therefore 
thought  we  were  justified  in  adhering  to 
them.  Objection  has  been  taken  to  the 
Sub-section  3  of  Clause  1,  which  pi-ovides 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  may  make  rules 
requiring,  amongst  other  matters,  the  use 
or  disuse  of  appliances.  l!lven  if  the 
schedule  were  added  to,  general  j)Ower 
of  this  sort  would  still  be  necessary,  and 
to  omit  that  clause  would  so  enor- 
mously damage  the  Bill  that  I  doubt 
whether  it  would  be  worth  having. 
It  is  wanted  for  two  purposes — for.  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  obligations 
of  the  railway  companies,  and  there  are 
m^y  cases  where  it  may  be  necessary 
where  certain  rules  should  be  made  ;  but 
its  main  object  is  to  secure  that,  where 
it  is  possible  to  obtain  a  coupling  capable 
of  application  without  requiring  servants 
to  go  between  the  wagons,  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  have  power  to  make  rules 
upon  the  subject.  Much  has  been  said 
about  automatic  couplings,  but  I  never 
attempted  to  force  any  particular  coupling 
on  the  railway  companies ;  nor  has  any- 
body at  the  Board  of  Trade.  Mr.  Hop- 
wood  has  been  accused  of  strongly  recom- 
mending a  particular  coupling,  but  he 
has  never  done  so.  Many  couplings-— 
not  necessarily  automatic — may  be  applied 
>nthout  the  servant  going  between-  the 
wagons,  and  I  am  told  that  it  is  not  at 
all  unlikely  that  a  coupling  of  that  kind 
would  be  brought  before  tlkft  ^vstss^dxcNSfs^ 
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aiid  accepted  by  them.     The  great  object  j 
is  to  secure  that  the  men  shall  not  have 
to   rim   the   risk   of  going  hatwtcn  the 
wagona,   ittid  Rny  coupling,  automatic  or 
otherwise,  which    will   secure   that  ought 
to   be  adopted.     It   has   been    aaid   that 
nothing  was   said  as  to  the  time  to  be 
iven  for  the  application  of  nUes  made  '[ 
y  tho  Board  of  Trade.     Surely  no  oao  ! 
would  imagine  that  tho  Board  of  Trade 
woulil  be  HO  unwise  as  tu  adopt  aunw  new 
deyice  without  allowing  ample  time,  and 
even   if   they   were   the    Railway    Com- ' 
mia^ioners   might    be    relied    upon    not  j 
to  be  su  foolish.     Still,  if  it  is  thought ' 
that   aomc   Amendment    to   secure    this ' 
was   necessary  I  shall  not  object    to  it. 
My  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  West  Ren-  ' 
f  re  w  ah  ire  seemed  rather  afraid  that  Sub- 
section a  of  Clause  7  may  be  interpreted  as 
giving   power  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
make  rtdes  applying  to  some  operations  i 
of  the  railway  companietj  which  are  not  of  ' 
a   dangerous   character.      He   s^iys   that ; 
Sub-section   3   is  a  sepai-ate   suT>-3eetion, 
and  that  it  is  not  governed  l>y  the  woitIs 
of  the  previous  aub-section.     Well,  I  do 
not  think  there  can  be  the  least  doubt  in 
any  lawyci  s  mind  that  Sub-section  .1  is 
g*>verne*l  by  the  general  clause.     1  can 
assure  my  luitu  friend  that  the  Boaixi  of 
Trade   do  rjut  intend  to  interfere  iri  the 
slightest  degi-oc  with  the   railway  eom- 
jmnies   other    than    in   operations    of    a 
dangerous  character,  and  if  there  is  any 
doubt   on   that   point   it   will   1>e    ma4:le 
perfectly   clear  in   the   clause  when  the 
iJillgets  into  Committee.    My  hoiL  friend 
also  asked  one  or  two  questions  aliout 
certiim  matter's  in   the  ischedule,  such  as  ; 
the  working  of  trains  viithout  brake  vans, 
etc.     I  have  to  say  that  Mr.  Hamson^ 
the  (Tenei-al  Manager  of  the  London  and  , 
North  Western   Kailway  Company,   was  I 
examijied  by  Sir  Charles  Sc otter  on  every 
one  of  these  pointSj  and  he  assented  to 
every  one  of  them,  and  saw  no  cUiticulfcy 
in  putting  them  all  into  operation.     And 
until   doubt   is  cast   upoji   the   evidence 
given  by  Mr.  Harrison  by  some  equally 
competent  gentleman,   I  am  inclirie<l  tu 
adhere  to  the  proposals  he  made,  and  Uj 
the    recommendations   in  which  he  con- 
cur rod.      The   hon.   Gentleman   says  we 
have  t4iken  no  j>ow  cr  to  rescind  oixlere  ; ' 
but  I  imagine  that   we  have   [>ower   to  I 
make  a  new  order*  and  in  making  a  new* 
order  we  eotdd  rescind  an  old  one.     My 
hon.    friend   also  asked   whether  it  was 
intended  to  limit  to  couplings  the  power 
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of  the  Board  to  make  cxperimenU.  I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  have  that  iwrtrcr 
so  limited.  There  may  be  many  thkm 
coiniected  with  dangerous  traders  on  tfce 
railways  in  regard  to  w^hich  the  CQinpaiii€& 
w^ould  be  only  too  glad  if  the  Board  \ 
experiments  l>efore  attempting  to  de 
with  them  by  order*  But  ever?  clauRt*  < 
the  Bill  must  \w  read  as  referring  only 
dangerous  operations :  for  the 
of  Trade  do  not  piH>pu»e  Uj  mak 
any  experiments  interfcriJig  with 
management  of  lines.  It  is  some  ymn 
mm  since  I  myself  l»eeame  iniprcss<*cl  hy  ' 
the  awful  loss  of  life  and  injuries  to  Jiin'» 
w^hich  occurred  in  connection  w^ith  oppra- 
tions  on  railways :  and  no  one  who  hi^ 
examined  the  terrible  statistics  of  kiUeti_ 
and  injured  can  doubt  that  it  is  a  matte 
which  requires  the  earnest  and  iminedii 
attention  of  Parliament,  Ft  is  not 
matter  which  ought  to  be  the  subject  (4 
delay.  If  we  are  convinced  that  by  an^ 
supervision  on  the  part  of  the  State  son 
at  least  of  those  lives  can  be  saved,  \ 
at  least  of  those  injuries  can  bo  prevented, 
an  imperative  duty  is  cast  upon  the  shout 
ders  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  endeavon 
by  legislation  to  secure  this  addil 
safety  for  i-ailway  servants.  No 
mine  can  l>e  hrilf  as  strong,  half  as  ; 
ful,  or  half  as  pithetie  a,s  some  of  the  Ian 
guage  used  in  the  Report  of  the  \U%] 
Commission.     It  says— 

"  Operations  carried  on  by  iiiwdw-guanlsirie 
limkerttpfeHf  iind  dlnmtersf  represent  a  far  mt» 
dangerou!*  tmde  tlian  Jin>^  trail e  or    proe^ 
except  that  of  merchant  ahipping/* 

And  then  it  gom  on  to  say  further — 

''  Llvejj  that  cuuld  Ije  ^ved  are  lost,  and  luoii 
are  injured  nnnecertaarily." 

^V'ell,  what  a  statement  that  is  to  makii 
and  how  it  should  make  us  all  feel  the  re- 
sponsibility of  sparing  no  effort  to  put  mi 
end  to  such  evila.  The  Royal 
mission  agreeil  to  an  unanimous  Keporl 
The  Government  have  endeavouTfd 
embody  that  He  port  in  this  Bill. 
have  J  lot  eonsdouely  adde<l 
nor  have  we  consciousl\' 
away  from  it.  We  should 
any  attempt  %o  make  the  Bill  faU 
the  standard  set  up  by  the  Report 
Royal  Commission,  and  1  believt 
our  detei-mination  to  adhere  t*j  the 
mendationis  of  the  Report  will  besuppor 
in  all  pfirts  of  the  House.  1  believe  tfa4 
if  we  eariy  this?  measure  int<j  law.  m  I 
feel  sure  wo  s^ball  do  very  shortly, 
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shall  have  done  as  good  a  piece  of  work  for 
the  saving  of  life  and  the  prevention  of 
injuries  to  a  class  of  servants  well  deserv- 
ing of  sympithy  as  the  House  has  done 
for  many  a  long  day.  I  have  been  asked 
whether  this  Bill  is  to  be  taken  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  or  in  the 
Standing  Committee.  I  propose  that  it 
should  be  referred  to  the  Standing  Commit- 
tee. I  am  certain  the  matters  which  will 
have  to  be  discussed  will  be  more  quietly 
and  efficiently  discussed  in  the  Grand 
Committee  than  in  Committee  of  the 
whole  House.  I  rely  upon  members  who 
serve  upon  that  Committee  to  do  their 
utmost  to  assist  the  Government  in 
getting  through  with  the  Bill  speedily,  so 
that  the  evils  which  all  acknowledge  shall 
not  continue  one  single  day  longer  than 
we  can  help. 

♦Mr,  TENNANT  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  answer  my  question  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  to  accidents  which  happened  not 
on  main  Unes  of  railway.  This  Bill  only 
applies  to  main  lines,  and  not  to  private 
sidings.  The  Royal  Commission  made  no 
recommendations  on  the  subject  of  pri- 
vate sidings.  But  private  sidings  are 
under  the  administration  of  the  Homo 
Office,  and  no  doubt  the  Hoine  Secretary 
will  consider  whether  the  regulations 
which  Parliament  thinks  it  necessary  to 
apply  to  main  lines  ought  not  to  be  ex- 
tended to  private  sidings. 

♦Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
R) :  I  wish  to  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  even  more  warmly  on  his 
speech  than  on  the  Bill,  with  every  clause 
of  which  I  have  the  heartiest  sympathy. 
I  may  offer  a  special  welcome  to  this  Bill, 
because  I  am  the  only  Member  in  this 
House  who  has  up  to  now  obtained  the 
assent  of  Parliament  to  the  principle  of 
this  Bill,  having,  in  1886,  succeeded  in 
carrying  to  a  Second  Reading  the  Railway 
Regulation  Bill  of  that  year,*  giving  the 
Board  of  Trade  power  to  deal  with  the 
questions  of  block-working,  interlocking 
of  points  and  signals,  continuous  auto- 
matic brakes,  and  other  points,  as  well  as 
the  question  of  couplings — in  short  with 
all    the    questions    affecting    the    safe 

*  This  Bill  was  read  a  second  time  on  19th 
May,  1886,  ancL  oommitted  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. (See  l%e  Parliamentary  Debates 
[Third  Series],  Vol.  cocv.,  page  1440.) 


>  working  of  goods-guardsmen,  brakesmen, 
shunters,     and    other    matters.      I  was 
very   sorry  that  this  Bill   could  not  be 
proceeded  with  owing  to  the  dissolution 
in  June  of  that  year,  because,  as  we  are 
all  aware,  many    of   the  evils  to  which 
the  President  of    the    Board  of  Trade 
has  made  such  touching  reference  might 
thus   have   been  prevented  many  years 
ago.     I   will  only  deal  with   the  broad 
aspects    of    the    Bill.       The    criticisms 
levelled     at     the     Bill      point      to     an 
undue    interference    on     the    part      of 
the  Board    of  Trade  and    an   unneces- 
sary    increase     in     the     standard      of 
I  expenditure  which  may   be  imposed  on 
I  railway  companies  and    the   owners   of 
private  wagons.     What  I  wish  to  insist 
upon   is   that  in    assuming    this    grave 
responsibility,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  is  not  only   rendering 
good  service  in  preventing  accidents  and 
giving  protection  to  railway  servants  in 
some  of  the  more  dangerous  operations 
which  they  have  to  go  through,  but  that 
— though  it  may  take  some  time — the 
ultimate  economic  effect  of  the  Bill  will 
be  beneficial  to  the  railway  companies, 
to  the  private  trader,  and  to  all  con- 
cerned.     A    real     service    which     the 
Board     of    Trade    will     be   doing  will 
be,  through  central  regulation,  to  bring 
about    the  highest  standards    and   uni- 
formity of  working  and  of  appliances. 
Phis   will    tend   to  stimulate  inevitable 
changes      in     the     character     of     the 
rolling-  stock    and  appliances   used    on 
railways,    and    which     will     eventually 
tend  to  the  immense  economic  advantage 
of  the  railway  system.     Anyone  who  has 
gone  into  the  conditions  of  trade,  which 
are  facilitated  by  the  larger  rolling  stock, 
the  immense  freight  cars  used  on^Ameri- 
can   railways,   and    the  increased  speed 
attained  by  their  engines,  and  the  great 
economies  in  working  thus  made  possible, 
must  know  that  the  step  we  have  taken 
to-day  must  have  economic  results  of  vital 
importance  to  the  railway  system,  as  well 
as  in  their  direct  effect  on  the  safetv  of 
the  workmen.      The  period  during  which 
the  changes  ordered  by  the  rules  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  are  to  be  carried  out  has 
been  wisely  omitted  from  the  Bill.      It  is 
obvious  that  the   periods  of  time  must 
vary    for    different    kinds    of.  changes 
in   the  railway  system.    The  only  sug- 

festion  which  I  shall  make  to  the  right 
on.  Gentleman,  and  which  I  would  be 
inclined  to  support  in  Goinm\U^»e^^  \&  >2ci36^k 
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M'onk  should  be  iutrotluctd  in  the  Bill  to 
asgiire  railway  companies  and  pnvate 
oivnei^  that  adequate  tirue  will  be  alloweil 
for  caiTvirig  out  oxperitueiits  before  rules 
and  ifguktions  hit  issued  iu  regaM  to 
eoupliugs.  That  is  not  made,  as  it  should 
]k\  absolutely  clear  ij I  the  Bill  m  itsitands, 
I  may  say  that  T  have  a  slight  preference 
for  the  form  of  the  Bill  as  it  was  intro 
duced  hist  year.  The  Bill  of  last  year  was 
preeise  in  its  pnnisions,  while  thcpn'scnt 
Bill,  though  enlarging  the  powers  iA  the 
Bciard  still  further  and  widejiing  the  scape 
of  the  Bill,  doi^s  leave  the  Biiard  of  Trade 
more  upon  tt^  pressure.  There  may  Ije 
pressure  not  only  from  the  friends  of 
lalKiur  iu  the  House,  but  also  pressure 
from  behind  the  scenes  by  railway  diree- 
t^jrs  and  owners  of  private  wagons*  w^ho 
ha\^e  abecidy  more  than  onee  paralysed 
Hegi^lation  uf  this  kind  when  w^e  w^eie 
hoping  the  besjt  results  from  it.  I  welcouie 
the  strong  and  decisive  woi-da  of  the  right 
hun.  (xentleman  in  regaid  tu  the  thtnl 
siilhsection  of  Clause  L  He  has  made  it 
fier-feetly  clear  that  this  Bill  would  not, 
iu  his  opinion,  bo  wtuth  proceeding  with  u.t 
nil  if  that  portioii  of  it  were  to  be  struck  out. 
1  sincerely  tjust  that  thk  spii-it  will  gover  n 
the  whole  eoni-se  of  the  Bill  thn>ugh  its 
various  stages  in  the  House,  and  that  we 
uuiy  al?*o  uiki'  tliese  words  to  imply  that 
it  will  be  prijceeded  with  in  the  same 
s|nrit  when  it  readies  the  other  House. 
Having  Uiken  an  active  interest  in  this 
legislation  from  the  very  tirst  moment 
1  ojitered  the  House  of  Commons  four- 
teen years  ago,  and  having  myself 
rejjeatedly  (U'ged  the  acceptance  of  these 
pr  ineiples  and  similar  provisioim  again  and 
again  in  the  House,  I  congratulate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  having  so 
(iflTeetively  cajried  out  these  objects  in 
the  present  Bill,  and  in  having  thus 
itssoeiated  his  name  with  so  admirable  a 
piece  of  legislation. 

*Mh.  PURVIS  (Petei-l>orougii)  :  As  re- 
fit*esenting  a  great  number  of  mil  way 
men,  I  trust  I  may  take  leave  to  int€rvene 
brief!}'  in  this  deliatc,  because  I  took  ex- 
ception, in  terms  as  strong  as  I  thought 
good  mannei^  would  allow,  to  the  with- 
dmwing  of  last  year's  Bill  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  and  so  I  am  un- 
willing to  give  unite  a  silent  vote  in 
favour  of  the  amends  he  has  made  us  by 
his  present  measure,  Last  year^^  Bill 
came  to  grief  because  some  considered 
that  it  had  not  been  shown  to  be  desir- 


able;  others  that  it  waa  not  attainable;! 
and  others,  again,  that  it  was  not  m\\^  f 
saiy.     But  now  things  have  taken  a  t»ui»,  1 
for  the  Royal  Conimisaion  has  shown  that] 
tlie  Bill  is  \fivy  desii^able.     Itreptu't^  thAtJ 
the   de^iths    of    shunters   ha\'e    lisen  iiij 
number    from    3*6    in   a  IjOOO    in 
year     1895     to     5'08     iu     1898  j 
that     76     shunters     in     every     1,(J 
are  injured.     In  the  next  place  the  Com-, 
mission  finds  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  J 
is  atUiinable,  for  it  reports  ivhat  h  evcal 
woi-se  than   the  deaths  and  the  in  juries  J 
It   reports   what  is  a  grave   indict  meal,  J 
that  these  deaths   and   injuries  are  mouiJ 
than    need    be,  and   can   be    diminishetLl 
And   as  to  the  Bill  being  necessary,  the 
mere  statement  of  all  this  at  leiist  carriia 
with   it  proof  enough   that  legislation  k  \ 
tiecessary   to   make   the   companies  ajwli 
other  owners    do    what    is    neadi^l    u* 
diminish  the  nnndjer  of  these  deaths  ajid  ( 
injuries  ;    first,  because  eifect  cannot  Wl 
given   to   the   rtjcomniendations    of   the  i 
Commission    except   by   concert    amongj 
the  companies  and  ownera,  which  eonc 
again,     cannot    l>e    ofiectual    unless    t£j 
receives   validity  and  sanction  from  the 
law  ;  for  be  the  general  public  pet^iiasio 
a^  prevalent   as  it  may  iji  favour  of 
proposed  changes,  yet  it  is  not  the  spocia 
interest  of  any  one  etimpany  or  owner  tiil 
set  the   oxaniplo.     W^hat  is  every  body  i 
iMisinesw  is  nolw>dy's  laisiness,  and,  ctjui^-i 
(juently,  in  most  causes  it  will  l>e  ill  done 
and  iu  many  cases  nut  tlone  at  alL     Ajm 
I  will  go  further.     Even    if   thci-e 
univei-Sid    agreement    among    the    m 
panies,  still  it  would   need  to  l>e  enfor 
by  uiuversal  feeling  among  them,  equall 
in  compelling  strength  and  rigour  to  xim\ 
compelling  iti-ength  and  rigour  of  the  kw^ 
But   this  is  virtually  impossible,  becao 
amongst   other   things,  one  company  i% 
owner  would  feel  the  expense  more  thAii  I 
another.     So  much  for  the   necessity  fori 
tlie     Bill       How     about    the     manncfj 
in     which      it     d&xh     with     the     sub' 
]^ct      matter  1      The     Kepjrt     of    th*i 
Commissiou      tieclares     that      time 
needed  to  do  all  that  is  letiuired,  but . 
declares  that  a  beginning  should  he  madi»] 
at  once.     I  agi'ee.     Ancient  wisdom  k\^i 
it  down  that  the  beginning  is  half  of  th 
whole,  and  this  Bill  makes  the  bogiimin 
Now,  there   are  two   ways  in  which  ic 
make  the  companies  and  wagon  ownenrl 
move  in  the  desired  direction.     One  ih  j 
enactment  in  detail  dictating*  evr' 
to  every Ixjdy.     This  wa^  the  wh 
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last  year's  Bill — after  two  years  brakes 
and  labels ;  after  five  years  couplings  and 
so  forth.     It  seemed  to  many  to  stretch 
them  one  and  all  on  a  Procrustean  bed, 
pulling    out    one    company   longer  and 
lopping  another  company  shorter,  forcing 
them  into  uniformity  by   violent  means, 
whether  the   arrangement  should  fit  or 
not  fit  all  railways  alike.     The  Commis- 
sioners themselves  failed  to  fix  on  any 
particular    coupling.       Not     even     any 
witness    examined    was  able   to    do  so, 
and  that  is  the  strongest  of  the  reasons 
against    a    measure     like    last    year's 
Bill,  which   enjoined  couplings  after  five 
years,  though  what  couplings  will  suit  is 
even  yet  undecided.     But  by  the  same 
token,  as  they  were  apparently  agreed  on 
the  expediency  of  adopting  the  twelve 
improvements  mentioned  in  the  schedule 
to  this  Bill,  I  am  not  sure  these  ought 
not  to  be  made  compulsory,  which,  how- 
ever, is  a  Committee  matter.     Well,  at 
any  rate,  the  Commissioners  deprecated 
the  antecedent  rule  of  thumb  system,  and 
favoured  what  does  seem,  on  the  whole,  a 
more  excellent  way — dealing,  if  need  be, 
with  each  particular  railway  or  class  of 
railway  in  the  particular  way  required  in 
that  particular  case  or  class,  and  this  is 
the  method  of  the  present  Bill.      The 
Bill  gives  power  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
make  and  enforce  rules  for  reducing  or 
removing  the  risks  to  shunters  or  other 
railway     men — these    rules    to    apply, 
or    not    to    apply,    to    any     particular 
railway      or    class     of      railwa^^s,      or, 
if   that    should    fail  to    put  the    saddle 
on  the  right    horse,    then    by  Section  8 
the    Boara  of   Trade    may  give    direct 
specific  order  to  use  or  disuse  any  appli- 
ance, and  so  effect  the  object  of  the  Bill, 
on  pain  of  penalty  for  disobedience,  and 
by  injunction  to  compel  future  obedience. 
^ow,  as  it  would  be  a  violation  of  ele- 
mentary  justice  to  exact  unwilling  au}>- 
mission  to  all  this  by  anyone  without  his 
]>eing  heard,  so  there  is  in  this  Bill  what 
was  not  in  that  of  last  year — there  is  the 
right  of  appeal  from  Festus  unto  Caesar, 
from  the  Board  of  Trade  to  the  Railway 
Commissioners,  or  to  a  referee,  so  that  if 
anyone  concerned  is  not  satisfied,  and  if 
the  Commissioners  or  the  referee  find  the 
objection  is  reasonable,  then  the  objection 
shall  prevail,  and  ♦^he  rule  or  the  order 
shall  not  be  made.     Finally,  by  no  means 
the  least  popular  and  important   is   the 
provision,  which  was  not  in   last  year's 
Bill,  as  to  railway  sidings  connected  with 


a  railway,  though  belonging  not  to  the 
railway  company,  but  to  colliery  or  other 
wagon  owners.  Accidents  happen  to 
railway  men  on  these  private  sidings,  and 
no  notice  of  them  is  given  to  the  Board  . 
of  Trade.  The  wagon  owners  do  not 
report,  because  the  victims  are  not  their 
servants,  and  the  railway  company  do 
not  report  because  the  accident  did  not 
occur  on  their  line.  Well,  the  Bill 
requires  the  railway  company  to  give 
notice  just  as  if  the  accident  was  on  their 
line.  In  short,  the  Bill  has  the  same 
object  as  that  of  last  year  ;  but  it  is  more 
practical  and  just,  more  far-reaching  and 
immediate  in  its  action,  than  that  ill-fated 
attempt,  and  tens  of  thousands  of  railway 
men  who,  after  long  and  weary  expecta- 
tion, were  last  year  deeply  disappointed, 
will  now  rejoice  in  a  measure  which  goes 
no  little  way  to  realise  their  highest 
hopes. 

Mr.  BRODIE  HOARE  (Hampstead) : 
I  do  not  think  that  Clause  12  ought  to 
pass  through  this  House  without  amend- 
ment. It  is  one  of  the  most  important 
clauses  in  the  Bill,  as  it  provides  that  by 
the  simple  fiat  of  the  Board  of  Trade  a  . 
railway  company  may  break  its  contract 
with  its  creditors,  and  put  new  creditors 
in  priority  of  old  creditors.  That  im- 
plies a  distinct  breach  of  contract  with  the 
debenture  holders,  and  it  ought  not  to  be 
passed  without  considerable  investiga- 
tion. 

Mr.  RITCHIK:  It  has  already  been 
safeguarfled. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  said 
the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
with  regard  to  Clause  1 2  was  capable  of 
a  proper  and  satisfactory  interpretation 
by  the  Grand  Committee  on  Trside.  He 
should  not  deal  with  it,  because  it  was  a 
purely  financial  question,  and  that  l)eing 
so  it  woidd  be  dealt  with  by  somebody 
Ixjtter  acquainted  with  that  subject  than 
himself.  But  representing,  as  he  did, 
the  largest  railway  constituency  of  the 
kingdom,  it  was  only  proper  that  he 
should  say  a  few  words  upon  the  Bill.  It 
was  not  for  the  first  time  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  backed 
a  good  cause  in  a  strong  and  sympathetic 
speech,  and  he  believed  that  at  the  end  of 
the  session  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
have  the  credit  of  passing,  perhaps,  the 
best  Bill  the  Goy^^\\m<eiv\»  V«A,\xn5^t^^3x^^ 
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this  year.     If  the  Bill  only  offectecl  a  titho 
of   that   which  aorao   of  them  expecterl 
of   it,  the  right   hon*  Gentleman  would 
have  added  another  to  the  many  reasons 
which  various  se-ctioiis  of  labour  had  fur 
Ijlessing  his  oe<;upancy  of  the  oiiice  he  held. 
He  defiireil  to  associate  himself  with  all 
the  kind  praise  which  had  l>een  given  to 
the   Royal    CommBsion,  the    Report   of 
which  had    produced  the  Bill,     l^ot  for 
the  first  time  Lord  James  had  identified 
himself  with  industrial   reforniii,  and  iji 
doing  so  had  (Conferred  a  great  h<Km  upon 
the  working  ehiages  of  ihc  comitry.     He, 
fjosvever^  ui^hed  t«  si*y  ii  wortl  or  two 
alK>nt  the  railway  managerH  and  directors 
who   not  ord)*  gave  evidence*  Ijut  acted 
uiwn    the    lioyal    Commission,    and    he 
deeired    bo    do    so  rather    to    help  the 
niatiagera     and     directors    against     the 
action  of  their  shareholders.      He  noticed 
tliat  these  gentlemen  agreed  unanimously 
to  the  Report  of  the  Koyal  Commission^ 
and   he   ventured  to  say    that   many  of 
them  would  have  gone  much  further  than 
they  did  had  it  not  been  for  the  fe^tr  of 
their    shareholders    behind    them.       Ho 
l)elievc<l    that   inan}^    railway    managers 
and  direct*»rj4   would  be  quite   ready  to 
introduce    reforms    upon   their   systems, 
with  a  view  to  the  savuig  of  life  and  limb, 
were  it  not  that  they  were  nervous  and 
apprehensive  of  the  action  of  the  share- 
holders at  the  annual  meeting,  and  there- 
foi-e  he   thought  the   time  had   arrived 
when    the    f louse    of    Commons   sliould 
support  them,  and  when  mil  way   share- 
holders should  be  told  that  in  many  cases 
their  dividends  were  only  earnetl  by  the 
injury  of  their   workmen,  and  in  many 
instances  their  interest  was  only  secured 
by  the  avoitkble  death  of  men  whom  they 
employed.     When   the   House   saw    this 
happy   agreement   of   railway    mauiigers 
and  directors  to  improve   the    eonditiun 
and  safct}'  on  the  railways,  it  was  their 
duty  tir   carry    the    feeling    outside  the 
House  and  tell  the  shareholdei-s  that  they 
must  give    the    managers  and  directors 
more  power  in  the  direction  of  this  Bili 
timn  they  hmi  hitherto  done.     One  good 
feature    of   the  debate  was  the   absence 
of    party     polities.      It     was   a    happy 
thing     lor     the     country     that     wnen 
questions    of     the    safety    of    life    and 
limb  were   before   the   House   all   party 
feeling  disappeared.    He  sincerely  trtisted 
that  we  wouhl  never  see  the  ideal  condition 
which  the  right  hon-  Member  for  South 
Aberdeen  seemed  to  think  was  necessary 

Mr,  Mn  Mifts, 
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and   that  we  shoidd  not    a*iHimilat*^   'iv 
autocratic  power  of  the  presidents  ui  kht 
American  railways.     He  wbs  in  Amanra 
for  tive  ye^irs,  and  anything  more  lament- 
able  than  the  number  of  avoidable  de&tli^ 
I  that     took    place     on      the     Amenean 
railways  it  was  impossible  to  foncei?«L 
He  believed  that  such   horrible  skugliter 
was  entirely  due  to  the  autocratic  power 
of   tbe  presidents   of    railways,   and  ibt 
British  system,   with  all  its    faults,  wt.^ 
intinit-ely  the  1  totter  of  the  two.    The  liiiJ, 
in   the  opijiion  of  the  hon,  MrndxT  for 
Barnani  Castle,  wan  too  geueml :  that  wa.- 
the  usual  eharactA.*r  of  evi*ry    Bill  »»f  m 
exijcrimental      nature.       It      was      t^in 
tended    that    the    Bill    might    tend    to 
rliminish  the  i-esiion  si  bili  ties  of  the  rail- 
ways themselves.     He  hari  no  such  fear, 
'  If  the  Board  of  Ti-ade  had  had  the  arhi 
[  trary  power  possessetl  hy  the  Home  (>Jfit*e 
'  vvith  regard  to  mines  and  othei  matu^ix 
I  the  i-ailway   industry   would    have    \m*n 
made  much  safer  than  it  is.     The  hoa. 
Gentleman  also   thought    that   the 
would  deter  invention  :   but,  on  the 
'  trary,   it   would   have  just  the   i>pposti 
effect.     Directly  the  Autonmtie  Coupli 
Bill  was  introduced  in  the  previous  ye 
the   inventors    of     autonmtic     coupling 
sprang   up   like   mushrooms  on  a  dftinj 
morning.      In     his     opinion      thi^     Hi 
would     considerably      stimulate     in^en 
tit  in.      It    was    not     the     revoliitiofiafT 
]  Bill   which  had  been  expected   by  sunn? 
hon.  Members  in  the  previous  year.     In 
I  the  twelve  reforms  mentioned  in  it   ih^n 
j  was  not  one  which  was  likely  t 
I  railway  companies    to  much  t?>! 
either  money  or  time.     Some  other 
[  gestions  had  been  adopted   long  agi> 
,  other  industries  with  very  beneficial 
I  suite; r    and     the    one    thing     which 
;  regretted    was    that  railway    work^b 
hati  not  been  brought  within  the  v]> 
I  tion  of  the  Factories  Act*  as  they  >h 
I  hnve   l>cerj   lon^  ago,      Whh    regatxi 
,  nlih^'ay  traHic  ui  general,  the  Bill  iwl 
I  cated  that  riiilway  traffic  was  a  dan-^ 
I  trade,  or  at  any  mte  some  ptrrtiou  of 
wasj  such  iis  shimting»  plai'ekyiiig,  and 
the  work  of  goods  guanls,  and   s^j  far  ^ 
those  matters  were  concerned,  the  Bill  wat 
a  step  in  the  right  direction*     It  gave  ll 
Board  of  Trade  power  to  issue  ndea, 
he  hoped  those  rules  woidd  be  strong 
rigorously  enforced,  an*l»  generally 
ing»  would  have  the  same  effect  in  diminid 
ing  accidents  to  life  and  limb  on  somii 
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the  railways  that  some  of  the  rules  of 
the  Home  Office  had  in  other  dangerous 
trades.  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  ought  to  be  supported  in  his  action 
to  make  the  companies  take  reasonable 
notice.  Some  companies  would  take  a 
fortnight's  notice  and  be  satisfied,  whilst 
others  would  take  six  months  and  not 
find  that  enough.  He  hoped  that  in  this 
matter  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  be  guided  by  the  best 
companies  and  not  by  the  worst. 
The  penalties  imposed  by  the  Bill 
were  simply  ridiculous.  The  maximum 
penalty  was  only  £50,  and  such  a 
penalty  was  ridiculously  small.  There 
was  nothing  in  Section  12  with  respect  to 
dead  buffer  waggons.  He  did  not  know 
whether  it  was  intended  to  a))olish  them, 
but  one  thing  was  quite  certain,  and  that 
was  that  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  ought  to  put  them  in  the  schedule 
of  the  Bill  with  an  approximate  date  for 
their  abolition.  If  it  were  provided  that 
they  were  to  be  abolished  three  or  four 
years  hence,  the  best  of  the  companies 
would  comply  within  a  shorter  period, 
and  other  companies  would  have  to 
follow.  Although  this  Bill  had  bscn 
blessed  so  much  by  every  speaker,  he  did 
not  see  the  blessed  words  "automatic 
couplings."  He  did  not  see  them  in  any 
of  the  sections,  although  they  might  be 
there.  He  did  not  grumble  with  regard 
to  that,  but,  not  seeing  them,  he  was 
disappointed.  He  advised  the  right  hon. 
(gentleman  to  exploit  the  uiianiniity  of 
approval  with  which  this  Bill  had  l)een 
received,  in  order  to  bring  in  some  stipu- 
lation with  regard  to  the  use  of  automatic 
couplings  as  soon  as  he  possibly  could. 
He  should  like  something  to  be  done 
also  towards  providing  portable  electric 
alarms  for  the  use  of  platelayers  apart 
from  their  look-out  men,  because  while 
in  clear  and  fine  weather,  when  the 
look  -  out  men  could  see,  they 
were  all  very  well,  in  the  thick, 
foggy  weather,  and  in  those  dull,  damp 
days  when  the  steam  from  the  engines 
did  not  lift  and  they  could  not  see,  they 
were  almost  as  badly  off  as  the  plate- 
layers themselves.  He  noticed  also  that 
overhead  bridges  were  not  mentioned 
in  the  Bill,  but  these  certainly  ought 
to  be  built  at  such  a  height  as  would 
enable  the  railway  man  to  stand  up- 
'  rieht  on  the  top  of  the  tender,  and  he 
asked  that  in  all  new  bridges  that  were 
built  more  headway  should  be  allowed. 


It  would  not  entail  any  further  expense 
on    the    railway    companies     than     the 
old    plan,    and    in     many    cases     they 
were     willing    to    do     it,     particularly 
in  London.    There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  would  like  to  draw  attention. 
There  were  many  junctions  and  sidings 
and  point  places  in  a  busy  railway  centre 
where,  if  an   overhead  bridge    was  not 
possible,  there  ought  to  be  a  subway  from 
one  side   to   the   other,  with  connecting 
interval  ladders.     He  would  not  criticise 
;  the  Bill  further  now,  l)ecause,  as  a  member 
I  of  the  Grand  Committee  on  Trade,  he 
I  would  have  his  opportunity  of  doing  so 
i  later  on.     Public   opinion,   and  the   fear 
I  on  the  part  of  the  railway  companies  of 
I  having  to  pay  heavy  damages,  had  enor- 
'  mously  iiicrejised   the  safety  of  railway 
passengers,  but  he   could  not    see   that 
increased  safety  for  the  men   had  been 
attained.     On   the    London  and  North- 
western  Railway,   which    was  in  many 
ways  a  model  railway,  of  the  50,706  men 
employed  in   1896   15 J  per  cent,   were 
either  killed,    permanently  disabled,  or 
temporarily  disabled    for    periods   from 
three  and  a  half   weeks  to  four  months. 
The  condition  of    things  shown  by  the 
statistics   on    this    subject    required  an 
i  absolute  power  on  the  part  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  almost  tyrannical  regula- 
•  tions,  in  order  that  the  injury  to  life  and 
'  limb  might  be  diminished.     At  the  same 
time   he    believed    that  accidents    were 
.  sometimes  due  to  carelessness  on  the  part 
of  the  men,  and  he  would  advise  railway 
men  to  bo   more  vigilant  and  thoughtful 
J  in  going  about  their  work,  and  to  avoid 
I  liquor  as  they  would  the  plague.     If  this 
Bill  were  enforced  it  would  be  the  be- 
ginning of  good  things  for  half  a  million 
'  of  men  upon  our  railways.     He  hoped  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
follow  it  up  hy  administration  of  the  best 
'  description,    and     whenever    a    railway 
'  director  appealed  to  him  in  the  future 
I  to  be  gentle  to  the  railway  companies  let 
;  him   point  to  the  pasan  .of   pi'aise   with 
which  the  Bill  had  been  greeted  by  rail- 
way directors  and  railway  shareholders  in 

the  course  of  this  debate. 

I 

I  *Mr.  gray  (West  Ham,  N.) :  I  had 
intended  ofl'ering  to  the  House  a  few  re- 
marks of  a  general  character  upon  this 
'  Bill  had  I  had  the  good  fortune  to  attract 
I  your  attention.  Sir,  somewhat  earlier  in 
,  the  evening,  and  I  felt  that  I  might  have 
j  justified  myself  in  so  doin^  b^  \?afc  Wx* 
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tiiat  them  ab  fow  districta  in  tha  country 
more  closelj^  Intei^ested  in  this  meaaure 
than  that  which  I  have  the  honour  to  re- 
present. Not  only  is  one  of  the  krgcsst 
rail  way  works  in  the  country  in  ray  divi- 
sion, but  there  are  some  hundiwla  of  the 
men  working  on  the  London  section  of 
the  (li'eat  Kastern  line  resident  in  the 
distnet.  I  felt,  therefore,  it  was  my 
hounden  duty  to  offer  the  House  one  or 
two  considerations  upon  thia  matter ;  but 
at  this  late  hour  1  hesitate  to  occupy  the 
time  uf  tbe  Honi^e,  lint  I  am  Imnntl  to  men- 
tion orte  or  twn  things,  because  I  am  not  a 
meml»er  oi  tlic  Grand  Committee  cm 
Tra^le  which  \Nill  \m  considenng  this  Bill 
later  on.  When  the  Bill  was  first  pub- 
lished I  adopted  a  course  which  1  do  not 
think  is  very  nsnal.  I  invited  thecounael 
of  the  men  who  are  directly  interested  in 
the  measure,  I  sought  an  interview  with 
the  platelayers,  the  shunters,  gotKls 
guards,  and  so  forth,  to  whom  this  BilJ 
particularly  applies^  and  1  spent  several 
hours  with  thenj  in  a  discussion  of  the  Bill 
line  by  line-  This  1  can  say,  that  their 
approval  of  the  Bill  was  as  cordial  Jis  that 
which  has  come  from  hoti.  Members  who 
have  taken  part  in  the  delwite  this 
evening* 

Attention  called  to  the  fact  that  forty 
Members  were  not  present  (\\\\  Cau>- 
WELU  Ijiinark,  Mid).  House  coufited, 
and  forty  Members  lieing  foimd  present, 

*Mk.  gray  (continuing)  \  I  should 
have  contented  myself  with  their  expres- 
sion  of  approval,  and  given  a  silent  vote 
upon  the  measure  but  for  the  fact  that 
they  emphasised  in  their  discussions  two 
poiiits  which  1  am  bound  to  bring  under 
the  notice  of  the  President  i»f  the  Boanl 
of  Trade.  There  Nvas  no  sha([n\^'  of  doultt 
whatever  that  they  luoketl  nporr  the 
questions  of  automatic  enuplings  and 
(lead  buffers  as  the  two  most  imjiojtant 
matters.  They  would  fiave  liked  to  sec 
Iwtli  thime  phrases  in  the  schedule,  and 
if  1  du  not  ha\^e  an  opportunity  at  the 
(irand  Committee  ojt  Trade  I  should  cer- 
tainly, when  the  Bill  comes  before  the 
House,  vote  for  the  insertion  r>f  thosf^ 
two  phrases  in  the  schedule,  if  for  no 
other  purpose  than  that  of  satisfying  the 
men  who  are  directly  concerned  that  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
deal  with  those  subjects.  1  noticed  with 
very  great  satisfaction  the  statemetit  of  the 
right  hon,  Creutlemati  that  Sub-section  3 


of  Clause  1  did  cover  the  intfintirxt 
the  Board  of  Tiitde  to  deal  with  ik 
question  of  automatic  couplingi^  \n 
while  he  sees  that  very  elo^irly,  and  rhilj 
any  ordinary  reader  of  the  Bill  would  all 
see  it,  I  am  afraid  there  are  a  great  maaf 
men  very  closely  concerned  in  this  tnati€ 
who  fancy  that  l>ocause  the  w^onl.^  .it 
omitted  from  the  schedule  the  miat  r 
will  be  left  out  of  the  cogitisancc  of  th; 
Board  ni  Trade,  Then  there  was  di 
other  r|uestioii  of  dead  buffers 
goods  wagons.  1  notieetl,  bni  I  \m 
there  was  rjo  sigTufiCiuice  in  the  oniisHifnj 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
reference  to  that  subject  whate\'er. 

Mk.  RITCHIE :  I  am  sorry  1  did  jiq 

but  there  were   a  great   many  diffetvH 
points  raised  in  the  discussion  on  the 
and  I  may  have  omitted  to  refer  to  mo 
than  one  of  them.     But  if  it  is  any  mlu 
faction  to  my  hon,  friend,  I  may  ^y  th 
he  need  have  no  appi-ehension  in 
to   the   question   of   wagons   with    Ui 
buffers.     That  is  certiiinly   one  of  ihifl 
ipiestions   which   I    think  we  shall  de*l 
with. 


*Mr.  gray  :  Having  obtained  thjit 
statement,  I  do  not  regret  the  two  or 
three  minutes  I  have  trespasse^l  upon  th*>* 
time  of  the  House.  I  am  quite  §nt¥  thai 
hatl  the  debate  clewed  without  that  1K«4I^ 
ance  there  would  have  been  very  gneal 
misapprehension  outside  as  to  the  attittide 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  this  subject,  h 
was  one  of  the  questions  specifi<^1]y  A^^^h 
with  1>y  the  Commissioners.  In  ahu^ni 
the  closing  phrases  of  their  Report  th..'v 
exjjressed  the  opimnn.  that  this  shoulci  lie 
one  of  the  subjects  included  in  the  opri 
t ions  of  the  Brian  1  of  Tnule,  and  !  ai 
very  glad  to  find  that  Sul>section  3 
Clause  1  will  deal  with  that  e^cactlr  as 
will  deal  with  auti^matic  couplings, 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentlemiyi 
say  that  he  pnj|M>sec1  tn  adheie  very 
strictly  to  the  sehcdulo  s^imply  1>eciiu 
it  \xii&  the  schedule  which  had  \\ 
iulopted  by  the  Cominisdoners  and  u 
which  all  parties  were  agre©U  I  am 
clined  to  think  that  that  is  merely 
setitimental  objection,  and  that  it  di 
net  go  much  beyond  sentiment.  Th** 
Commissioners  would  have  equally  agrc«l 
that  it  would  be  desirable  at  no  distant 
date  to  de^l  with  automatic  couplings. 

Mr.  EITCHIK :  I  am  sorry  to  inier- 
rupt  the  hon*  Member*  but  I  did  not  iir, 
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or  I  do  not  remember  having  said,  that  I 
intended  to  adhere  strictly  to  the  schedule 
in  the  Bill  because  it  was  recommended 
by  the  Commissioners.  What  I  said  was, 
if  I  recollect  rightly,  that  the  schedule  in 
the  Bill  was  the  schedule  agreed  to  by 
the  CJommissioners,  and  hence  its  presence 
in  the  Bill. 

*Mr.  gray  :  I  am  very  glad  to  hear 
that  also.  It  seems  to  me  that  I  am  play- 
ing the  role  of  Socrates  with  some  effect 
in  regard  to  the  two  questions  to  which  I 
have  received  very  satisfactory  replies.  I 
gather  not  only  that  these  two  subjects 
are  to  be  included  in  the  operations  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  but  that  there  is  no  in- 
superable objection  to  the  mention  of 
them  being  included  in  the  schedule  of 
the  Bill  should  the  Committee  think  it 
wise  so  to  do.  There  are  two  other  points 
to  which  I  would  invite  the  attention  of 
the  Minister  in  charge  of  the  Bill.  If  he 
has  the  power  to  make  an  order,  as  he 
undoubtedly  will  have  under  the  Bill,  I 
take  it  that  he  certainly  has  the  power  to 
amend  an  order.  I  believe  there  is  ample 
justification  for  the  principle  that  those 
who  have  power  to  make  an  order  have 

r)wer  to  make  an  amending  order.  But 
notice  there  is  nothing  in  the  Bill  which 
will  give  any  of  the  parties  concerned  the 
right  to  approach  the  Board  of  Trade 
with  a  view  to  obtaining  amending  orders. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give 
his  attention  to  that  before  the  matter 
comes  up  in  Committee,  because  it  is 
one  of  no  little  importance.  There  is  a 
question  which  has  not  been  referred  to 
in  the  whole  course  of  this  debate,  a  ques- 
tion to  which  I  attach  very  considerable 
importance.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  shall  be 
in  harmony  in  this  with  many  who  sit  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  I  have  always 
held  the  view  that  trade  organisations 
and  trade  unions  can  occupy  and  do  pky 
a  very  important  part  in  dealing  with 
trade  questions,  and  that  it  is  infinitely 
better  for  employers  to  deal  with  organ- 
ised labour  than  with  disorganised  or  un- 
organised labour.  I  equally  hold  that  it 
is  easier  for  a  State  Department  to  deal 
with  representatives  of  an  organisation 
than  it  is  to  deal  satisfactorily  with  the 
individual  applications  of  thousands  of 
men.  I  have  had  no  little  experience  of 
the  operations  of  a  great  organisation 
with  a  State  Department,  and  my  experi- 
ence is  simply  that  the  organisation  acts 
as  a  spring  buffer  between  the  Department 
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and  the  people  concerned,and,  as  the  spring 
buffer  is  desirable  in  railway  operations,  I 
am  inclined  to  think  the  organisation  is 
desirable  in  the  dealings  between  a  State 
Department  and  individual  men.  I  am, 
therefore,  hopeful  that  in  the  various 
representations  which  may  be  made  by 
the  men  under  this  Bill,  the  Board  of 
Trade  will  be  prepared  to  receive  those 
representations  through  the  men's  organi- 
sations.    There  is  a  phrase  in  the  Bill 

Mr.  RITCHIE  :  On  their  behalf. 

*Mr.  GRAY:  Very  well.  Perhaps  I 
may  venture  to  put  another  question  to 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Does  he  himself  construe  those  words  as 
covering  representations  received  through 
trade  organisations  1 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  Certainly. 

*Mr.  gray  :  I  am  delighted  to  hear 
that,  because  the  House  will  at  once 
realise,  whatever  attitude  they  may  take 
towards  trades  unions,  that  it  is  impos- 
sible for  shunters  or  platelayers  to  cope 
with  the  skilled  representations  made  by 
a  great  railway  company.  The  men 
themselves  would  feel  that  they  were 
placed  at  a  great  disadvantage  in  a  con- 
test of  that  character  imless  they  could 
have  equally  skilled  advice  on  their  own 
side.  If  they  can  make  these  represen- 
tations through  their  accredited  organi- 
sations, or  their  officials,  they  will  feel  that 
they  are  in  safe  hands.  My  experience 
of  such  organisations  is  that  frivolous  com- 
plaints would  be  stopped  by  the  organi- 
sation and  never  reach  the  Board  of 
Trade,  who  would  thus  be  saved  a  lot 
of  unnecessary  trouble  and  worry,  and 
would  get  in  a  concrete  form  the  wishes 
of  the  men  on  the  subject.  I  for  one  am 
exceedingly  pleased  to  hear  that  the 
representations  of  the  men  will  be  so 
received,  and  considered  when  so  made. 
That,  I  think,  removes  any  little  fear  the 
I  men  might  have  that  their  wishes  would 
I  not  be  fully  considered.  The  opposition 
I  of  the  railway  companies  and  of  the 
i  shareholders  has  been  met  by  the 
exceedingly  ingenious  device  of  allowing 
'  them  to  raise  further  capital  for  the  ex- 
!  press  purpose  of  carrying  out  these 
Amendments.  I  should  say  that  no  rail- 
way company  would  dare  to  plead  that 
it  will  cost  them  a  very  large  sum  of 
money  to  do  what  is  required^  bftQ».w&<6 
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that  would  be  self-condemnation  at 
once  J  it  would  be  positive  evidence 
that  they  had  neglected  in  the  p^ist 
those  stepi  which  they  ought  to  have 
taken  for  the  protoctioii  of  their 
men.  If  thc^re  are  many  t»f  these 
clauses  in  the  schedule  with  which  com- 
piinies  will  lia\  e  to  comply  afttir  the  Bill 
is  passed^  it  will  show^  that  they  hnvo  not 
adopted  the  precautions  without  cam- 
pulsion.  I  do  not  think  that  any  railway 
company  is  likely  to  take  that  course,  and 
therefore  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in 
the  fortunate  positioii  of  ha\"ing  the  con- 
sent and  approved  of  all  jmrtics.  I  would 
respectfully  oftler  the  nght  hou.  Gentle- 
man, and  tiie  Government  which  he  roprc- 
isents,  my  warmest  appreciatioji  of  their 
ettbrt  in  this  direction.  If  the  function 
iif  Pariiament  be  that  of  pnjteeting  the 
lives  and  liuiba  of  those  who,  according  to 
the  Commission,  lose  them  urniecessarily, 
then  indeed  Parliament  m  fnlhlling  itn 
ver}^  highest  work  in  carrying  a  Bill  of 
this  character.  I  endor^^e  the  sentiment 
which  has  already  l>ceu  expressed  that  no 
measure  has  passed  through  the  Ho\ise  of 
Commons  diU'ing  thiis  sessiori  which  will 
he  looked  back  npou  with  greiitor  satis- 
faction thati  that  of  winch  the  right  h on. 
(lentleman  has  charge  to-night,  ami  to 
which  the  House  is  now  asked  to  grant  a 
Sec4JUfl  Reading, 

Mr,  SCHWANN  {Manehesten  N.)  :  I 
rise  to  joiji  in  the  chorus  of  congratulation 
which  has  been  olfer<Kl  to  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Boaixl  of 
Tratle  on  introducing  a  Bill  which  seems 
to  liiwe  nnicli  more  chance  oi  passiug 
than  the  Bill  he  introduced  last  ye^ir.  1 
had  the  honour  of  secoii<iing  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address  last  year,  and 
[  mentioned  tlien  a  few  minor  improve- 
ments and  reforms  which  might  I»e  made 
for  the  regidation  of  railways  in  order  to 
prevent  lo:»s  of  life.  I  am  glad  to  see 
that  most  of  tln>se  suggestions  have  been 
carried  out — not  because  they  came  from 
me,  but  Ijeeause  they  have  been  recom- 
mended by  railw^ay  engineers  and  directors 
and  others  who  sat  on  the  Koyal  Com- 
ruisaiou.  Though  the  Member  for  Batter- 
sea  does  not  seem  to  have  seen  the  poasi- 
lality  of  the  iiuestion  of  automatic 
oouplings  lieing  included  in  this  Bill,  it 
is  quite  evident  that  it  is  contained  there, 
ar\d  with  regard  to  such  an  enormous 
step  as  that,  I  am  sure  this  House  is  not 
a.ecu9tomed  to  such  wholesale  and  sweep- 


ing  reforms.     As  in  the  tempeimDOe  mum, 
we  must   try   little   hy  little  to  ren 

some  of  the  dangers    w*hich    lie^et   tl 
Wiirking   man   in  that  direction  ;  m  fi 
as    railw^ay    servants    are    concerned 
miLst    hope    to   make   advance   little 
little,     I   am   glad    to   sue   that    in 
schedule  of  the  Bill    lK*fore   us  a  gn 
many  of  these  minor  reforms  are  likd 
to   be   carried   out.      For   example, 
putting  of  brake  levers  on   Ijoth  ddaa  i 
the  wagon.    The  lack  of  that  safeg 
is  a  very  fertile   source    of  loss  of 
among  shunters,  as   when   there  is 
one    lever    they  very  often  have  Ui 
underneath  the  wagon,  the  i-esult  htm 
the  driver  not   knowing  there  is  j 

I  engaged  in  that   operation,  loss 

I  The  labeUing  of  wagons  on  l>oth 
also  another  great  at^ip  in  the  right  diIl^ 
tion.  The  better  lighting  of  goock  jii»ri» 
is  also  included  in  the  Bill,  f  am  gjadi 
see  that  in  the  schedule,  Xuinber 
mention  is  made  of  permanent  way « 
I  am  afraid  our  platelayers  are  someirhil 
in  the  position  of  >M3rae  of  our  artiOc 
men  in  South  Africa  ;  there  are  no  i 
put  out  to  warn  them  of  thnmt^aifl 
danger.  That  the  loss  of  life 
shunters  is  very  frequent  is  liorne  out  I 
a  couple  of  questions  1  hnve  rf?eenB 
asked     with    regard    to    aceidenta 

I  loss    of     life     in     Mancbe^^ter. 
are    one    or    two    clauses    of   thi« 

.  which  seem  tt*  meet  with  the  approval  { 
the  House  as  they  met  with  the  app 
of   the   great  Iiody  of   railway   ivorK 

I  The  question  of  making  the  vultA  hm 
l>eeu  thoroughly  explained,  and  tbert  | 
no  nee^l  for  me  to  go  further  into  ih 
question.  But  the  inspection  of  ] 
before  an  accideJit  takes  place  is  i 
upon  which  all  railway  men  are 
mous,  and  an  operation  which  they  i 
to  see  t^ike  place.  IVe  vent  ion  m  I 
t^an  cure,  but  a^  far  as  I  can  see  ifct 
Board  of  Trade  have  no  special  le^ 
power  to  interfere  in  the  re^datiofi  >.  * 
mil  way  stations  and  so  tm  until  an  . 
dent  has  ix^curred.  The  residt  of  that  j 
that  very  tiften  on  some  niilwa\*«,  th 
many  of  them  are  splendidly'  mana 
neglect  takes  place,  Lo<*k  at  the  Wimb 
don  station  on  the  South  Westcni  lifl 
An    enormous    nnmlicr    of    trains 

I  through  there  every  tlay»  almost  *w  \ 
as  through  Clapham  Jimction,  and 
the  higgage  is  usually  carriM  across  l 

I  permanent  way,  because  there  is  no 

j  way.     The  result  is  that  the  loss  of 
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at  that  sUition  is  astcmtidiiig.  That  shows 
the  necessity  for  inspection.  T  do  not 
see  any  recison  why  there  should  not  be 
inapectoi^s  to  travel  about,  so  that  their 
attention  might  !>e  called  either  to  a  dan- 
gerous place  or  to  the  lack  of  proper  appli- 
ances at  a  station.  There  ought  to  be  no 
ditliculty  in  allowing  them  to  report  to 
ttie  Board  of  Trade  upon  such  circum- 
**t  ttices  involving  danger.  There  is  some 
suspicion  or  mistrust  in  regard  to  the 
riiising  of  special  funds  by  the  companies 
which  may  possibly  be  placed  before  the 
^lel>enturestock  of  the  railway.  For  my  own 
pfirt  \  think  there  is  an  obligation  on 
the  shar6hold0i*g,  and  therefore  on  the 
■mil way  directors,  to  pi-otect  the  lives 
and  limbs  of  their  servants,  I  beg  to 
«jiy  one  word  in  favour  of  the  share- 
holders. 1  do  not  believe  that  the 
general  British  public  who  are  share- 
holdenu  in  railways  are  anxious  to  earn 
large  dividends  at  the  expense  of  the 
Jive*  of  those  in  their  employ.  The  very 
great  majority  of  them  would  prefer  to 
receive  a  |  or  ^  or  I  per  cent,  less  divi- 
-dend  than  see  the  lives  of  the  men  sacri- 
'  tieed.  I  know  it  is  often  said  that  these 
reforms  will  injure  the  poor  widow  who 
is  dependent  for  her  income  on  these 
^iividends.  My  experience  is  that  the 
poor  widows  are  the  very  last  in  the 
world  to  desire  to  purchase  their  own 
support  or  happiness  at  the  expense  of 
these  men.  I  do  not  wish  Ui  detain  the 
House  further,  but  1  have  not  infre- 
4[uently  seen  heart-rending  cases  where 
the  bread ^*inner  has  gone  out  in  the 
morning  iu  the  prime  of  life,  and  been 
Ijrought  home  to  his  household  eithei* 
luaimed  or  dying,  1  have  seen  the  shock 
which  the  widow  and  children  have 
suflcred»  and  the  deterioration  of  their 
own  health  in  consccjuence  of  that  shock, 
and  therefore  I  am  delighted  to  support 
a  Bill  which  will  in  any  smaU  way  tend 
tr3  prevent  such  occurrences,  and  still 
more  a  measure  which  contains  within  it 
the  seed  of  a  far  gretiter  and  wider- 
reaLhing  improvement  in  the  lives  of 
railway  workers, 

♦Colonel  BLUNDELL  (Lancashire, 
luce)  said  everyone  was  most  aiixious  for 
the  safety  of  the  men  employed  on  rail- 
ways* and  there  were  many  points  iu  the 
Bill  of  which  he  appnived,  especially  the 
provision  for  the  better  lighting  of  stations 
iviid  sidings.  It  was  not  so  much  the 
mechanism  in  railways  which  cause<l  the 
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accidents  as  the  want  of  light,  and  the 
drive  and  hurry  on  dai'k  days  in  bad 
weather.  He  urged  the  Minister  in 
charge  of  the  measure  to  give  proper 
time  for  the  stock  of  the  railway  com- 
panies to  be  improved,  allowing  existing 
stock  to  serve  ita  proper  time,  but  re- 
quiring the  new  stock  to  be  provided,  in 
accordance  with  the  system  laid  down. 
The  Government  should,  however,  be 
slow  in  dealing  with  the  question  of 
automatic  couplings  In  view  of  the  ex- 
pression of  the  Commission  on  the  subject. 
The  Commission  repoited  that  before  an 
automatic  coupling  was  compulaorily  em- 
ployed the  fiilesfc  practical  tes^t  and  trial 
should  be  made  in  order  to  ascertain  the 
eertiiinty  ami  completeness  of  its  action. 
The  Enghsh  hues  were  different  from  the 
lines  in  other  countries,  and  changes  were 
much  more  difficult  owing  to  the  greater 
amount  of  shunting  which  took  place  on 
them.  The  curves  were  so  small  that  it 
was  impos8iV>le,  in  some  instances,  to  use 
automatic  couplings  upon  them.  He 
urgeil  the  llovcrnment  to  be  very  careful 
how  they  brought  forwani  any  recom- 
mendation in  regard  Uy  the  adoption  of 
autijmatic  couplings.  On  the  wliole,  he 
was  entirely  in  favour  of  the  Bill  intro- 
duced by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mu.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  :  t  am 
sorry  to  add  one  word  of  aKo}-  to  the 
golden  meed  of  praise  which  has  been 
given  to  this  Bill,  although,  in  its  main 
object,  1  am  one  of  its  suppor lei's,  I 
desire  to  remove  from  the  face  of  the  Bill 
anything  which  might  be  conceived  to  be 
a  blot,  i  believe  there  is  a  blot  upon 
this  Bill.  In  Clause  12  power  is  given,  l>y 
an  atTangement  made  between  the  mil  way 
company  and  the  Board  of  Trade,  without 
consulting  the  debenture  stockholders,  to 
issue  debenture  stock  to  meet  the  ex- 
penses incurred  by  the  operation  of  the 
Act.  Many  chanties,  public  institutions, 
and  trust  companies  have  investments  in 
the  debentui-e  stock  of  railways,  which  is 
looked  upon  as  one  of  the  highest  forms  of 
gUt^dged  securities,  and  anything  done  by 
Parliament  which  wf>uld  detract  from  that 
character  would  discredit  it.  But  what 
are  we  Ui  my  if  power  i^  given  after 
the  issue  of  such  a  stt>ck,  with  the  express 
sanction  of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  by 
application  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  without 
the  debenture  stockholders  being  heard  at 
all,  to  prociu-e  an  order  that  certain  ex- 
penditure which  the  railway  c^rcv^w^  x^ 
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called  upon  to  make  for  the  safety  of  the 
public  or  of  its  servants  may  be  charged 
on   the  railway   over  the   heads   of  the 
first    debenture    holders,    making    their 
security    no    longer    a    first    debenture 
stock  but  a  second  charge  ?     Such  a  thing 
would  he  an  infraction  of  that  right  which 
recognises  the  inviolability  of  contracts 
once  duly  made  Ijetween  men  or  bodies 
corporate,  and  it  would  imperil  the  credit 
of  one  of  the  l^est  securities  in  the  market. 
I   am  aware   that   there   is  a  precedent 
which  can  l)e  quoted.     The  Regulation  of 
Railways  Act  of  1SS9  applied  a  principle 
of  a  similar  character,  for  it  did  not  pro- 
vide for  the  dcl>enture  stockholders  being 
heard,  or  for  anyone  l>eing  heard  on  their 
behalf.     That  seems  to  me  to  l>e  a  very 
dangerous    precedent    to  follow,   and   it 
was  only  intended  to  apply  to  companies 
which  had  exhausted  their  capital  powers 
and  which  were  hardly  strong  enough  to 
raise   funds    for  the   purposes   required. 
There  can  be  no  reason  for  this  proposal 
in  the  present  Bill,  and  I  submit  that  it 
is  a  provision  which  will  be  detrimental 
to  the  companies  themselves.     A  railway 
company    in   possession   of  its  own  rail- 
way must  be  .assumed  to  l)e  solvent  and 
capalile    of    incurring    any    expenditure 
which  it  may  be  called  upon  to  make^  l)y 
the   Boanl   of    Trade.      If    it    is  called 
upon    to    pr()\-ide     these    appliances    it 
is    bound    to    find   the   money   in  some 
way,  but   it  ought  not  to  be  possible  to 
say  to  the  creditors  of  a  companv,  **  You 
nuist  provide  these  appliances  and  sul)or- 
dinate   your  .securities."      The   company 
will  presumably  be  solvent,  and  it  has  the 
power   of    raising   money,    and    it   must 
raise    it    on    the    second    or    the   third 
security.     If  a  railway  company  is  not  in 
possession  of  its  own  property  the  power 
contained  in  this  Bill  is  not  required,     1 
am  quite  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will   be   willing   to   fairly    consider  any 
suggestion    to   remove   what    1    consider 
to    be    a     blot     upon     this    Bill,      We 
have   a    Bill   l^efore    us   which    contains 
a      large      illustration      of      this     prin- 
ciple.     It   proposes   to    put    all    simple 
contracts  in  front  of  and  over  the  heads  of 
the  debenture  stockholder,  and  this  may 
tend    to   the   destruction    of   that    great 
Ini])erial  credit  which   this  country  now 
enjoys  in  all  secunties  which  are  under 
Parliamentaiy   sanction.     I  am  going  to 
make   a    suggestion    to   the   right   hon. 
Gentleman.     As  there  has  been  a  prece- 
dent once    before,  1  do  not    object  to  its 

Mr,  Kiinler, 


1356 

being  used  ^un,  providing  there  are 
safeguards.  This  Bui  has  got  reasonaUe 
'  safeguards  to  protect  companies  agdnst 
any  arbitrary  order  of  the  Board  of  Tnde 
without  being  first  heard  and  without 
having  lodged  an  objection.  This  M 
gives  them  the  power  to  appeal  to  die 
Railway  Commission.  I  want  to  know 
why,  as  regards  Clause  12,  which  give* 
the  power  to  superimpose  the  charge, 
these  people  should  not  be  entitled  to 
the  same  right  to  object,  and  the  same 
right  of  appeal.  That  provision  is 
absent  from  the  Bill,  and  it  is  conspicoom 
by  its  absence.  The  House  is  aware  of 
the  pnnciple  upon  which  private  railwar 
Bills  have  been  l)ased.  It  is  that  the  de- 
benture stock  is  generally  limited  to  one- 
third  of  the  stock  belonging  to  the 
railway,  and  that  is  a  very  large  propor- 
tion. These  debenture  stockholders  arn^ 
numl>ered  by  hundreds  of  millions,  snd 
while  we  are  dealing  with  the  lives  and 
limbs  of  a  very  large  number  of  veiy 
deserving  working  men,  yet,  large  as 
they  are,  they  are  not  larger  than  the 
class  of  widows,  children,  and  other  people 
who  are  the  subjects  of  trusts  hokliii| 
debenture  stock.  The  suggestion  1 
am  going  to  make  is  that  while  thi$ 
power  remains  in  the  Bill  the  Groveni- 
ment  should  accept  an  Amendment  pro- 
viding that  it  shall  not  be  exercised 
without  some  kind  of  notice,  and  soimf 
right  to  l>e  heard,  on  the  part  of  the 
del)enture  stockholders,  whose  rights  are 
proposed  to  lx»  interfered  with.  That  is 
a  principle  of  equity  which  has  alwav< 
been  administered  by  all  our  courts,  and 
which  hitherto  has  always  been  observed 
by  this  House  in  all  its  legisUtion. 
Before  our  Grand  Committees  there  aic 
no  means  for  private  stockholders  to  be 
heanl,  and  the  <jnly  way  for  them  to  he 
heard  would  be  by  appointiii;^  a  Hvhrid 
Committee  with  power  to  hear  them.  I 
am  not  suggesting  that,  l)ecause  I  do  not 
believe  in  such  Committees^  and  the 
best  inquiry  is  a  Grand  Committee.  I 
submit  that  principle  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  1  hope  he  may  ]>e  aHe 
to  find  some  way  of  putting  such  a  pn»- 
vision  into  the  Bill. 

*Mk.  butcher  (York)  :  I  hav. 
listened  with  much  siitisfaction  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Bi>ai\l  of  Tradi?. 
The  general  principle  involved  in  thi> 
Bill,  as  I  understand  it,  is  one  which  i- 
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not  in  dispute.  It  is  the  principle  \  face  of  these  facts  to  arrive  at  any  other 
that  when  a  trade  is  found  to  be  dan- 1  conclusion  than  that  there  are  many 
gerous  the  State  has  a  right  to  inter-  |  branches  of  the  railway  ser^-ice  in  which 
yene  and  make  regulations  for  the  carry-  i  the  occupation  must  be  regarded  as 
ing  on  of  that  trade  with  a  view  to  en- 1  dangerous  trades.  There  is  one  omission 
suring  the  safety  of  those  employed  in  it.  !  from  the  Report  which  I  am  sorry  to 
That  is  a  principle  which  has  been  success- 1  notice,  and  that  is  the  case  of  the 
fully  applied  to  the  great  industries  of  j  railway  porters.  The  case  of  rail- 
mining,  factories,  and  to  our  merchant  i  way  porters  is  a  very  serious  one, 
shipping.  Up  to  the  present  time  it  has  because  I  find  that  amongst  them  the 
not  been  very  largely  applied  to  railways,  |  number  of  deaths  and  accidents  is  very 
because  I  take  it  that  the  powers  which  I  high.  The  number  of  railway  porters 
have  been  conferred  by  Parliament  upon  i  throughout  the  country  in  1898  was 
the  Board  of  Trade  with  reference  to  the  |  about  60,000.  The  total  number  of 
regulation  of  railways  have  had  for  their  j  deaths  in  the  year  1898  was  54, 
object  the  ensuring  the  safety  of  the  pas-  j  while  the  accidents  numbered  nearly 
sengers  rather  than  that  of  the  employees  3,000.  It  may  be  perfectly  true  that 
of  the  railways  themselves.  An  attempt  is  most  ot  them  were  of  a  trifling  charac- 
now  being  made  to  apply  that  principle  ter,  but  when  you  find  such  a  large 
for  the  purpose  of  ensuring  the  safety  of  I  number  of  accidents  in  that  branch  of  the 
the  employees,  and  the  question  we  have  I  railway  service,  one  would  like  to  know 
got  to  ask  ourselves  is,  is  there  any  class  '  more  about  the  causes  which  led  to  them, 
of  work  upon  railways  which  may  fairly  '  and  what  suggestions  can  be  made  to 
be  considered  dangerous  ?  The  answer  j  avoid  them  in  the  future.  I  take  it  that 
to  that  question  ip  simple,  for  the  figures  '  this  is  a  matter  upon  which  the  Board  of 
furnished  in  the  report  of  the  Koyal !  Trade  have  power  to  make  regulations, 
Commission  show  l>eyond  all  question  j  and  if  they  find  that  these  accidents 
that  many  branches  of  the  railway  in-  to  porters  arise  from  preventible 
dustry  may  be  considered  as  trades  of  !  causes,  no  doubt  they  will  make  regula- 
the  most  highly  dangerous  character.  \  tions  to  meet  them.  The  Commission 
As  regards  three  classes  of  railway  em- 1  have  arrived  at  the  decision,  after  con- 
ployees  at  any  rate  the  figures  given  by  sidering  the  figures,  that  there  are  certain 
the  Royal  Commission  appear  to  me  cases  of  dangerous  employment  on  railways, 
to  show  that  the  persons  engaged  in  !  and  it  follows  from  that  that  there  must  be 
those  branches  are  engaged  in  a  dan-  j  some  department  of  the  State  appointed 
gerous  trade.  I  allude  to  goods  guards  to  inspect  the  railways  so  far  as  those 
and  brakesmen,  permanent-way  men,  [  dangerous  occupations  are  concerned,  and 
and  shunters.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  ,  to  make  regulations  for  avoiding  the 
Brightside  Division  has  already  given  |  deaths  and  accidents  resulting  from  those 
some  figures  as  to  the  mortality  from  ,  occupations.  The  question  arises,  what 
accidents  to  shunters,  and  they  seem  j  department  of  the  State  should  it  be  1 
to  me  to  be  very  striking.  The  figures  I  We  have  heard  it  suggested  that  they 
given  by  the  Report  of  the  Commis-  should  be  put  under  the  authority  of  the 
sion  show  that  the  operation  of  |  Home  Secretary.  I  think  the  Commission 
shunting  is  one  of  the  most  dangerous  !  has  adopted  a  wiser  course.  As  regards 
trades  in  the  country.  As  regards  the  j  railways  the  Board  of  Trade  has  already 
number  of  fatal  accidents,  I  find  that  the  j  very  important  statutory  duties  assigned 
figures  given  on  page  11  of  the  Report  I  to  it  in  regard  to  the  inspection  of  pas- 
show  that  the  proportion  of  killed  from  .  senger  lines  and  signals,  the  block 
all  causes  per  thousand  employed  in  the  '  system,  and  continuous  brakes;  and  as  we 
occupation  of  shunting  is  5  08,  whereas  know  by  a  Bill  which  has  recently  been 
the  highest  proportion  of  deaths  per  passed,  it  now  has  the  duty  of  preventing 
thousand  in  any  of  the  other  dan-  overwork  amongst  railway  servants.  It 
gerous  trades — that  is,  in  the  mer- '  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  the  Board  of 
chant  shipping  service — is  only  5*1.  >  Trade  should  be  the  part  of  the  State  to 
Therefore  the  occupation  of  shunting  which  these  new  powers  under  the  Bills 
appears  to  be  almost  as  dangerous  as  should  be  given  rather  than  to  the  Home 
that  of  the  merchant  service,  and  more  I  Office.  I  think  the  President  of  the 
dangerous  than  most  of  the  other  i  Board  of  Trade  has  exercised  a  wise  dis- 
dangerous  trades.     It  is  impossible  in  the    cretion  in  following  the  recorDLm«vNjiaX\w!i& 
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of  the  Koyal  Commission.  He  has  fol- 
[  lowed  the  line  of  least  resistance,  because 
their  reeommendfitions  have  been  assented 
to  by  the  representatives  of  lalvour  as  well 
as  by  the  representatives  of  capital,  and 
therefore  I  think  the  right  hoiL  Gentle- 
man haa  exercised  the  sound  judgment  in 
foUowirig  the  lines  suggested  by  the 
Royal  Commission.  It  bass  been  argued 
that  if  we  give  too  great  power  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  make  regidations  for 
the  workitig  of  mOways,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent we  diminish  the  responsibility  of 
the  railway  companies  themselves  and 
Ltheir     capiicity    for     discharging    those 

Bsponsibilities.      The     real     anavrer    to 
that     seems     to     me     to     be    that    we 
^^muat  trust  to  the  intelligence  and  the  good 

ense  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  its 
^officials.  This  Bill  provides  as  a  safe- 
gtiard  that  the  Boaixi  of  Trade  shall  not 
i^sue  any  regulations  without  givitig  the 
railway  eompaTues  coneerned  an  oppor- 
tutiity  of  making  objections  and  of  being 
heard  in  their  defence.  If  the  Board  of 
Trade  do  not  assent  to  the  objections  so 
niade^  then  there  is  a  further  safe- 
guard in  the  Bill,  which  consists  of  an 
iippeal  to  the  Railway  Commissioners.  1 
venture  to  think  that  with  those  two 
safeguards  there  is  little  danger  that  the 
powers  of  the  Bt>ard  of  Trade  \\'i\\  be 
exercised  in  an  injudicious  or  oppressive 
manner.  I  welcome  this  Bill  most 
cortlially,  l>ecause  it  deals  with  a  subject 
which  has  been  too  long  neglected.  We 
have  had  it  reported  that  injuries  are 
occurring  daily  which  might  be  prevented, 
and  1  am  very  glad  to  think  this  House 
is  goirig  to  legiaUte  upon  that  subject. 
I  welcome  this  Bill  as  an  honest  and  fair 
attempt  to  deal  with  a  matter  which  is  of 
vast  importance  to  the  community  at 
large,  and  to  discharge  a  duty  w^hich  wi^ 
owe  to  that  large  body  of  railway  servants 
throughout  the  country  to  whom  the 
public  is  so  deeply  indel>ted, 

*SiR  ALBERT  ROLLIT(rslingtr>n,S,): 
My  constituents  are  very  much  interested 
ill  this  matter,  and  I  flesire  Uy  say 
that  they  fully  appreciate  the  efforts 
of  the  Goverimient  in  bringing  for 
ward  this  Bill.  My  bon,  fiiend  the 
Member  for  Wandsworth  has  spoken  of 
this  measure  from  a  commercial  point  of  j 
view.  I  think  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  safety  of  life  and  limb  is  of  even  I 
more  importance  than  the  sanctity  of 
debentures.     It  seems  to  me  that  a  Bill  ' 


to  provide  the  means  of  preventing 
dents  is  quite  right  in  pro%*iding  that  the 
cost  of  any  experiments  in  that  direcLitjii 
shall  be  put  as  a   first  charge  upon  t 
business.     I  think  this  proposal  is  fullj) 
justified  by  the  circumstances.     My.  hon, 
I  friend  spoke  of  the  analogy  of  the  Coi 
I  panies  Bilb  but  the  analogy  seems  to 
to  be   rather  vnt\\  the   Workmen's  Coi 
!  pensation  Act,  for  there  is  no  qne.^tioii 
life  and  limb  involved  in  the  former, 
have  known  a  good  Bill   spoiled  by  laift 
guards,  and  the  one  criticism  I  have  to  ofR 
has  reference  to  the  appeal  x<>  the  Eailwji] 
Commissioners.      My   experiere^  is  %h 
that  tribunal  is  a  very  cumbrous   and 
very  costly  one,  and   it  is  eonse^^uentl 
the  refuge  of  the  rich  and  the  deterrei 
of  the  poor.     The  action  of   the  Depai 
ment   might   have  been   tnisted,  and 
some  safeguard  had  to  be  found  a  li 
tribunal  In  the  shape  of  the  County  Cou 
would  have  been  a  better  one  thjin  t^ 
Railway  Commissioners.      Aii  appeal 
the  latter  tribunal  means  great  expense 
those  who  go  there,  and  it  is  also  a  vei 
expensive  tribunal    to   the    Sute.     M 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Bjitterse-i  sai 
that  the  men  should  be  more  careful,  ai\ 
I  quite  agree  with  that.     I  w  as  a  memlKT 
of  the  Railway  Hours  Committee  which  wt 
in  1893,  and  w^hich  took  evidence  on  thi» 
subject,  and  1  w^as  convinced   that  thei 
are    times    when,   owing    to   very   loi 
hours,    the   men  are  not    physiudly 
mentiilly  capable   of  being  as  careful 
they  might  be.     I  also  agree  with  wi 
was  said  with  regard  to  the  value  ol 
proviso  to  hear  trade  organisations,  for  bj 
their  practical  knowleilge  they   not  m  ' 
pave  the  w^ay  to  a  settlement-^   liut  th 
give  an  atlditional  security  to  that  seuJ' 
ment  being  loyally  carried  out,  as  ex[ 
eneeas  a  member  of  the  London  C^ondli 
tioa  Board  has  convinced  me,     I  hi*arti!; 
approve  of  the  Bill,  and  1  am  very  g\m 
that  the  right  horu  Gentleman  has  int 
duced  it. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  May  I  make  awapp 
to  the  House  to  allow  the  debate,  wl 
has  been  altogether  in  one  directic 
come  to  a  conclusion  %     As  hon.  Men 
know^  the  arrangement  for  the  night 
l>eeu  made   for   the    convenience  of 
House  itself,  and  in  order  to  preveiil  a 
sitting  which  would  otherwise   have  n 
quired  to  Iw  held  on  Tuesday,    My  righ 
hon,  friend  has  informed  the  House  \ ' 
it  is  necesssiry  that  the  motion  ap 
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the  Committee  on  municipal  trading 
should  be  disposed  of  before  the  holidays, 
and  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  we 
have  obtained  permission  to  sit  a  little 
longer,  I  do  hope  the  House  will  now 
conclude  the  debate  on  this  Bill. 

♦Mr.  McKENNA  (Monmouthshire,  N.): 
Notwithstanding  that  appeal  I  wish  to  say 
a  few  words,  and  they  will  be  extremely 
few.  I  wish  to  add  my  voice  to  the 
general  chorus  of  approval  which  has 
welcomed  this  Bill.  It  is  extremely 
satisfactory  to  hear  that  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  grant  facilities  for 
further  proceeding  with  this  measure,  but 
I  think  attention  must  be  called  to  two 
points.  In  the  first  place  we  have  heard 
many  rumours  recently  as  to  the  proba- 
bility of  an  early  General  Election.  It  is 
very  desirable  that  the  Government 
should  not  only  ffrant  facilities  with 
regard  to  this  Bill,  but  they  should 
grant  those  facilities  so  early  that  there 
will  be  no  danger  of  the  measure  being 
lost  in  the  event  of  a  General  Election 
taking  place.  The  second  point  is  this. 
I  tnist  that  the  strong  expression  of 
opinion  that  has  come  from  Members 
sitting  in  every  quarter  of  the  House  will 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Government 
in  their  determination  not  only  to  get  the 
Bill  through  this  House,  but  also  to  see  that 
it  shall  not  emerge  from  the  deliberations 
in  another  place  in  any  emasculated  form. 
We  have  known  Bills  of  this  sort  to  be 
passed  through  this  House,  and  to  lose  all 
their  vigour  and  vitality  on  account  of 
Amendments  introduced  in  another  place. 
I  hope  the  Government  will  not  only 
act  on  the  letter  of  the  promise  which 
^has  been  made  this  evening,  but  also 
on  its  spirit,  and  that  the  Bill  will  be 
passed  into  law  in  as  strong  a  form  as  it 
is  passed  through  this  House.  My  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Berwickshire 
ref^jred  to  the  position  of  private  rail- 
ways. It  so  happens  that  pri^'ate  railways 
are,  for  the  purposes  of  legislation,  neither 
fish,  flesh,  fowl,  nor  good  red  herring.  The 
Home  Office  has  nothing  to  do  with  them 
as  factories,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  see  his  way  to  bring  them  within 
the  scope  of  this  measure.  I  trust,  how- 
ever, he  will  be  able  to  use  his  influence 
in  order  to  have  them  included  within 
the  scope  of  the  Home  Secretary's 
Factories  Bill. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) : 
I  do  not  intend  to  add  to  the  congratula- 


tions which  have  been  offered  to  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  this  evening. 
Speaking  from  the  Irish  point  of  view  I 
accept  the  Bill  for  better  or  worse  on  the 
,  principle,    of    course,    that    it    aims    at 
bettering  the  condition  of  employees  and 
'  safeguarding    the    public.      If   anything 
I  would  make  me  doubt  the  statements  I 
I  heard  to-night  about  the  excellence  of  the 
I  Bill,  it  would  be   the  approval  it  has  re- 
ceived  from  hon.  Members  interested  in 
i  railway  companies.     I  have  rarely  found 
I  a  Bill  praised  by  directors  to  be  in  the 
interests  of  the  general  public,  and  with 
I  that  reservation  faccept  the  Bill.     I  wish 
I  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  President 
I  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  a  matter  which 
I  I  think  he  will  admit   concerns  Ireland. 
'  Clause  3  of  the  Bill  states  that  there  is  to 
.  be  an  appeal  to  the   Railway  and   Canal 
I  Commissioners.     I  think  it  is  within  the 
;  knowledge  of  certain  hon.   Members — it 
'  certainly  is  within  my  knowledge — that 
that  body  is  neither  known  nor  respected 
;  in  Ireland.     I  had  experience  recently  on 
\  a    Committee    on  a   Railway   Bill,    and 
'  witness     after     witness     told     us     that  ^ 
,  they      did     not     know     of     the     exist- 
\  ence    of     the     Railway     Commissioners, 
j  and  the  few  who  did  know  found  it  im- 
I  possible  to  seek  justice  at  their  hands  be- 
cause of  the  enormous  expense  of  appeal- 
ing to  that  tribunal.  If  this  Bill  is  to  be  of 
any  use  in  Ireland,  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  consider  the  advisability 
of    setting    up    some   cheaper    tribunal 
where  cases    of  dispute  between  traders 
and  the  railway   companies,  or   cases  of 
complaint  by  passengers,  can  be  settled. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  the  man  in 
the  gap.     He  is  now  introducing  railway 
legislation,  and  I  ask  him  if  it  is  not  in 
his  opinion  a  good  opportunity  for  setting 
up  some  cheap  and   simple   tribunal  in 
Ireland.     I  am   quite   sure   that  my  col- 
leagues   will      endorse     what     I     say, 
that     there     will     be      no      possibility 
of    getting    justice    from     the    railway 
companies    in     Ireland    until   we    have 
a  tribunal  of  appeal  in  Ireland.    The  hon. 
Member   for    South    Islington,   who    is 
always  practical,  and  who  does  not  limit 
his   knowledge    to    England  alone,    sug- 
gested that  there  should  be  an  appeal  to 
a  county  court  judge  in  England.    Surely 
it  is  even   more  necessary  to   have   in 
Ireland  a   tribunal  at  the  hands  of  the 
people,  to   which    they  could  appeal.     I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
bear  the  matter  in  mind^  aa  \\»  ^^\ife 
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pressed  on  his  attention  again  on  a  future 
stage  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  COLVILLE  (Lanarkshire,  N.E.)  : 
On  behalf  of  a  large  number  of  Scotch 
railway  men,  I  desire  to  add  a  word  of 
commendation  of  the  Bill.  It  was,  of 
course,  a  great  disappointment  to  many 
of  my  constituents,  as  well  as  to  railway  j 
men  generally,  that  the  Bill  of  last  year 
did  not  find  a  place  on  the  Statute-book, 
and  while  the  present  Bill  does  not  go  the 
length  that  many  railway  men  desire,  it  is 
nevertheless  a  substantial  advance  in  the 
direction  of  further  safety  for  the  lives 
and  limbs  of  those  engaged  in  railway 
work.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wandsworth 
spoke  of  the  unfortunate  position  in 
which  the  holdei*s  of  railway  debenture 
stock  will  find  themselves.  A  good  many 
would  like  to  be  in  that  unfortunate 
position,  even  with  the  prospect  of  the 
change  proposed  by  this  Bill.  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Islington 
that  some  less  expensive  court  of  appeal 
than  the  Railway  Commissioners  is  neces- 
sary, because  it  is  notorious  that  the  rich, 
and  the  rich  alone,  have  access  to  that 
tribunal. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade, 
etc. 


MUNICIPAL  TRADING. 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [29th  March],  "  That 
a  Select  Committee  of  Five  Members  of 
this  House  be  appointed  to  join  with  a 
Committee  of  the  Lords  to  consider  and 
report  as  to  the  principles  which  should 
govern  powers  given  by  Bills  and  Pro- 
visional Orders  to  municipal  and  other 
local  authorities  for  industrial  enterprise 
within  or  without  the  area  of  their 
j  urisdic tion. " — ( Mr.  A  ndrutlier. ) 

Question      again     proposed.      Debate 
resumed. 

*SiR  ALBERT  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) : 
I  regret  that  my  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  Stockton  is  not  here  to  resume  the 
practical  part  he  commenced  to  take  in 
this  debate.  I  have  been  asked  what  is 
the  view  taken  by  the  boroughs  them- 
selves  on  this   question.     At  the  Guild- 1 

Mr.  Patrick  aihien. 


hall  on  Saturday  last,  at  the  meeting  d 
the  Association  of  Municipal  CorporatioiH» 
the  following  resolution  was  passed 
unanimously — 

"  This  Association  is  opposed  to  any  attanpi 
to  fix  a  hard  and  fast  rule  between  what  eor- 
poratioriR  may  undertake  and  what  they  maj 
not  undertake." 

That  resolution  was  referred  to  the 
council  of  the  association  on  the  motioD 
of  Sir  Thomas  Hughes,  one  of  the  most 
active  supporters  of  the  Grovernment;  and 
on  the  motion  of  the  ex-Lord  Mayor  d 
Liverpool,  seconded  by  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  Manchester,  it  was  resolved  that  there 
was  no  valid  reason  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee,  and  that  there  were  very 
strong  objections  to  it.  I  would  make  a 
strong  appeal  to  the  Government  even 
now  to  reconsider  their  determination. 
I  would  respectfully  ask  them  whether 
they  really  think  there  is  any  adequite 
case  for  this  resolution, and  whether  it  does 
not  in  any  case  go  far  beyond  the  neces- 
sities of  the  situation,  assuming  that  there 
may  be  some  minor  points  on  which 
further  information  would  be  desirable. 
Of  course,  we  accept  the  assurance  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  there  is 
no  hostile  intention  towards  corporations. 
I  do  not  say  it  of  my  right  hon.  frirad, 
but  there  has  recently  been  a  tendency 
rather  to  minimise  the  character  of  the 
motion,  and  it  has  been  presented  by  my 
right  hon.  friend,  as  one  would  expect,  in 
a  much  more  favourable  form  than  it 
had  in  the  minds  of  its  originators. 
The  avowed  object  of  the  supporters  of 
this  motion  is  to  put  a  limit  to  and  a 
restraint  upon  the  action  of  municipal 
authorities. 

Mr.   COHEN   (Islington,    E.) :    Hear, 
hear  ! 

*SiR  ALBERT  ROLLIT:  My  hon. 
colleague  apparently  approves  of  that,  but 
he  has  not  always  taken  a  strong  anti- 
municipal  view  of  questions  of  this  kind. 
I  think  it  my  duty  to  show  what  has 
been  the  origin  of  this  proposal.  What- 
ever may  be  said  from  the  Treasury 
bench,  it  was  proposed  at  the  meeting  <rf 
I  the  Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce 
the  other  day,  first,  to  define  the  limits  of 
municipal  trading,  and,  secondly,  to  stop 
all  Municipal  Bills  asking  for  new  powers. 
Both  these  proposiils  were  rejected,  but  I 
would  point  out  b}'  whom  they  were 
moved  and  seconded.       The  mover  wag 


1345  Munidj)al  {5  April  1900}  Trading.  1346 

one  of  the  chief  promoters  of  some  of  the  I  competitive  trading,  properly  so  called,  with 
Electrical  Companies'  Bills  recently  before  i  individuals  or  companies.  We  merely  wish 
the  House,  and  is  also  the  chairman  of  to  retain  our  right  to  do  our  own  work  in 
the  committee  of  the  municipal  trading  \  our  own  way  with  reasonable  develop- 
movement  at  the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  ments  in  accordance  with  the  progress  of 
The  seconder  is  a  very  strong  advo-  the  time,  and  with  only  one  object,  namely, 
cate  of  private  as  opposed  to  municipal  to  do  our  best  to  serve  the  community, 
enterprise.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  one  i  Let  me  ask  next  what  is  the  spirit  which 
word  against  private  enterprise.  It  has  i  has  been  breathed  by  those  who  have 
built  up  the  industries  of  this  country,  ;  been  strong  supporters  of  this  motion  ? 
it  is  a  great  economic  force,  and  I  wish  '  The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the 
to  unreservedly  disclaim  any  hostile  i  Huddersfield  Tramways  Bill,  the  hon. 
attitude  towards  it,  either  in  principle  or  Member  for  Noith  Hants,  admitted 
in  practice.  We  are  now  told  that  this  that  the  Bill  had  been  promoted  by  the 
motion  would  facilitate  an  adjustment '  municipality  of  Huddersfield,  at  the 
of  minor  powers,  and  would  indicate  to  request  of  the  outlying  townships,  for  the 
committees,  and  especially  to  chairmen,  purpose  of  giving  them  the  advantage  of 
how  far  they  might  go  in  certain  adminis- '  better  travelling  facilities.  Among  other 
trative  directions ;  but  the  Municipal  '  things,  the  Bill  provided  for  the  substitu- 
Tradin^  Committee  have  issued  a  paper  '  tion  of  electricity  for  steam  power  and  to 
which  mdicates  what  their  objects  are,  '  extend  the  system  to  outlying  townships, 
and  which,  I  think,  shows  that  this  motion  '  which  in  reality  are  a  congeries  of  small 
sprung  entirely  from  them  in  the  first  manufacturing  towns.  What  happened  ? 
instance.  There  is  no  minimising  in  this  The  Bill  was  divided  ii:  two,  and  the 
paper.  It  attacks  the  supply  of  elec-  power  to  connect  the  townships  was 
tricity,  tramways,  markets,  gas,  Ijaths  '  refused  ;  and  on  jn^hat  ground  1  Because, 
and  washhouses,  workmen's  dwellings,  forsooth,  the  question  of  municipal  trad- 
slaughter  houses,  crematoria,  &c.,  tK:c.  ■  ing  was  said  to  be  .W>  y/z/fc.  There  were 
What  I  want  to  point  out  is  that  in  the  plenty  of  precedents  ;  the  Manchester 
opinion  of  this  Municipal  Trading  Com-  '  Tramways  Bill  had  only  recently  been 
mittee  *  this  is  not  an  administrative  i  passed,  and  there  was  also  the  Light  Rail- 
question,  not  a  question  of  detail  for  the  i  ways  Act  of  1896,  which  affirms  that 
guidance  of  committees,  but  a  direct  I  most  important  principle — the  co-opera- 
attack  on  municipal  institutions.  They  '  tion  of  local  authorities  in  dealing  with 
forgot  or  overlooked  the  fact  that  man}^  '  matters  of  this  sort.  The  Chairman  of 
of  these  things  to  which  they  are  so  that  Committee  also  said,  and  the  state- 
strongly  opposed  have  been  in  existence  \  ment  shows  again  the  spirit  and,  as  I 
for  many  years,  in  some  cases  for  \  think,  the  very  mistaken  view  which  is 
centuries,  and  from  the  tone  of  their  ;  taken  of  this  question,  that  we  should 
document  they  appear  surprised  at  the  j  look  after  the  ratepayers.  What  borough 
multiplicity  of  municipal  institutions,  |  has  applied  to  this  House  to  be  looked 
which,  to  all  connected  with  municipal  |  after  ]  What  ratepayer  has  made  a  protest 
work,  are  everyday  matters,  rendering  to  the  House  against  this  alleged  municipal 
untold  value  to  the  boroughs  in  which  trading  1  The  municipalities  and  the  rate- 
they  exist.  WTiat  is  the  genesis  of  ,  payers  are  well  able  to  take  care  of  them- 
this  motion  ?  It  did  not  emanate  in  selves;  they  do  not  require  any  protection, 
the  first  instance  from  the  Govern-  '  and  they  are  the  best  judges  of  their  own 
ment.  I  would  not  suspect  my  right  |  interests.  They  have  plenty  of  statutory 
hon.  friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  j  protection  already.*  They  have  the  Borough 
Treasury  of  any  such  intention  as  is  thus  Funds  Act  with  its  cumbersome  machinery, 
indicated  in  this  motion.  I  wish  to  say  on  j  and  they  have  also  the  difficulty  and  cost 
behalf  of  the  municipalities  that  we  take  up  .  of  obtaining  a  Bill  at  all,  which  is  very 
no  unreasonable  position.  We  are  guided  i  often  a  great  deterrent  to  municipalities 
and  will  be  ffuided  not  by  a  prion  amateur- '  attempting  to  extend  their  operations  and 
ish  and  academic  considerations,  but  by  a  public  improvements.  To  borrow  they 
full  knowledge  of  the  work  which  is  done  have  also  to  satisfy  the  President  of  the 
in  our  boroughs  and  by  the  advantages  '  Local  Government  Board  of  the  value  of 
which  that  work  has  conferred  on  the  j  their  proposals,  and  all  these  checks  must 
people.  We  do  not  seek  to  attack  private  '  be  met  before  they  can  obtain  the  powers 
enterprise,  and  we  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  i  they  desire.     The  Timps,  m  ^vi^vcv^  ^SsOcs. 
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this  queation,  said   that  there  mu3t  be 

fiomo  check  from  outside.  I  altogtither 
d43riiur  ta  that.  The  check,  if  there  is  to 
be  H  check,  i^  that  Geiitiem^n  should  go 
inside  oiu-  council s^  and  shoiUd  take  part 
in  municipiil  work  and  should  learn,  by 
practical  experience,  and  I  am  convinceti 
that  the  worst  way  to  attract  the  Ijeat 
men  is  to  limit  the  powers  and  responsi- 
bilitiea  of  the  municipalities.  I  would 
iisk  the  House  why  this  reaolution  has 
l>een  put  oji  the  Paper.  I  do  not  think 
any  Bpeeific  reaaona  except  those  which 
1  have  discussed  in  pwsi ng  have  been 
r  given  in  support  of  the  pi-oposah  What 
IS  meant  by  muacipil  trading  t  Let  us 
luive  specific  inaunces  of  it  put  before  the 
House^  and  the  olijectiona  to  these 
speeitic  instances,  and  I  am  certain  that 
the  result  of  the  consideration  of  tbeae 
cases  will  be  to  show  clearly  that  practiJsaHy 
no  powers  have  been  asked  for  except 
what  are  incidental  and  acce^^ory,  and 
almost  necessary  to  the  wise,  prudent,  and 
successful  exercise  of  the  povrors  which 
have  Ijeen  already  confej-red  by  law*  1 
do  not  den^'^  that  here  and  there  there 
may  be  an  aspiration  for  finrther 
powers  by  a  municipality,  Imt  that  is 
exceptional,  and  I  repeat  emphatically 
that  so  far  from  trying  to  invade  private 
enterprise,  there  is  no  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  l>orougha  to  enter  into  true 
competitive  tniding  in  any  way  w^hatever ; 
they  have  more  important  tluties  to 
perfoi^m  than  that.  I  will  ask  the  Hdilso 
what  are  the  disclo-ied  intentions  of  the 
promoters  of  this  movement.  I  refer 
again  to  the  document  which  h^is  beon 
issued  by  the  Municipal  Trading  Com- 
mittee. It  is  dated  26th  February,  1900, 
and  it  contain!*?  a  list  of  these  so  callel 
municipaJ  tHKlings  which,  I  take  it,  are 
the  indictment  against  our  munictpiliti^s, 
I  read  that  indictment  and  I  ask  myself 
whether  it  beai^  out  the  proposal  for  a 
committee  of  investigation — in  other 
words,  to  put  municipalities  on  their 
triah  I  think  it  will  be  found,  bs  I  have 
already  stated,  that  the  powers  sought 
are  incidental  ajid  necess^iry  with,  per- 
haps, some  very  few  exceptions.  In  this 
list  telephones  are  first  mentioried ;  but 
lit  is  only  a  year  since  Parliament  con- 
ferred powers,  after  several  Committees, 
to  municipalise  the  tale  phones,  and  what 
more  guidance  is  required  1  There  was  a 
Joint  Committee  as  recently  as  1898, 
and  now  a  further  Committee  is  proposed 
to  consider  the  question.     The  next  snb- 
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ject  mentioned  m  the  supply  of  electrictti 
I   know  of  no   one  who  objects  to  tl 
boroughs  having  that  power.    [Lord  BaJ 
CAHKES I       What   aljout   sadcQerj  ?J      t 
have  left  that  out  dclil)erat€!ly,  and  I 
ask  my  hon*  friend  to  give  me  the  vm 
of  the  borough  in  which  it  is  carried  m 
I  do  not  believe  that  it  exists,  but  eif< 
if  it  does  the  explanation  will  prolmh 
thai  saddlery  is  carried  on  to  siipp*" 
horses  and  tarts  used  in  municipal 
and  not   for  the   purpose  of  coinpeiitil 
trading.    As  to  electricity,  we  kiiow  wb 
Manchester  is  doing  on  a  splemlid 
chtyiply  and  well,  both  inside  and 
the  Ixin'ough.  We  do  not  want  a  Con 
to  consider  that*    I  would  ask  what  wouIj! 
the  outlying  districts  of  Manchester  lioi 
the  municipality  had  not   the   power 
supply  them  with  electric  light.     Let  ] 
take  the  case  of  underground  water  beini 
taken  from  a  neighbouring  township  fo 
the  purposes  of  a  water  supply.      Is  that 
tow  nship  to  be  prevented  from  obti; 
a  supply  from  the  municipality  taki'  _ 
underground  water,  which  isj  often  ~ 

a  condition  of  such  a  Bdl,  by  the  outlyij 
districts?       Then    the    manufactq 
electric  fittings  is  incidental  to  thi 
power,  and  canTiot  lie  regiirded 
petitive      trading.       As      to      markdt| 
many    of     them     have    come    to 
mnriicipalitias     under    aticieat   cbmr 
Ga^  is  apparently  spoken  of  aa  somethiil 
entirely  new.     Then   the  mannfactur** 
residaal  products  is   mentioned,   iis  if] 
corporation  carrying   on  a  gas   indust^ 
are 'to  be  deprived  of  the  very  thing  whid 
is  one  of  the  chief  sources  of  profit.    The 
h  next  the  coTistmction  and  managemeil 
of  mf  reshment  roomi  in  parka,  and  appara- 
tus for  games  and  music.     That  is  merdj 
iuciiientiil   to   the    management    of 
park-i.     It  is  what  the  Board  of  Wo 
and  the  Ranger  of  the  Royal  Parks 
and  what   every   municipality  ought 
have  the  power  to  do. 


Mr.  COHEN: 


Refrigemtor^ 


*8iR  ALBERT  ROLLIT  :  I  will  nod 
take  to  deal  with  each   case  w^hen  I 
to  it»  and  I  will  not  forget  cold-sior 
The   ol  IV 10 us   point  is  that   the  eorpofl 
I  tion     should     not     do     its    own     wo 
of   construction*      I   am  not    we^lded 
any    theory.       There   may   l>©   cases 
which  it  woidd  l>e  wise  for  a  €orporati<| 
to  employ  a  contractor,  and  there  mav  T 
other  cases  in  which  it  is   best   for 
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municipal  authority  to  do  their  own  work. 
It  is  a  question  of  local  conditions  and 
the  variation  of  local  prices.      I  do  not 
advocate  a   rigid    rule    that    municipali- 
ties should  do  their  own  work,  but  I  do 
say  that  there  are  many  cases  in  which  it 
is  prudent  and  economical,  and  therefore 
right,    for    municipalities    to    have    the 
power  to  do  their  own  work  if  they  think 
proper.      Shefl&eld  is  mentioned,  with  its 
baths  and   washhouses,    and   a   Turkish 
bath.     Well,  the  Turkish  bath  is  only  a 
development  of  the  older  principle.   These 
baths  are  not  only  a  luxury  of  the  rich, 
but  in  many  cases  a  necessity,  and  as  a 
development  of  the  principle  I  do  not  see 
why  they  should  be  denied,  on  payment, 
to    the   poor.     It   must   be   remembered 
that  they  are  reproductive  and  remunera- 
tive undertakings,  and   therefore   not   a 
source  of  loss.     I  contend  that  this  is  a 
matter   of  evidence    in   particular   cases. 
There  may  be  private  organisations    in 
some  boroughs  which  provide  these  baths, 
but  if  not,  why  should  not  the  munici- 
palities undertake  the  duty,  if  the  people 
wish  for  them,  and,  as  bathers,  pay  for 
each  bath,    to  the   profit  of    the  muni- 
cipality ?        Workmen's     dwellings.       I 
thought  it  was  understood  and  recognised 
that  it  was  one   of  the  first  duties  of 
municipalities   to   provide   these  against 
overcrowding,  and  in  the  interest  of  the 
common  health.      One  very  grave  charge 
relates  to  municipal   fire  insurance,  but 
when  that  is  investigated  it  appears   to 
be  the   establishment  of  a  sinking  fund 
to     provide    against    accident     by    fire. 
Many  people  constantly  do  that,  and  why 
should   we    deny  to   the    municipalities 
the    right  to   safeguard   the   ratepayers* 
public  property  1    Then  there  is  the  ac- 
quisition  of   patent   rights.     When   you 
have  in  industrial  undertakings  employees 
who  have  taken  out  patents,  it  is  often 
part  of  the  agreement  that  the  employer 
should  acquire  their  patent  rights  for  a 
certain  amount.     Why  should  municipali- 
ties  be   denied   a    right   which    is    con- 
stantly  claimed  by   private    individuals 
and  also   by    the    Government]      Now 
there  are  one  or  two  things  that  I  do 
not  altogether  approve  of.     A  very  pro- 
gressive   London  *  borough — not    a  pro- 
vincial borough — has  applied  for  power 
to     manufacture     and    sell    paving  and 
materials  for    paving.      It  may   be  said 
that  that  is  analogous  to   municipalities 
doing  their  own  paving  work.    The  manu- 
facture of  a  paving  may  be  wise  ;  but  the 


selling  of  it  raises  a  question  on  which 
there  is  room  for  great  diflference  of 
opinion.  However,  that  is  a  power  which 
is  only  being  sought  for,  and  which  the 
Committee  upstairs  may  refuse. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAX 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  I  am  sorry  to  interrupt 
the  hon.  Gentleman;  but  I  wish  to 
know  whether  the  undertakings  which  he 
is  reciting  have  been  actually  approved 
of  and  brought  into  operation,  or  whether 
they  are  proposals  only. 

*SiR  ALBERT  ROLLIT  :  These  things 
are  all  grouped  together  in  the  list,  and 
they  are  headed,  "  Trading  undertakings 
by  municipal  and  other  local  bodies, 
already  existing  or  proposed,  or  for  which 
Parliamentary  powers  are  being  sought.'^ 
I  am  most  thankful  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  enabling  me  to  give  that 
answer.  There  are  some  cases  on  the 
borderland,  and  these  are  a  matter  for 
evidence  and  the  determination  of  the 
Committee.  I  take  another  case  —the  pro- 
vision of  nurses  in  the  case  of  infectious 
diseases,  and  the  making  of  a  charge  for 
the  nurses.  That  is  obviously  connected 
with  municipal  infectious  diseases  hospitals 
and  sanitary  arrangements.  The  acquir- 
ing and  working  of  lifts.  That  is  a 
special  case,  and  refers  to  Hastings.  The 
lift  there  is  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
people  in  going  to  and  coming  from  the 
beach,  and  what  is  that  but  practicall}'  a 
road  or  way — a  work  distinctly  for  muni- 
cipalities as  the  road  authority  1 

Mr.  COHEN  :  It  is  on  a  level. 

*SiR  ALBERT  ROLLIT :  I  thought  my 
hon.  friend  was  more  level-headed.  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  municipality  of 
Hastings  or  any  other  municipality  is  so 
foolish  as  to  seek  to  provide  a  lift  on  a  level. 
The  lift  is  for  the  purpose  of  visiting  the 
corporation  grounds  and  gardens,  and 
mounting  the  cliffs,  which  would  otherwise 
be  difficult,  especially  for  those  in  search 
of  health.  Well,  there  is  another 
case  that  I  take  to  be  exceptional — the 
supply  of  sea  water.  If  fresh  water,  why 
not  sea  water  ?  It  would  be  a  grand 
thing  if  we  had  sea  water  here  in 
London  as  easily  supplied  as  fresh  water. 
It  would  solve  the  London  water  question 
by  saving  the  drinking  water,  instead 
of  watering  the  streets  with  it.  This 
case     evidently     refers     to     Raxn&igi^^ 
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and  it  is  quite  likely  the  sea  water  is 
supplied  for  curative  purposes.  At  any 
rate,  the  people  of  Ramsgate  know  what 
is  best  in  their  own  interest,  better  than 
we  know  here,  and  better  than  any  Com- 
mittee  will  teach  them.     If  they  do  not 


municipalities,  and  then  thrown  into 
Codes,  and  if  there  had  been  a  resolution 
in  this  House  which  would  have  curtailed 
municipal  effort  we  should  not  have  hid 
a  great  dea]  of  beneficial  legislation.  Let 
me  apply  the  practical  test  of  results.    I 


know  they  ought  not  to  bo  a  municipality.  !  ask  the  House  to  consider  the  phenomenal 
I  will  now  take  another  case— cold  air  success  which  has  attended  theie 
storage.  Anyone  who  is  at  all  familiar  '  splendidly  remunerative  efforts  in  the 
with  modern  commerce  knows  that  that  |  interests  of  the  people.  No  jeering  about 
has  become  absolutely  necessary.  If  :  bazaars  can  interfere  with  the  facts.  The 
they  do  not  know  it,  let  them ;  right  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
go  to  the  interior  of  Russia,  and  con-  j  obtained  a  Return  which  shows  sooie 
tinental  ports,  and  witness  the  develop-  j  striking  results.  Upon  a  net  capital,  in- 
ments  there  in  regard  to  cold  storage,  j  eluding  borrowed  money,  of  eighty-eight 
But  it  is  costly,  and  I  understand  this  j  and  odd  millions  sterling  the  avenige 
proposal  of  Salford  is  as  the  harbour  •  annual  net  profit  to  municipalties  has 
authority  and  in  connection  with  the  !  been  £3,600,000,  or,  in  other  words,  a 
Manchester  Canal,  a  great  public  work.  !  return  of  over  4  per  cent. — ^a  return  whid 
At  any  rate,  the  ratepayers  know  |  is  not  excessive,  and  which  also  shows  a 
what  they  want,  and  they  have  the  right  i  fair  regard  for  the  interests  of  the  con- 
to  come  to  Parliament  and  ask  for  j  sumers,  and,  therefore,  of  the  industries 
cold  storage,  and  Parliament  may  or  may  of  the  boroughs  in  which  the  works  are 
not  give  them  the  right.  It  is  a  matter  :  carried  on.  The  profits  from  water- 
for  evidence  before  the  Committee  |  works  have  amounted  to  £1,700,000,  and 
whether  it  would  be  in  the  interests  of  i  the  net  profits  from  eas  to  £1,180,000. 
the  community.  I  have  gone  through  ,  Tramways,  electric  light,  markets,  haths. 
this  list  fairly  well.  [An  Hon.  Member  : !  dwellings  have  all  been  profitable.  I  am 
Bazaars.]  Well,  what  sort  of  bazaars  1  not  taking  into  account  such  public  worb 
These  may  be  bazaars  like  those  we  find  in  I  as  libraries,  museums,  etc.,  which  are  not 
Turkc}',  but  I  cannot  deal  with  a  case  of  '  reproductive,  but  which  have  brou^ 
that  sort,  and  I  do  not  know  of  any  Bill '  indirectly  enormous  advantages  to 
dealing  with  bazaars.  I  think  I  have  .  the  people.  I  have  collected  statistics 
fairly  shown  that  what  has  been  '  which  more  than  confirm  these  results. 
H()u«^ht  for  may  be  fairly  described  as  '  and  which  show  also  that  there  have  been 
analogous  and  incidenttil  to  the  powers  loan  funds,  sinking  funds,  and  pro^-ision 
always  conferred  by  Parliament.  At  any  for  depreciation.  But  profit  is  not  the 
rate,  I  have  defended  my  position  that ,  only  consideration.  The  people  at  their 
this  is  not  a  matter  for  investigation  by  a  .  own  cost  have  executed  many  of  the«  • 
special  Committee.  I  have  a  few  words  !  works,  but  they  have  also  had  to  boy  ■ 
to  siiy  about  the  histery  of  the  develop-  out  many  speculative  companies  to  preveni  I 
nient  of  local  government,  and  this  is  the  different  bodies  dciiling  with  the  street*  ] 
key  of  the  whole  matter.Let  me  ask  the  ,  in  the  municipalities.  That  has  heei 
House  to  seriously  consider  how  the  a  great  tax  on  the  municipalities 
municipalities  work  for  the  health  and  Consider,  too,  the  attachment  of  thr 
strength  of  the  people,  and  whether  these  i  people  to  their  own  work  in  their 
have  been  built  up  by  bein|;  limited  own  municipality.  I  ask  again,  why  i* 
within  hard-and-fast  bounds.  What  has  j  this  Committee  to  be  appointed  ?  Assam- 
been  the  evolution  of  true  municipal  1  ing  that  it  may  do  some  little  good,  whit 
work  ?  Men  in  our  towns  and  cities  \  is  to  compensate  for  the  cost,  ;ind  th* 
have  gropd  through  difficulties  and  ;  harassing  and  hampering  in  improT^ 
ilarkness  into  light  to  serve  the  people,  ments  of  our  coi-porations  during  ihe  i 
It  hiis  been  inevitable  that  there  should  be  period  of  a  possibly  long  inquiry.  ^VhT.  j 
experimental  Bills,  and  the  municipalities  the  Electric  Light  Inquiry  lasted  some 
have  been  the  pioneers  of  Parliament  in  .  months,  and  proved  adverse  to  the  muni-  • 
this  matter.  How  have  the  great  Codes,  ■,  cipalities,  because  it  had  not  upon  ii  ! 
such  as  the  Public  Health  Acts,  been  j  that  expert  representation  which  l*  i 
brought  together  ?  By  public  statutes  pro-  j  so  essentially  necessary  in  these  mattersi  i 
posed  in  this  House  ?  Not  at  all,  but  culled  1 1  hope  at  least  that  if  a  tribunal  is  to  hf 
from  Private  Bills  and  Acts  promoted  by  !  appointed,  care  will  l>e  taken   that  there 
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are  those  on  it  who  know  these  subjects 
practically  from  personal  acquaintance, 
and  who  will  be  able  to  put  before  the 
Committee  information  which  is  so  abso- 
lutely necessary  in  dealing  with  them. 
The  CJouncil  of  the  Municipalities  Associa- 
tion,  at  a  meeting  at  the  Mansion  House 
on  Saturday  last,  passed  a  resolution  in  ! 
reference  to  this  matter.  The  rider  to  that , 
resolution  is  as  follows — 

"  While  the  council  can  see  no  valid  reason 
for  the  appointment  of  the  proposed  Coui- 
luittee,  and  while  there  are  the  strongest 
objections  to  it,  it  will  not  take  active  steps  to 
oppose  the  motion,  inasmuch  as  the  munici- 
paiities  feel  that  no  case  can  p|0^ibly  be  estab- 
iLshed  in  favour  of  the  limitation  of  their 
powers,  provided  that  the  Committee  is  consti- 
tuted judicially,  and  there  are  udod  it  Members 
possessing  practical  municipal  knowle4lge  and 
experience,  provided  also  that  every  oppor-  • 
tunity  is  atforded  to  the  municipalities  of  being 
heard,  and  of  producing  evidence  on  their 
behalf." 

I  am  glad  that  that  important  association 
have  passed  that  resolution,  because  on 
the  Klectric  Lighting  Committee  the 
representation  of  the  municipal  ties  was 
limited,  and  they  were  limited  to 
one  counsel,  and  were  not  allowed  to 
call  the  witnesses  they  desired.  I  apologise 
to  the  House  for  the  time  1  have  occupied. 
I  have  been  burdened  with  the  task  to 
plead  on  the  part  of  institutions  and  ; 
bodies  to  which  I  have  been  most  sin- 
cerely attached,  and  of  the  value  of  whoso 
work  I  have  practical  knowledge.  I 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  consider 
once  more  whether  they  will  persist  in  a 
motion  which,  though  it  may  have  some  ' 
small  advantage  from  an  administrative  . 
point  of  view,  may  be  seriously  prejudicial 
to  the  best  interests  of  some  of  our  most 
valuable  public  institutions 

Sir  SAMUEL  HOARE  (Norwich) :  In  ; 
rising  to  support  the  motion,  I  would  say  , 
at  once  that  there  is  no  Member  who  is  a 
stronger  supporter  of  municipal  enterprise 
than  I  am.  The  main  reason  why  I  speak 
is  that  in  the  great  city  I  represent  some 
few  years  ago  a  difficulty  arose  in  regard 
to  the  carrying  out  of  municipal  enter- 
prises which  confirmed  me  in  the  belief 
that  it  was  necessary  there  should  be  some  ' 
inquiry  on  this  subject.  I  cannot  quite 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Islington 
in  the  long  list  of  industries  either  carried 
out  or  proposed  by  municipalities ;  for  I 
came  to  the  House  without  any  know- 
ledge of  that  list,  and  without  expecting 
it  to  be  brought  forward.     I  did  not  hear  . 


from  the  Leader  of  the  House  or  from 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  any 
attack  against  any  of  these  municipal 
enterprises.  On  the  contrary,  I  heard 
sympathy  from  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  who  distinctly  said  that  what 
the  Government  asked  for  was  not 
a  judgment  on  an  abstract  question,  but 
some  general  guidance  from  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  as  to  the  method  in  which 
Parliament  was  to  deal  from  time  to  tune 
with  the  innumerable  practical  problems 
that  come  before  us  in  regard  to  practi- 
cal legislation ;  and  it  is  because  this 
motion  is  aimed  at  that  important  sub- 
ject that  I  venture  to  crave  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House  for  a  few  moments. 
While  the  House  naturally  heard  with 
interest  the  remarks  of  my  hon.  friend! 
on  these  industries,  I  hope  the  House  at 
the  same  time  will  not  be  unmindful  of 
the  work  they  impose  on  their  own  col- 
leagues, and  that  they  will  consider  that 
this  motion  is  brought  forward  in  order 
to  give  some  guidance  to  those  on  whom 
the  responsibility  of  taking  the  evidence, 
and  going  through  these  municipal  Bills, 
must  necessarily  rest.  It  is  necessary  for 
us  to  remember  that  it  is  not  merely  the 
Committees  upstairs  which  sit  on  Private 
Bills  that  require  some  guidance  on  these 
matters,  for  the  promoters  of  these, 
enterprises  have  not  necessarily  to 
go  before  Private  Bill  Committees. 
We  all  know  that  there  aie 
Provisional  Orders  which  pass  through 
the  Departments  ;  and  in  the  case  of  un- 
opposed Bills  we  know  that  a  heavy 
responsibility  is  placed  on  the  Chairmen 
of  Committees  and  the  Chairmen 
of  Ways  and  Means,  who  have  to  investi- 
gate these  Bills.  I  feel  confident  I  am. 
right  in  saying  that  not  merely  Com- 
mittees upstairs,  but  Government  De- 
paitments,  and  those  responsible  for  un- 
opposed Bills  will  1)0  glad  of,  and  have  a 
right  to  have,  some  guidance  from  the 
House  on  this  question.  Appli- 
cations to  Parliament  by  munici- 
palities for  powers  have  enormously 
increased  of  late  years.  I  am  glad  of 
that.  It  is  a  sign  of  enterprise  in  muni- 
cipal life.  It  is  a  sign  of  good,  and,  in 
many  cases,  of  very  successful  work.  But 
let  me  tell  the  House  how  curiously  the 
work  upstairs  has  changed.  It  has  been 
my  lot  to  be  a  Member  for  many  years  of 
the  liailway  and  Canal  Committee,  but 
the  Bills  that  come  before  that  Committee 
do  not  relate  only  to  railwa*Y^  ^xA  ^!».ta\&.. 
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U  13  somewhat  atratige  tliat  thia  year  tbe 
three  oppose*!  Bilk  which  came  before  it 
were  all  muuicipiil  Bills — -two  from 
thriving  mimieipalitios  with  reference  to 
tramways,  and  one  from  the  London 
County  Council.  If  I  might  mention  it  to 
shoir  that  these  Bills  are  very  large  in  their 
requirements,  I  may  say  that  the  London 
County  Council  re^piired  power^s  to  mim 
three  millions  sterling  in  order  Uj  pay  for 
ie  lee  trie  traction  on  their  tramways.  Of 
"Courac,  after  we  \m\e  considered  these 
ihroe  Bills  in  the  ortUnary  course,  they 
IKive  found  theii*  way  down  tu  the  Housse. 
It  is  always  said  that  the  House  has  a 
iinal  voice  to  p^?*s  any  Bill  opposed  or 
im*)pposed  ;  but  the  House  h^is  ah^-ays 
:^}iown  a  great  loyalty  to  the  decision  of 
the  Committees  vipstaira.  They  have 
felt  that  the  Committees  have  decided 
upon  a  great  deal  of  evidence^  expert  and 
lot!al,  with  the  aasist^Hiice  of  the  most 
iunlnentmeii  at  the  Bai-,  and  the  decisions 
of  the  Committees  hsive^  with  very  few 
isxceptional  cases,  been  generally  sup- 
(jorto(L  Now,  there  has  been  a  great 
extension  of  the  demands  i>n  the  Com- 
iintteeSj  imd  ijuestions  arise  ivhich  would 
n<jt  have  Vjeen  tht  night  of  twenty  ye^rs 
-ago,  and  woukl  not  lia^e  been  considered 
ten  years  a 
Committees 

nnnits  in  to  be  satisfaetunly  carried  out, 
wt?  must  work  mort'  or  less  on  the  same 
linus,  reserving  a  certain  amount  of  lati- 
tnile  when  that  may  be  necessary.  That 
brings  mti  to  the  p<:iint  \u  the  motion 
which  is  the  one  that  gives  us  uptairs 
tlic  greatest  trouble,  nanieiy^  industrial 
enterprises  w^ithin  and  without  the  area, 
of  mmiicipal  jnriadietiofu  Now,  we  have 
to  work  by  Stfinding  Orders;  but  the 
Standing  Order  in  regard  to  tramways,  for 
inntanee,  does  not  satisfy  the  circum- 
stances we  are  now  in.  1  will  give  a  case 
in  point.  There  is  no  question  at  the 
present  of  greater  importance  than  the 
housing  of  theworking  classes,  and  theonly 
solution  is  to  remove  large  nunilx^rsof  them 
into  the  country  hy  meiins  of  tramways. 
The  Standing  Order  states  that  we  may 
allow  municipalities  to  acquire  tramways 
outside  their  area  if  they  are  joined  to 
tramwfiys  inside :  }>nt  suppose  the  muni- 
-cipalities  cimnot  olttain  the  tmmways  in- 
side, and  the  lines  having  been  constructed 
under  the  Act,  the  tramway  eompanies 
perhaps  have  sixteen  or  seventeen  years 
to  rmi  ;  ought  not  the  municiimlity  under 
these  circumstances  to  ha^^e  the  power  to 
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acqtiire  the  tramways  outride  mther  thwi 
let  them  get  into  other  hands  ?     I  think 
even  hon.  Gentlemen    opposite  will  m 
that  there  is  some  ground   for  more  kti* 
tude  in  connection  with  that  matter,  iiul 
yet  we  are  tied  down  practicall}'  Itv 
Standing  Order,     I  come  to  the  malt  .  , . 
finance.  I  know  it  is  said  that  Purliamcnt 
may  pass  any  Bill  it  Ukes>  ami  put  into  * 
any  financial  clauses  it  tbirik^  de^^ir;; 
but  at  the  same  time  a  gre4it  deal  of  ■  - 
and   caution   are   exercised   in   duint;  ::. 
There  is  nothing  at  the  present  momea 
that   causes   greater    difficultv    in   Con 
mittees  upstairs  than  the  fact    that  In 
are  borrowed  for  certain  pericKis,  and  th 
there  is  great  uncertainty  as  to  how  lon^ 
these  periods  should  Ijte,  especially  in  coa*- 
uection  with  electric  traction.       I  th 
that  the  House  would   acknowledge  tl 
the  Committees  should  be  uniform  a*  j 
as   possible   in  their   decisions^   and  ih 
the    general   precedents   and    ndes  up 
which  we  have  acted  in  the  piist  she 
acted  on  in  the  future  also.     I  hav 
lleports  in    my    hand,    out*    date 
22nd  and  the  other  the   23rd   of 
The  Report  dated  22n(l  of  March  refa 
a  tramway  undertaking  including 
improvements,   and   the   period  msi^ 
for  rejiayment  is    forty   ycyirs.     In 
Report  dated  23rd  of  Mai^h,  which 
cerns  the  construction  of  a  tiumw^ay  will 
provisions  for  electric  traction,  the  perioj 
agsigneti  for  repayment  is    thirty  ye^ttT^ 
During  this  session  we   have  had' 
perioils  of  forty  years  and  some  of 
years,  and  the  promot-ers  often  ask  f^ 
iortger   periods,      I^t    me   take   araith 
m;^itter.       The    period     for     paying 
expenses  connected  with  ii  Bill  is  iwaaill 
Hye  years,  but  a  Report  issued  a  few  i 
ago  statetl  that  the  periotl  should 
years.    These  may  l>e  small  matter 
1  can  assure  the  House  that  I  attach  j 
weight  to  them.      There  is  gruat  un 
tainty  as  to   how  long   eloctrie   tmctmj 
will  k5?t,  and  much  doubt  as  to  wb^| 
renewals  may  not  bo  re<|uire4l   from 
to  time  ;  and  this  House,  for  the  pr 
tion  of  municipttlities  and  the  ratepa^e 
should   arrive   at  some  detinite  de 
I  do  not  think  that  any  hon.  Member  i 
feel  that  it  is  not  wrong  that  it  should 
left    to    Cijm mitte.es   upstairs    tc* 
these  questions*      I  think,  when  vrt 
sent  upstairs  to  do  the  work,  the  Ho 
ought  to  tell  us  the  lines  on  which  Uier 
wish  that  work  to  be  canied  out.     ~ 
are   other    points    also    on    which   it 


1357 


MunkijHl 


j5  April  1900] 


Trodi 


iUJ. 


1358 


4Le^irable  that  tbe  House  should  lay 
tlowii  some  rule.  An  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  in  the  previous  debate  iiaecl  the 
*?xpression  "  free  trade  for  municipalities/* 
I  believe  that  expression  was  cheered  by 
hon.  ttentlemen,  and  it  is  one  which  I 
would  cheer  myself,  and  it  is  Ifecause  I 
think  that  municipalitieii  tshouhl  have  free  ' 
tKide  that  1  say  that  they  should  be 
allowed  to  ae«|uii'e  tramways  outside  their 
^^\i^\\  area.  It  is  neeeRsary  that  mnnici- 
pj dittos  should  have  power  to  cany  their 
working  chi&sej^  outside^  and  tjiere  is  no 
rnatttjr  eoonected  with  this  question  on 
\\'hich  I  feel  more  strongly.  But  hon. 
*Tentlemcri  must  remember  that  when 
I  he  working  classes  are  removed  out  of 
one  locality  they  are  taken  into  another 
lr>cality^  perhaps  into  the  area  of  another 
ItKsal  hody  which  has  the  hope  of  one  day 
becoming  a  nuinicipality  itself.  So  far  as 
1  can  make  out,  we  have  no  rides  laid 
flown  n&  to  what  should  be  done  by  muni- 
cipalities in  ^uch  cases,  and  I  do  think 
that  this  pn^ posed  Committee,  il  it  i'O- 
*|uired  into  these  matters,  would  l*e  able 
to  make  suggestions  that  mi^bt  be  most 
uBuful  to  the  muniei  pair  ties  themselves. 
I  should  hope  that  those  suggestions 
would  take  the  line  that  i^'ery  munici- 
jjtility  has  a  right  to  be  heard  and  repre- 
serjted  on  imy  undert^iking  which  goes 
through  its  r>wn  district.  At  present,  so 
far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  anch  power 
whatever.  ^\Tien  we  talk  of  free  trade 
for  local  authorities  I  think  those  outside 
ihe  borough  should  also  have  a  voice  in 
what  is  ciirried  out,  and  should  have 
i*(*ljrei?!entation  on  a  Joint  Committee  or 
something  of  that  sort.  What  is  the 
^ibjection  to  this  Committee  ?  My  hon. 
friend  states  that  the  proposal  for  the 
4'ommrtteo  originated  among  certiitn 
pioplo  who  desire  to  do  away  with  all  the 
^  eat  industries  which  the  munieipalities 
wish  to  carry  on.  I  am  entirely  at  a  loss 
to  know  on  what  he  bases  that  opinion, 
or  what  foundation  he  has  for  his  st4it0' 
nn^nt.  But  is  it  not  sufficient  for  the 
House  to  know  that  in  the  working  of 
tU«  House  there  are  tiifticulties  which  the 


Committee  would  consider  and  probably 
remove  I  It  must,  of  course ^  be  a  Joint 
Committee  ;  it  would  not  do  to  have  one 
system  in  the  House  of  Commons  arul 
another  in  the  House  of  Lords,  Again, 
the  recommendations  of  the  CommiLteo 
will  not  be  the  law  of  the  land  and 
cannot  interfere  with  the  freedom  of  the 
rmuucipiiHties.     The  Committee  iviH  put 


l>efore  us  evidence  as  to  the  points  on 
which  difficulties  arise,  aird  if  the  House 
says  that  these   points  are  not  w-orth  at- 

I  tending  to,  then  tne  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee will  he  sent  down  to  the  cellars  of 
this  Honse^  where  there  are  a  good  many 
other  Rep«]>rts  already.      The  Committee 

'  would  relieve  the  House  of  certain  diffi- 
culties and  would  inquire  into  this  great 
and  novel  extension  of  business  through- 
out the  country,  \fit\\  which  I  have  the 
warmest  sympathy  aiid  which  I  should  be 
very  glad   to  see  pmsper.     I  believe  the 

I  result  of  the  Committee  will  l>e  to  place 

I  before  the  House  and  the  country  many 
imp>rtant  facts,  and  1  shall  be  very  disap- 
pointed if  it  does  not  result^  not  only  m 

I  making  our  proceedings  in  this  House 
more  uniform,  and  helping  us  to  do  the 

I  work  we  have  to  do ;  but  also  in  further 

I  facilitating  that  muin'cifial  enterprise 
which  we  all  have  at  heart,  and  which 
we  all  wish  to  see  flourish. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney) ;  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 

I  just  sat  down  seemed  U%  express  surprise 
that  things  were   difttTcnt   to-day   from 

i  what  they  were  twenty  years  ago,  I 
think  we  must  all  recognise  that  at  pre- 
sent we  are  living  in  an  age  of  progress  ; 
even  the  (Tovertunent  themselves  recog- 
nise that  fact  l>y  the  legislation  which  they 
have  introduced.  I  was  delighted  with 
the  speech  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  lalingtfjn  ;  after  that  speech  he 
ought  to  take  his  place  on  this  side  of  the 
House  instead  of  on  the  other.  For 
eleven  years  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Ba-u'd  of  Trade  was 
oru>  of  my  representatives  in  this  House ; 
during  the  whole  of  that  period  I  followed 
his  career,  and  although,  perhaps,  I  did 
not  vote  for  him,  yet  at  the  ftiime  time 
he  was  considered  a  man  of  progressive 
tendencies,  hence  his  influence  in  the 
Tower  Ham  lets.  That  being  so,  \  was 
suT-prised  at  the  speech  he  delivered  the 
other  evening  on  this  subject,  Ini^cause, 
instead  of  that  speech  being  of  a  pro- 
gressive character  it  was  of  a  very 
moderate  character  indeed.  He  stated 
that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  interfere  witfi  corpora- 
tions. If  there  is  no  intentiotron  behalf  of 
the  Governmenttn  interfere  with  mum'cipiil 
enterprise  so  far  fis  local  authorities  and 
corporations  are  concerned,  i^^hy  the  need 

I  and  the  necessity  for  this  motiun  to-night? 
I  have  no  doubt  if  the  hon.  Gentlematv 
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the  Member  for  East  Islington  spoke  on 
this  motion  this  evening,  he  would  put  a 
far  different  interpretation  upon  it  to  that 
put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Islington.  I  have  in  my  mind 
a  most  lively  recollection  of  the  attacks 
made  on  the  London  County  Council 
during  the  years  1895  to  1898.  What 
for  1  Not  because  it  was  competing  with 
private  enterprise,  but  simply  l>ecause  it 
had  the  courage  to  •  establish  a  Works 
Department  of  its  own,  so  that  the  profits 
of  the  contractor  should  go  into  the 
pockets  of  the  ratepayers.  These  attacks 
were  made  l)y  the  Sloderate  party  on  the 
Progressive  party,  and  we  know  that 
accusations  were  brought  especially  against 
the  Labour  members  of  the  CouncU,  not 
only  inside  the  Council,  but  also  outside 
in  their  organs  in  the  press.  We  wel- 
comed the  fullest  investigation  into  the 
Works  Department.  A  Committee  was 
appointed,  and  not  one  single  charge  was 
proved  against  any  meml)er  of  the 
Council  with  reference  cither  to  jobbery  or 
securing  employment  for  trade  unionists. 
So  far  as  the  London  County  Council  is 
concerned,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Islington 
would  ])e  quite  prepared  to  clip  its  muni- 
cipal enterprise  if  he  had  the  oppor- 
tunity, and  for  that  reason  I  have 
no  dou])t  he  will  cordially  support 
the  motion  now  before  the  House. 
What  sins  has  the  County  Council  com- 
mitted 1  It  has  established  a  Works 
Depiirtment,  though  not  in  all  cases,  and 
in  many  cases  has  a])olished  the  con- 
tractor ;  it  has  taken  over  a  few  miles  of 
tramway  on  the  south  side  of  the  river 
Thames  by  powers  which  Parliament  has 
also  given  to  other  municipalities,  and 
during  the  twelve  months  that  tramway 
system  has  been  worked  by  the  County 
Council  it  has  improved  the  condition  of 
its  employees  by  spending  £25,000  in 
increasing  their  wages  and  reducing  their 
hours  of  work ;  and  apart  from  that,  it  has 
not  forgotten  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers, ])ecause  it  has  placed  £43,000  in 
their  pockets  by  reducing  the  rates.  It 
has  provided  parks  and  open  spaces  for 
the  people  of  London,  and  it  has  provided 
l)an(ls  for  the  amusement  of  the  people  of 
London.  And  when  we  speak  of  bands  in 
our  parks  and  open  spaces  in  the  evenings, 
if  the  County  Council  were  not  in  exist- 
ence, I  want  to  know  would  private  enter- 
prise liave  stepped  in  and  have  provided 
those  parks  and  open  spaces,  and  bands, 

Mr.  Steadrrum. 


\  for  the  amusement  of  the  people  1     It  is 
i  a  well-known  fact  that   the   only  body, 
until    the    County    Council     came  IdIo 
existence,  that  supplied  bands   was  the 
National  Sunday  League ;  but  since  the 
,  County  Council  has  been  in  existence  it 
:  has    spent  something    like    X8,000  per 
annum  in  providing  bands  in  parks  awl 
open  spaces,  in  order  to  afford   the  work- 
ing man  and  bis  wife  and  family*  an  oppor- 
tmiity  of  listening  to  good  music  on  Sunday 
evening,  and  any  hon.  Member  walking 
along  the  Jhames  Embankment  can  listen 
to  one  o^  the   finest    bands  we  have  i!i 
'  London.      That  is  as  far  as  the  Coontr 
Council  has  gone  up  to  the  present  in 
municipal  enterprise.     Our  lighting  is  in 
the  hands  of  companies,  and    our  water 
is   in   the   hands   of  companies.      After 
all,  Parliament  at  the  present  time  has  a 
check,  and  a  very    important  check,  on 
municipal    enterprise.      Take    only   the 
action    of   this  House  a  week  ago  with 
reference    to    the    Water    Bills    of   the 
London   County   Council.     We   are  not 
allowed  to  have  control  of  the  water  or  of 
the  gas,  although  the  i*atepayers  of  London 
endorse  our  Wews,  otherwise  they  would 
not  give  us   the   majority    we    have  on 
the  Council.      We   spend    thousands  of 
poiuids  of  the  ratepayers'  money  even* 
year.    What  fori    >iot  to  put  money  into 
our   own    pockets.      An    hon.    Member, 
when   this   motion    was    being  discussed 
last  week,  stated  that  the   rail\^-ay  com- 
,  panics  did  not  use  th(»  ratepayers'  money. 
That  is  true  :  neither  railway  companies 
nor  gas   nor   water   companies    use  the 
ratepayers'  money   in  the  first    instance 
when  they  are  building  their  works  or 
getting   their  Bills    through   Parliament. 
I  but  they  take  the  ratepayers'  money  tea 
pretty  good  extent  after  the  works  are  in 
existence.        What     is     the      difference 
'  between  a  monopoly,  such  as  a  water  or 
,  gas  company,  and  a  nnmicipality  ?    The 
I  company      works     for     profits     for    iu 
I  directors     and     shareholders,     and     the 
municipality     works     in      the      interest 
I  of    the    ratepayers,     and    in    order    l** 
'  secure  for  them  the  profits  which  other- 
j  wise  would  go  into  the  pockets  of  the 
I  shareholders  :  and  yet  we  are  del>arred.  «> 
far  as  London  is   concerne<l,  from   Ijein^ 
able   to   take  these  steps.     A  great  deal 
of  stress  has  l>een  laid  upon  the  fact  that 
Committees  upstairs  want  some  guidam^e 
in  connection  ^ith  Electric  IJghtingBiik 
and  that  there  should   be   uniformity  of 
action.     What  is  the  pi^esent  law?    An 
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electric  lighting  company  can  apply  to 
the  local  authority  and  the  local  authority 
has  discretion  either  to  allow  them  to 
apply  to  the  Board  of  Trade  for  a  Pro- 
visional Order  or  to  apply  for  one  them- 
selves. In  many  cases  in  London,  the 
local  authorities  have  handed  their  powers 
over  to  companies,  and  the  companies 
have  applied  to  the  Board  of  Trade  for 
Provisional  Orders  which  have  b  en 
granted.  That,  I  maintain,  should  be 
sufficient  guidance  for  a  Committee 
oi^gAged  on  any  of  these  Bills.  I  read 
a  speech  delivered  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Wolver- 
hampton a  short  time  ago,  in  which  he 
stated  how  far,  in  his  opinion,  municipali- 
ties should  go  with  reference  to  taking 
over  gas,  water,  and  other  monopolies. 
Personally  I  say  it  will  be  a  ba!d  day 
for  this  country  if  its  municipalities  are 
guided  by  the  views  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  What  made  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  so 
popular  in  Birmingham  'i  Why,  the  work 
he  did  in  the  corporation  of  that  city 
before  he  became  a  Member  of  this 
House.  Two  or  three  years  ago  I  was 
shown  in  Birmingham  the  work  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  accomplished  during 
the  time  he  was  a  member  of  the  corpora- 
tion, and  in  one  casealone,.as  a  result  of  his 
labours,  a  considerable  income  will  be 
brought  in  in  years  to  come  which  will 
relieve  Birmingham  of  nearly  all  its  rates. 
If  municipal  enterprise  to  that  degree  is 

ri  in  Birmingham,  why  should  it  not 
good  in  every  city  in  the  United 
Kingdom  ?  I  want  to  be  perfectly  candid 
upon  this  matter.  I  am  not  in  favour, 
myself,  of  municipalities  starting  muni- 
cipal workshops  and  becoming  competitors 
with  private  employers  in  the  labour 
market,  because  that  would  not  in  any 
way  improve  the  condition  of  the 
workers.  It  makes  no  difference  to  the 
worker  whether  he  is  employed  by  a 
private  employer  or  by  a  municipality,  so 
long  as  he  gets  his  trade  union  rate  of 
wages,  and  if  a  municipality  to-morrow 
were  to  start  municipal  w^orkshops  on 
competitive  lines,  they  would  not  pay 
the  workers  higher  than  the  trade  union 
rate  of  wages.  But  I  am  strongly  in 
favour  of  monopolies  such  as  gas,  water, 
and  tramways  being  worked  by  the  muni- 
cipalities in  the  interests  of  the  com- 
munity as  a  whole,  and  not  in  the  interests 
of  a  comparatively  few  shareholders.  I 
suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
VOL.  LXXXI.    [Fourth  Series.] 


Member  for  East  Wolverhampton  had  in 
his  mind  when  he  made  that  speech  the 
action  of    the  London   County  Council 
with  reference  to  the  National  Telephone 
Company.        If      he      imagined       that 
the    municipality   was    going    to    allow 
his    company    to    pull    up    the    streets 
j  and  roads  of  London  just  as  they  thought 
j  fit,  he  was  very  seriously  mistaken.    I  see 
I  no  reason  for  this  mot'on  at  all.     If  you 
have  no  idea  of  interfering  with  the  pre- 
I  sent  powers  of  our  municipalities,  then 
i  why  press  this  motion  to  a  division  1     If, 
!  on  the  other  hand,  you  have  an  idea  of 
;  crippling  the  powers  of  the  municipalities, 
I  which   I   believe   is  at   the  root  of  this 
I  motion,  then  the  sooner  you  let  the  rate- 
payers know  it  the  better.     As  far  as  T 
I  am  concerned,    it  is  an  old   and  a  true 
saying  to   let   sleeping  dogs   lie.      Any 
;  attack  that  may  be  made  by  a  Committee 
of  this  House  on  the  municipal  enterprise 
■  of   the  London   County   Council  from  a 
*  political  point  of  view  may  be  the  means 
!  of  putting  some  life  and  interest  into  the 
I  voters.     The  elections  are  near,  and  the 
result  may  bo  that  a  number  of  Unionist 
Members  may  be  told  to  go  about  their 
business,    and     that    there    may    be    a 
!  majority    of     Progressive    and     Liberal 
1  Members  in  this  House  such  as  we  have 
to-day  on   the  London   Counter  Council. 
;  I   hope    that   this    motion    W4ll  not  be 
;  pressed  to  a  division,  although  I  recognise 
j  that  unless  the  Government  are  prepared 
I  to  withdraw   it   their    majority  will  l)e 
j  sufficient   to   carry   it.      We   have    gone 
along  very  well  during  the  last  few  years. 
I  We  hope   to  go  along  very  well  in  the 
I  years  to  come,  and  for  that  reason  if  the 
I  motion  is  divided  upon,  I  shall  certainly 
j  record  my  vote  against  it. 

!      ♦Sir  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  (Camber- 

i  well,  Dulwich) :  I  feel  compelled  on  this 

;  occasion  to  declare  myself  opposed  to  the 

j  appointment  of  this  Committee.     I  do  so 

,  from  altogether  different  reasons  to  those 

which   have   been   adduced   by  the    last 

I  speaker.     I  feel  myself,  if  you  appoint  this 

I  Committee — five  Members  of  the  House  of 

Commons  and  five  Members  of  the  House 

of  Lords — it  will  be  a  question  as  to  what 

will  be  the  extent  of  their  inquiry,  and 

not  of  the  way  they   are  going  to  deal 

with  this  important  subject.     The  House 

of  Commons  has  hitherto  always   dealt 

with  this  subject  of  the  different  Private 

Bills  brought  forward  in  a  comprehensive 

and  lucid  manner.    They  have  ma^jivc:^'^ 
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what  is  and  what  is  not  eoiisidered  necea- 1 
aary.  The  hon*  Member  just  now  com- 
pUiried  as  to  the  way  in  which  iti  different 
years  it  was  considei^ed  necessary  to  have 
different  laws.  Wq  all  know  that  for 
different  localities  differetit  dates  are ' 
necessiiry  for  the  repayment  of  loans. 
You  cannot  say  that  all  Irjealities 
should  have  the  same  terms-  If  the 
Committee  is  to  be  appointed,  what  is 
to  be  the  extent  of  its  inquiry  1  Is  the 
Committee  to  go  into  the  whole  subject 
of  mutiicipal  trading  t  Are  we  to  have  an 
inquiry  into  the  question  of  having 
municipal  banks,  bakeries,  and  wash- 
housea  ]  In  fact,  the  motion  as  it  is  drawn 
h  on  the  largest  extent  possible.  It  will 
entirely  depend  upon  the  Members  who 
are  put  upon  the  Committee  as  to  the  way 
in  which  they  would  deal  with  this 
motion.  To  appoint,  as  I  know  the  other 
side  would  appoint,  two  Members  in 
favour  of  municipal,  trading,  aiid  to 
appoint,  as  I  am  sure  the  Government 
would  appoint,  perhaps,  my  hon.  friend 
down  l>elpw  me,  the  ^leniber  for  South 
laiingtorh  and  even  if  the  two  other 
Members  were  opposed  to  municipal 
trading,  what  woidd  l)e  the  result  1 
These  three  Members,  all  in  favour^ 
going  into  the  Committee  upsUiirs 
would  go  from  tlie  House  of  Connuons 
pledged  to  support  municipal  trading  iu 
every  way  possible.  1  am  opposed  to 
municipd  trading,  I  hold  it  m  not  for 
the  iwlvant^ige  of  the  corumunity  at  large 
that  we  shoukl  have  these  workshops 
started  all  over  the  country,  and,  being  a 
commercial  man  myself,  I  am  certain  that 
this  House  would  make  the  greatest  mis- 
t^ike  possible  if  we  ejitrusted  this  in*iuiry 
M  a  Committee  such  as  you  propose  to 
i^onstitute  with  urdimitcd  power.  1  can 
imagine  that  Committee  sitting  upstairs. 
All  soits  of  people  would  be  bmught 
from  different  constituenciea  in  favour  of 
municipal  workshops  of  all  descriptions. 
What  is  to  l)e  the  limit  and  what  are  to 
l>e  the  lines  to  be  laid  down  '?  Vk'e  know 
that  municipalities  in  different  parts 
of  the  country  work  on  different  lines. 
We  iu  London  know  vety  well  that  the 
supply  of  water  in  certain  districts  has 
been  well  managed  l*y  municipal  corpora,- 
tions  in  such  places  as  Manchester,  Liver- 
pool and  ot h  er  jm  rts .  We  t h  in  k,  h  o  w  e  ve  r, 
the  London  County  Coimcil  would  he  the 
wrong  bod^'  to  entrust  ^vith  the  manage- 
ment of  London  water.  That  is  one 
Instance  to  abovv  that  it  is  impossible  for 
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you  to  lay  down  any  fixed  and  defi 
law  on  which  the  Committees  up 
are  Vo  act.  Every  Bill  ought  to  be  i 
with  by  itself  upcm  the  particular  ciimm- 
atances  of  the  ease.  To  lay  down  aa^ 
fixed  law  would  l>e  virtually  like  pMstu^ 
a  vote  of  censure  on  the  House  of  Cooi' 
mons.  I  catmot  ima^rine  any  Bill  Wuig 
brought  before  the  House  of  Conisnoni 
and  not  being  alite  to  be  disemaid 
and  inquired  into  upst^iirs.  Do  nm 
tie  the  House  of  Commons  with 
the  nUeg  and  regulations  laid  ckrar^ 
by  your  proposed  Committee,  ecm- 
sisting  of  Members  of  the  Hona^ 
Lords  and  the  House  of  Commons. 
us  have,  a^  we  have  had  in  the  past, 
the  circumstances  l»rouglit  before  m\ 
a  proper  way  and  inquired  into  iii^ 
thorough  manner,  I  do  not  condder  1 ' 
way  iu  which  this  motion  i^  worded] 
such  as  is  due  t^j  the  responsibility 
the  House  of  Commons,  I  do  not 
sider  that  in  dealing  with  the  pr  ^ 
of  municipalities  you  should  lay  down  I 
hxed  law,  Wliat  is  good  for  LoDdon 
may  not  be  gooci  for'  Liverpool,  Mm 
Chester,  or  Glasgow,  Let  all  tnatteri  Ir 
dealt  with  in  a  thorough  iind  practieM 
way,  and  inquired  into  as  it  is  our  du"" 
to  inquire  into  them.  I  must  Siiy  I 
t?xcee<ltngly  sony  to  Jincl  that  some 
the  Members  of  the  4Tovenimcfit 
rather  persistent  in  forcing  this 
which  I  believe  is  detrimental  to 
well-being  of  the  procedure  of  this  Ba 
and  if  the  Government  goes  to  a 
1  shall  decidtnlly  vote  against  it. 

Mr,  HOBHOUSE  (S^imersel^hii^ 

Unlike  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  hae  jfl 
sat  down,  I  believe  there  are  gooci  i 
for  the  proposal  to  appoii»t  a  CommitUe. 
and  I  wish  to  associate  myself  with 
hon,  friend  the  Member  for  Norwidll 
bearing    testimony     to    the     difl 
often    met   with    upstair^^,    and    to 
desire  we  have  to  formulate  a  priivf 
on  this  matter,  and,  I  would  add,  to 
some  more  knowledge  of  precedeii 
believe  if  we  had  a  eoilection  of  th 
cedents  in   relation  to  municipal 
that  the  infonnaation  ^^^ould   be  of 
considembie  benefit  on   the  Pri%^te 
Coram  it  tees  of  this  House.     At 
we  are  at  the  mercy  of  an\'  counsel 
chooses  to  quote  any  particular  pr 
to  his  own  advantage,  and  to  say  nothiq 
of  others.     Then  there  is  no  oppor 
of  calling  and  sifting  evidence. 
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have  no  piinciple  whatever  to  guide  ua. 
The  Ijimdon  Membera  iv^ho  have  spoken 
in  the  delMte  think,  no  tloubt,  that 
we  have  all  tho  chock  that  is 
required  to  the  Committees  in 
the  voice  of  this  Hoiise  iis  a  whole.  It  is 
perfectly  true  that  London  Bills  are  dis- 
cussed and  rejected  in  this  House  over 
iind  over  itgain.  I  think  very  often  we 
make  i\  ^eat  mistake  in  not  sending  these 
Bills  upstairs  to  !)e  considered  on  their 
luerit^i  hut  we  cannot  apply  that  principle 
to  the  Private  Bills  that  reach  us  fram  all 
(jart8  of  the  country.  The  House  would 
break  down  if  it  t^nce  began  to  investigate 
for  itself  all  those  measures,  and  therefore 
we  must  look  to  the  Private  ^ills  Com- 
mittee's as  the  regidai-  trilvu rials  to  con- 
=*ider  these  questions,  and  1  think  they 
;ire  entitled  to  a  little  more  |»uitlance  than 
thej'  have  hitherto  had.  I  look  at  the 
^tibject  from  a  broader  point  of  view. 
Do  not  Meml>ers  agree  that  this  matter  of 
municipal  trading  is  one  that  is  exciting 
^eat  interest  in  every  part  of  the  country  1 
It  has  assumed  enormoun  propcjrtions.  I 
*io  not  speak  ^ts  an  opponent  of  municipal 
enterprise.  I  flo  not  belong  to  those 
municipal  trading  liodies,  nor  am  1  one  of 
chose  much  abused  bodies  the  company 
promoters.  Wherever  I  go  I  hear  people 
dificussing  this  question  from  various 
|X>ints  of  view,  and  I  think  that  the  in- 
4|niry  njay  l)e  of  the  great  p<jssible  lienefit 
to  guide  public  opinion  outside  the  House, 
We  are  all  agreed  that  certain  enterprises 
may  be  carried  on  by  nniniciplities,  such 
matters  as  gas,  water,  and  tramways. 
On  the  other  hand,  most  of  us 
believe  that  there  are  certain  forms 
of  trading  which  amnot  bo  legitimately 
luidertaken  by  municipal  bodies;  and 
between  these  two  extremes  there  is 
iargc  debatable  ground.  There  are  some 
u'ho  wish  to  have  municipal  manufactories, 
Init  whether  they  are  incidenUd  or  not  to 
municipal  work  they  become  manufac- 
turing entei'prises  in  competition  with 
private  enterprises.  Then,  only  to  mention 
shortly  another  class  of  trading— that 
outside  of  m^mieipid  boroughs.  One 
would  imagine,  from  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Islington  has  told 
us,  that  the  whole  of  this  country 
consisted  of  municipalities  and  nothing 
else,  and  that,  if  it  could  be  proved  that 
tramway  undertakings  or  any  other  kind 
iA  trading  could  be  carried  on  by  the 
.munioipalitias  to  the  interest  of  the  mte- 


payers  of  those  murucipalities,  they  should 
I  get  power  to  do  so. 

I  Sir  albert  ROLLIT :  On  the  con- 
I  trary,  I  said  my  argument  Wiis  Imsed  on 
■  the  principle  of  the  oo-opemtion  of  local 
I  authorities. 

Mn.  HOBHOUBE:  That  is  a  very 
vague  expresiision.  I  have  the  opinion 
that  some  of  the  best  supporters  of  ray 
hon.  friend  do  not  take  quite  the  same 
I  view  of  corporations.  There  are  further 
important  (questions  to  be  considered.  We 
I  may  well  ask  what  the  economic  and 
:  political  results  are  of  using  large  sums  of 
'  the  ratepayers'  money  in  competition  with 
the  money  of  private  tmdertakings,  and 
employing  vast  bodies  of  workmen  who 
can  control  their  employers.  These  are 
all  questions  of  gi^eat  moment  affecting 
this  matter  of  municipd  trading.  I  do 
not  \dsh  to  suggest  to  the  House  that 
they  should  be  solved  one  way  or  another, 
but  I  do  submit  that  they  are  deserving* 
of  careful  inquiry  by  a  strong  Committee, 
Why  are  municipaiitiea  so  opposed  to  the 
Irifiuiry  ?  They  are  resisting  the  inquiry. 
Why  do  they  object  1  1  imderstood  that 
one  of  the  conditions  on  which  they 
assented  to  it  was  that  they  should 
\m  allowed  to  employ  more  than 
one  counseb  1  should  have  thought 
that  a  Committee  of  this  kind,  if 
strongly  manned,  and  if  it  called  before  it 
proper  representatives  of  municipal  enter- 
prise, and  of  the  great  commercial  inte- 
I  rests,  to  put  the  case  clearly  from  their 
j  own  point  of  view,  might  come  to  some 
determination  vvithout  much  expense  and 
without  much  deky.  I  do  not  think  such 
a  Committee  will  draw  what  my  hon. 
friend  calls  a  haixi-and-fast  line.  That 
would  be  a  very  unwise  thing  to  do,  but 
they  could  suggest  some  principles  of 
action  which  would  guide  both  the  mass 
of  ratepayers  and  the  Committees  of  the 
House  in  defining  the  legitimate  field  for 
municipal  enterpnse,  and  Ite  of  assistance 
to  us  and  to  corporations  in  framing  the 
legislation  of  this  country, 

Mr.  GOBDARD  (Ipswich)  :  One  thing 
is  quite  clear,  and  that  is  that  the 
municipalities  of  this  country  put  a  very 
different  construction  on  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee  from  that  stated 
by  the  supporters  of  the  motion.  That 
is  the  answer  to  the  question  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  \\i?sl  ?&%  da^^rv.  ^V^ 
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mimicipalitieB  object  to  it,  k^caiise  thoy 
*see  in  the  appointment  of  this  Committee 
itn  attempt  made  Ut  limit  thoir  powers. 
No  one  has  attempted  to  suggest  that  the 
appointment  of  this  Committee  is  with  the 
object  of  extending  the  powers  of  munici- 
imlities  in  the  nmtter  of  trading.  The 
object  from  first  to  last  really  has  been 
to  control  their  powers,  and  that  is  one 
of  the  reasons  w^hy  they  objeet  to  it. 
Take  it  on  the  ground  laid  down  by  the 
hon,  BaroJiet  tbe  ^iember  for  Norwich, 
that  it  ta  very  desirable  for  Committees 
upstairs  to  ba\'e  some  definite  ruling  as 
to  what  they  should  do  with  the  muni- 
cipal bills.  He  mentioned  the  different 
periods  that  are  given  for  the  repayment 
of  loans — in  one  case  thirty  years,  and  in 
another  forty  years.  It  leems  to  me 
that  is  a  great  proof  of  the  common  sense 
of  this  House.  These  Commifctees  always 
have  been  in  the  hal>it,  and  are  in  the 
habit  to-day,  of  judging  every  case  that 
cornea  before  them,  on  its  merits^  and  I 
believe  it  is  because  they  have  adopted 
that  plan  and  gone  on  that  principle 
that  the  Committees  upstairs  have  been 
deemed  the  most  impartial  kind  of  autho- 
lity  to  which  those  Bills  am  be  submitted, 
because  they  have  taken  into  ajcount  all 
the  circumstances  of  thts  case,  and  have 
dealt  with  them  according  to  their  ideas 
of  common  sense.  I  submit  it  would  be 
a  very  sad  thing  indeed  to  tie  the  hands 
of  the  Committees  upstairs  by  suggesting, 
m  was  almost  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Memlier  for  Norwmn,  that  there  should 
be  some  rale  limiting  the  period  for  the 
repayment  of  loans.  The  conditions  of 
large  towns  differ,  and  you  must  vary  the 
time  according  to  these  different  oireum- 
stances. 

Sir  SAMUEL  HOAHE  i  We  are  abso« 
lutely  limited  to  sixty  yeara  now. 

Mr.  GODDAED  :  I  am  quite  aware  of 
that,  but  the  variations  suggested  are 
altogether  below  that  limit,  and  that  is  a 
limit  that  is  rarely  reached.  In  the  matter 
of  tramways  yon  never  come  to  the  limit 
of  sixty  years.  I  submit  that  it  would 
be  a  fatal  thing  for  these  Committees  to 
have  their  hands  tied,  and  only  to  allow 
thirty  or  forty  years  for  one  particular 
land  of  industry.  Anyone  who  has  fol- 
lowed the  experience  of  Committees  in 
regard  to  municipal  authorities  obtaining 
jKiwers  for  waterworks  knows  that  a 
great  variety  of  time  is  allowed  in  these 
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Bills  for  the  repayment  of  the  loans 

quired   for    the    undortakingfB,    for 

simple  reason  that  the  circumstances  1 

varied  consideral>lj,     I  have  had  pen 

experience  in  this  matter  in  conne 

with   a   tmnafer   to   the    Corporatioii  ci 

Ipftwieli.      Having  stated  my  case  bdbcf 

the    Committee,    the    Chairman  of  tk 

Committee  did  make  some  alteralion  ia 

the  period  of  years  and  gave  ua,  I  think, 

more  liberal  terms  than  I  had  antieij]^«] 

at    first.       It    shows  that   every 

cipality  that  brings    a    Bill     to 

some  industrial  underUiking  vane 

eondirions  from  othei-s,  and   ought  W 1 

treated  in  a  ditlerent  way.     I  really  i 

repeat  the  question  as  to  who  has  asK 

!  for  this  inquiry  that  is  suggested  iu 

;  resoiution.      I  am    not    going   into 

genesis  of  the  matter.     That    haj 

done  fully  and  alily  by  the  hon,  Memherl 

South  Islington-     It  was  suggested  by  i 

hon.  Member  that  it  was  brought  fonrtui 

for  the  protection  of  the  ratepayem    I 

would  ask,  have  the  ratepaj-ers  of  li»< 

country  asked  in  any  way  whatever  1 

there  should  be  some  inquiry  aboal 

municipalities  acquiring  indnstriatl  i 

takings?      I  eannot   reeaU  having 

such  a  thing  at  all.      The   ratepayer  J 

amply   protected    at    the    present* 

against  his  own  Corporation  going  la  i 

some  form  of  municipal  trading  he 

I  not  desire.     It  must  be  perfectly  faa 

'  to  every  hon.  Member  that  before  i 

can  be  promoted  irt  this  House  for  \ 

ing   on  any  kind   of  municipal 

there  must  be  a  meeting  of   ratepajr 

and  any  single  ratcjpayer   can  den 

poll  of  the  town.     That  gives  an  exc 

I  oppcirtunitVj  if  there  is  any  objectioo  | 

the    speculation    oti    municipal   tr  ' 

!  to   oppose    it.      As   a    matter    of 

there     is     no     difficulty    of    the 

A  few  years  ago,  when  it  was  cons 

that  there  was  more  risk  in   condu 

I  these     enterprises     than     to-day, 

frequently  was  considerable  oppositlaft  I 

the  ratepayers.     The  schemes  for  aoqi 

:  ing    %vaterworks    and     gasworks 

opposed    by    the     ratepayers     and 

'  schemes  were  dropped.     The  ratepti^ 

I  have  seen  that  it  iu  a  good  thing  Im 

'  municipality  and  the  i-atepayers  at  li 

that  these  undertakings  shoiiJd  be  in  \ 

hands  of  the  ratepayers'  repres^it 

I  they  no  longer  oppose  these  things, 

are   willing  to   carry   them   out.     I 

I  always  in  favour  of  governmeot  bf 

I  people,     *id  I  believe  we  will 
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great  blow  sit  governinent  by  the  people 
if  we  in  any  way  seek  to  interfere  with 
the  municipal  authorities  in  carrying  on 
the  trading  which  has  been  so  successful 
in  the  past.  I  can  understand  speculators 
and  capitalists  and  men  who  wish  to 
invest  their  money  in  these  various  under- 
takings objecting  to  the  municipalities 
doing  the  work,  ])ut  I  put  that  on  one 
:9ide  at  once  as  a  reason  tiiat  is  not  worth 
(liscussing.  Have  municipalities  l)een 
unsuccessful,  or  have  they  mismanaged 
the  undertakings,  or  given  evidence  of 
incompetence  1  On  the  contrary,  the 
experience  is  that  wherever  municipalities 
have  taken  up  these  branches  of  trade— 
gas,  water,  electric  lighting,  and  tram- 
ways— the  invariable  result,  after  time 
has  been  given  to  get  over  the  initial 
difficulties,  is  that  they  are  profitable  to 
the  ratepayers  and  that  they  should  be 
80  conducted.  I  cannot  see  any  reason 
for  an  inquiry  of  this  sort.  However 
much  you  may  try  to  make  it  a  matter 
of  assisting  the  Committees  upstairs,  in 
the  eyes  of  the  people  outside  it  will  be 
considered  that  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  is  an  attempt  to  strike  a  blow 
at  the  municipalities  in  their  trading 
enterprises. 

Lord  BALCAKRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  I  hope  that  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  will  be  that  certain  rules  will  be 
laid  down  under  which  municipal  enterprise 
will  be  properly  regulated  in  the  future. 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  possible  to 
define  a  regular  principle  on  which  muni- 
cipal enterprise  should  be  carried  out,  but 
there  are  certain  general  lines  on  which 
such  a  Committee  should  go.  It  seems  to 
mo  that  there  is  one  good  example  in  the 
provision  and  supply  of  electricity.  I 
am  in  favour  of  municipalities  supplying 
gas,  water,  electric  light,  and  various 
other  things  that  they  do  at  the  present 
moment,  but  in  regard  to  the  supply  of 
olectricpower,  for  which  the  municipalities 
seem  to  think  that  they  have  gob  certain 
prescriptive  rights,  the  question  of  prin- 
ciple arises.  I  think  there  is  nothing  civic 
or  communal  in  the  supply   of  electric 

Sower.  A  few  weeks  ago  there  were  Bills 
ealing  with  electric  power  before  the 
House.  I  submitted  a  motion  which  was 
accepted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Aberdeen,  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  others,  that 
these  Bills,  being  of  great  importance, 
should  be  submitted  to  a  special  Com- 
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mittee,  and  in  order  that  that  Committee 
should  be  perfectly  impartial  that  it 
should  be  nominated  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Islington  stated  at  the  close  of  his  speech 
that  the  corporations  desired  that  an  impar- 
tial Committee  should  be  appointed.  That 
is  precisely  my  object,  and  I  have  to  propose 
an  Amendment  to  the  motion.  I  move 
after  the  word  "  be  "  in  the  second  line  to 

,  insert  the  words  "  nominated  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection."  The  result  of  that 
will  be  t^hat  the  object  of  my  hon.  friend 
below  me  and  the  hon.  Member  for  South 

,  Islington  >vill  be  attained. 

Mr.   COHEN:     We  do   not  want    a 
I  Committee  whose  Keport  we  know  before- 
j  hand  by  its  very  constitution.     We  want 
,  an  impartial   Committee.      One  of    the 
remarkable  features  of  this  debate  is  that 
j  those  hon.  Members  who  are  in  favour  of 
municipal  trading — I  confess  I  am  not — 
are  just  those  who  are  against  the  inquiry. 
j  This  is  not  an   inquiry   that   condemns 
:  municipal  trading.      It  is  an  inquiry  into 
I  the  way  in  which  municipal  trading  shall 
i  be  conducted.     If  you  want  that  inquiry 
to  result  in  a  Report  that  will  inspire  con- 
fidence, the  Committee  ought  to  be  com- 
prised of   Members  who   have   no  pre- 
viously  formed    opinions.      I   have   the 
honour  to  second  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  line  two,  after  the  word  '  be '  to  insert 
the  words  *  nominated  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection.*  " — {Lofd  Balcnn^es,) 

I  Question,  "  That  those  woi*ds  be  there 
inserted,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 
I 

j  Sir  H.  CAMPBELL  BANNERMAN  : 
!  I  have  listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
debate.  One  feature  it  seems  to  me  is  * 
that  the  hon.  Members  who  have  spoken 
have  been  very  much  at  cross  purposes 
all  the  time.  It  has  l>een  discussed  by 
some  hon.  Members  as  if  it  was  an  at- 
tempt by  means  of  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  to  curb  and  confine 
municipalities  from  doing  that  which  they 
have  been  accustomed  to  do  for  so  many 
years,  whereas  my  hon.  friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Norwich,  in  his  very  strong  and 
well  argued  speech  in  favour  of  the 
motion,  went  upon  matters  which  really 
have  nothing  to  do  with  tk^  q^^*«^nI\^\\ 


1371 


Municipai 


whether  the  municipalities  o!  this  country 
have  acquired  the  habit  of  going  beyond 
their  proper  fiuictioTi  in  t Hiding  and  com- 
mercial enterprise.  That  is  a  separate 
t|ue3tion  altogether,  1  would  venture  to 
point  out,  from  all  those  points  with 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  dealt.  The  ques- 
tion, for  instance,  which  1  suspect  is 
uppermost — ^ judging  from  the  warmth  of 
the  aUusion  to  it — in  the  minds  of  many 
hon.  Members  in  this  matter  h  the  action 
of  the  London  County  Council,  and  it 
may  be  other  corpomtionii  and  munici- 
pah  ties,  ao  far  Jis  1  know,  in  employing 
their  own  workmen  instead  of  employing 
contractors.  This  Committee  has  no 
power  to  go  into  such  a  matter  at  all.  That 
k  a  pure  matter  of  administration  and 
discretion  on  the  part  of  the  London 
County  Council,  whereas  the  motion  deals 
with  ft  proposal  to  appoint  a  Committee 
**  to  consider  and  report  m  to  the  princi- 
pies  which  should  govern  power's  given 
by  Bills  and  Provisional  Orders  to 
municipal  and  other  local  authorities  for 
industrial  enterprise  v\ithin  or  without 
the  area  of  their  jurisdiction/*  so  that  1 
think  the  intercMting  c;italogue  of  objects 
which  my  honJriend  the  Member  for  South 
Islington  read  so  much  to  the  amusement 
of  the  House,  and  whieh  we  must 
imagine— I  think  it  is  no  great  stretch  of 
imagination — represents  the  scraping  up 
by  those  who  originally  advocated  the 
idea  of  this  Committee  of  every  possible 
case  that  could  throw  discredit  on  muni- 
cipal eriterprise,  while  all  the  matters  in 
the  list,  so  far  as  1  could  gather  them, 
which  w^ere  of  a  doubtful  character,  do 
not  come  within  the  terms  of  this 
reference.  The  provision  of  cold  air 
iitorage,  the  making  of  saddlery,  and 
many  other  things  which  sounded  rather 
odd  when  one  flrst  heard  of  them,  have 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  powers 
for  industrial  enterprise  within  or  without 
•  ihe  area  of  municipal  jurisdiction,  I  come 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Norwich,  who 
complains,  with  all  the  authority  he 
rightly  possesses  on  such  a  subject,  on  the 
part  of  Chairmen  of  Private  Bills  Com- 
mittees that  they  are  bewildered  by  not 
having  any  proper  guidance  in  the 
decisions  they  are  expected  to  give  in  re- 
gard to  the  proposals  brought  before 
them.  It  seems  to  me  that  what  he 
wanted,  rather,  was  some  alteration  of  the 
Standing  Oniers  whieh  prohibit  him 
-UTkder  present  circimistances  from  giving 
Jthat  expansion  to  municipal  enterprifie  he 
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I  wanted  to  give.  He  mentionwl  lite 
I  piteous  case  of  some  borough  that  wiabcci 
to  extend  a  tramway  into  the  adjojtitng 
country,  and  l>ecaU3e  their  own  boufMkm 
and  the  outside  tramway  did  not  joinit  vu 
beyond  their  power.  There  is 
necessity  for  this  pompous  proceeding 
a  Joint  Committee  of  the  two  Houi^a 
determine  that  that  is  not  common  sei 
and  an  application  to  the  House  to  df 
the  Standing  Orders  would  l>e  suocesilijl^ 
The  hon.  Member  also  spoke  of  ttur 
difficulty  of  fixing  the  precipe  number  id 
years  for  the  repayment  of  lijans  where 
electric  lighting  is  concerned,  I  1>eHL*r 
it  is  a  fact  that  that  uncertainty  h  a 
of  the  necessity  of  the  ease  where  y\ 
are  dealing  with  entirely  new  and  expt- 
mental  enterprises.  There  are  very  U*v 
electrical  engineers  of  sitanding  who  will 
say  how  long  electrical  machinery  can  bf- 
expected  to  laiit.  That  being  ml  even 
duplicate  Committee  of  this  kind  cani 
determine  the  number  of  years 
ought  to  be  fixed.  All  these  pro] 
that  come  before  the  House  are  pr 
dealt  mth  by  the  Committees  we  pj 
Every  one  must  be  judged  on  its  m^ 
according  to  the  circumstauces  of 
locality,  and  for  the  protection  of 
ratepayers  and  the  locality  we  axe  surely 
justified  in  trusting  to  the  good  sense  uml 
the  justice  of  the  ratepayers  themsdrf 
If  they  find  a,  municipality  plaji] 
ducks  and  drakes  with  their  f\ 
and  launching  into  expenditure,  thcj 
will  very  soon  call  them  to 
count.  For  my  part  I  do  not  see 
good  this  Committee  is  to  do.  As  I 
we  look  first  .of  all  to  the  intelli^ 
of  the  electors  themselves.  Then  there 
this  House  bound  to  see  that  juatic*; 
done  to  all  interests,  and  I  do  not 
that  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  Ii 
this  for  the  purpose  of  gi^^ing  iis  a  gui" 
and  laying  down  a  rule  we  are  to  "  "' 
is  at  all  the  way  to  keep  that  j 
responsibility  which  this  House  oi  _ 
entertain  in  these  matters.  Either 
decision  or  the  advice  of  this  Co] 
would  have  an  effect  or  it  would  m 
it  had  no  effect,  which  would  probabl^ 
the  result,  what  would  be  the  u«e  of  i 
pointing  it  1  I  have  only  one  othit 
observation  which  1  would  venture  t»_ 
bring  before  the  House,  and  it  is  ol 
unpleasant  a  character  that  I  hesilaie 
little  even  to  refer  to  it.  This  Houae 
not  so  young  as  it  once  was,  and  after  JH 
we  cannot  forget  the  fact  that  we  bavr 
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lived  Parliamentarily  for  several  years. 
Is  it  desirable,  if  this  is  to  be  a  great  new 
departure,  and  the  enterprises  of  the 
municipalities  throughout  the  country  are 
to  be  regulated  by  a  formal  tribunal 
according  to  some  fixed  principles,  that  we 
should  at  this  particular  period  of  Parlia- 
ment, undertake  this  work  ]  Would  it 
not  be  much  better  to  relegate  it  when  it 
can  he  done,  if  it  is  to  be  done  at  all, 
to  a  new  Parliament,  who  have  had  the 
opportunity  of  ascertaining  by  the 
pleasant  means  of  a  general  election  what 
the  general  feeling  of  the  country  in  the 
matter  is  1  These  are  the  considerations 
which  lead  me  one  after  another  to  think 
that  this  Committee  had  better  not  be 
appointed.  I  do  not  know  exactly  why 
the  Government  work  themselves  up  to 
something  approaching  zeal  and  earnest- 
ness in  favour  of  this  Committee.  It  is 
done  in  a  very  charming  way,  no  doubt, 
but  in  a  way  that  rather  startles  one  when 
we  see  that  that  which  was  last  session 
kicked  about  with  little  respect — I  think 
it  was  called  no  man's  child,  and  no  one 
was  responsible  for  its  coming  to  an 
ignominious  end  at  the  close  of  the 
session — is  now  revived  with  all  the 
authority  of  the  Government,  and  the 
twelve  o'clock  rule  is  suspended  so  that 


the  country  should  not  miss  this  great 
opportunity.  I  join  in  the  hope  expressed, 
I  think,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Islington,  and  others,  that  if  the  Committee 
is  appointed  it  will  do  no  harm.  That  is 
the  best  we  can  say,  because  nothing 
could  be  worse  than  anything  that  would 
look  lik^  a  desire  on  the  part  of  this 
House  to  be  jealous  or  suspicious  of  the 
municipal  zeal  that  exists  so  much  to  the 
benefit  and  advantage  of  the  country  in 
all  our  towns,  great  and  small.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Norwich  spoke  of  the  great 
development  of  municipal  enterprise  of  late 
years.  Will  not  the  word  "electricity" 
account  for  the  greater  part  of  it  1  If 
electricity  is  being  applied  to  both 
lighting  and  traction,  in  that  itself  you 
have  the  reason  for  half  the  schemes 
brought  forward.  It  is  no  use  appealing 
to  the  Government  after  suspending  the 
Twelve  o'clock  Rule.  They  have,  as  it 
were,  burned  their  boats,  and  they  must 
go  on ;  but  I  will  vote  against  the  motion, 
and  I  hope  if  the  Committee  does  no  good 
it  will  do  no  harm. 


Question  put. 

The     House    divided  :  —  Ayes, 
Noes,  67.     (Division  List  No.  98.) 
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AUeopp,  Hon.  Ge«rge 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfour,  Rt.Hn.  A.  J.(Manch'r. 
Banbary,  Frederick  Georse 
Barry,RtHnAHSmith-(  Hunts 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM  H. (Bristol 
Bethell,  Commander 
BUI,  Charles 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bond,  Edward 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
Cavendi8h,V.  C.  W.  (Derbysh.) 
Cecil.  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,  Rt.Hn.J.  (Birm. 
Chamberlain,  J.  A.  (Worcester 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrinf^n,  Spencer 
Cohen,  Benjamm  Louis 
ColliuKSf  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colomo,  Sir  John  Chas.  Ready 
ComwalliSjFiennes  Stanley  \V. 
Cox,  Irwin  Ed  ward  Bain  bridge 
Cro38,Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Corzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 


AYES. 

Doughty,  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William  Theodore 
Faber,  George  Denison 
Fellowes,Hon.Ailwyn  Edward 
Field,  Admiral  (Eastbourne) 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Firlmnk,  Joseph  Thoman 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lanca.<«ter) 
Foster,  Hany  S.  (Suffolk) 
Fry,  Lewis 

GfiSloway,  William  Johnson 
Gedge,  Sydney 
Gibl)ons,  J.  Lloyd 
Godson,  Sir  Augustus  Fred. 
Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Goschen,  Rt.  Hn.G.  J.  (StGeo.'s 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Green,  Walford  D(  We  inesbury 
Greville,  Hon.  Ronald 
Hamilton,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  G. 
Hanbury,  Rt.  Hon.  Robert  W 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Hare,  Thomas  Leigh 
Helder,  Augustus 


Henderson,  Alexander 
Hoare,  Sir  Samuel  (Norwich^ 
Hobhouse,  Henry 
Houston,  R.  P. 
JetFreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Johniton,  William  (Belfast) 
Kenyon,  James 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  Williauk 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Henry 
Knowles,  Lees 
Lafone,  Alfred 

Lawrence,SirE.  Durninc-(Coro 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks.) 
Lecky,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  Edw.  H. 
Long,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  (Liverpool 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lyctelton,  Hon.  Alfred 
MacartneT,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Maclure,  Sir  John  Wilfiam 
M* Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool)* 
M'Killop,  James 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Mellor,  Colonel  (Lancashire) 
Middlemore,  J.  Throgmortun 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Montagu,Hon.  J.Scott  (Hants.. 
Moore,  Williaan  (,AJxttv\x!^'^.^ 
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More,  Robt.  Jasper  (Shropsh.) 
Morton,  ArthurH.  A(  Deptiord) 
Mowbray,  Sir  liobert  Gray  C. 
Marray,  RtHn  AGrahaiu(  Bate 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Orr-Ewing,Charles  Lindsay 
Penn,  John 
Percy,  Earl 

Philfpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Platt-Hisgins,  Frederick" 
Powell,  Sir  Francifl  Sharj) 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Pryce- Jones,  Lt.-Col.  Edwanl 
Purvis,  liobert 
Quilter,  Sir  Cuthbert 
liascb,  Major  Frederic  Came 


Ritchie,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  T. 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Rothschild,  Hon.  Lionel  W. 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Rutherford,  John 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Seton-Karr,  Henry 
Sharpe,  William  fidward  T. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire)  | 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Christchurch) 
Smith,  James  Parker(LanarkR. 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D. (Strand) 
Stanley,  Edward  J.  (Somerset) 
Stephens,  Henry  Charles 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 


Thornton,  Percy  M. 
ToUemache,  Henry  James 
Tomlinson,Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Vincent,  Sir  Edgar  (Exeter) ' 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  Sir  Richard  E. 
Wentworth,  Brace  C.  Vemon- 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Willox,  Sir  John  Archibald 
Wodehouse,Rt.Hn.£.  R.(lkUi 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.C.B.Stuait- 
Wrightson,  Thomas 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyvill,  Marni'iduke  D'Arey 
Tellers    for  the  Ates— 

Sir  William  Walrond  «■«! 

Mr.  Anstruther. 


Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
Asquith,Rt.Hn.Herliei-tHenry  i 
Bayley,  Thomas  (Derbyshire)  . 
Billson,  Alfred 

Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling  ' 

Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  James  ' 

Burns,  John 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwell,  James 
Campbell-Bannerman,  Sir  H.  j 
Causton,  Richard  Knight 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Channing,  Francis  Alston 
Colville,  John 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Dewar,  Arthur  ' 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Charl&s  M.  (Lanark) 
Duckworth,  James  ; 

Enimott,  Alfred. 
Ferguson.K.  C.  Munro  (Leith)  ' 
Gladstone.RtHn.  HerberttJohn 
Grey,  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 


NOES. 

Griffiths,  Ellis  J. 
Haldane,  Richard  Burden 
Harwood,  George 
Hayne,Rt.Hon.  Charles  Sbale- 
Hazell,  Walter 
Hedderwick,  Thos.  Chas.  H. 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Jones,  William(Camar\"on8h*e 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSir  U 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Lawson,  Sir  W.  (Cumb'land) 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M' Arthur,  Wm.  (Cornwall) 
M'Crae,  George 
M*Kenna,  Reginald 
Maddison,  Fred. 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
Mendl,  Sigismund  Ferdinand 
Morton,  Edw.  J.  C.  (Devonport) 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  WlUans 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O' Connor,  James(Wicklow,W. 
Oldroyd,  Mark 


Palmer,  G.  Wm.  (Reading) 
Reckitt,  Harold  James 
Runciman,  Walter 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B) 
Sinclair,  CaptJohn(  Forfarshire 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellealey 
Stead  man,  William  Charles 
Stephens,  Henry  Charles 
Stuart,  James  (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeaih^ 
Tanner,  Charles  Keams 
Trevelyan,  C*harles  Philips 
Ure,  Alexander 
Warner,  Thomas  CourienayT. 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Whittaker.  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  JohnCarvell(NottJ(. 
Wilson,  H.  J.  (York.  W.  R.> 
Wilson,  J.  W.  ( Wonrestersh.  X . ) 
Woods,  Samuel 

Tellers  for  the  Noks- 
Mr.  Lough  and  Mr.  God- 
danl. 


Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  of 
five  Members  of  this  House,  to  be  ijomi- 
nated  by  the  Committee  of  Selection,  be 
appointed  to  join  with  a  Committee  of  the 
Lords  to  consider  and  report  as  to  the 
principles  which  should  govern  powers 
given  by  Bills  and  Provisional  Orders  to 
municipal  and  other  local  authorities  for 
industrial  enterprise  within  or  without  the 
area  of  their  jurisdiction. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  ])e  sent  to  the 
Lords  to  acquaint  their  Lordships  that 
this  House  hath  appointed  a  Committee 
of  five  Members  to  consider  and  report  as 
to  the  principles  which  should  govern 
powers  given  by  Bills  and  Pronsional 
Orders  to  municipal  and  other  local 
authorities  for  industrial  entei-prise  within 
or  without  the  areii  of  their  jurisdiction  ; 
and  to  request  that  their  Lordshij)s  will 


be  pleased  to  appoint  an  equal  number  of 
Lords  to  be  joined  with  the  Members  of 
this  House. — {Mr.  An^frufh^r,) 

POLICE    RESERVISTS    (ALLOWANCES^ 
BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  an  Amend- 
ment made ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time 
to-morrow. 

BEER  RETAILERS*  AND  SPIRIT 

GROCERS'  LICENCES  (IRELAND)  (No.  2) 

BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
to-morrow. 


LONDON  GOVERNMENT  (BOROUGH 
OF  HAMMERSMITH  ORDER  IN 
COUNCIL). 

General  G0LDSW0RTHY(  Hammer- 
smith), in  moving  an  Address  pra3ring  Her 
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Majesty  to  withhold  Her  Assent  to  the 
Draft  Order  in  Council  of  the  13th 
March,  1 900,  for  the  establishment  of  the 
Metropolitan  Borough  of  Hammersmith, 
'stated  that  the  boundaries  proposed  by 
the  Commissioners  were  not  convenient 
boundaries.  It  was  true  that  one  of  the 
regulations  for  the  guidance  of  the  Com- 
missioners was  that  boundaries  were  to  be 
in  the  centre  of  streets,  but  if  that  instruc- 
tion was  to  be  followed  they  might  have 
selected  a  better  street  than  the  one  they 
had  taken.  The  people  of  Hammersmith 
merely  wanted  a  good  boundary.  It  was  not 
a  question  of  rating  between  Hammersmith 
and  Kensington.  Both  of  these  places 
originally  agreed  on  a  boundary,  but  the 
Commissioners  would  not  have  it. 

♦Sir  albert  ROLLIT  (Islington, 
S.)  seconded  the  motion.  The  draft 
Order  provided  that  certified  copies  of 
the  maps  of  the  district  required  to  be 
produced  in  evidence  should  be  obtained 
from  the  clerk  of  the  County  Council, 
whose  offices  were  near  Charing  Cross. 
It  was  to  be  presumed  that  the  persons 
requiring  the  maps  would  find  it  more 
convenient  to  obtain  copies  of  the  maps 
at  the  Vestry  Hall,  and  that  was  one 
reason  for  the  proposal  to  substitute  the 
words,  "Town  Clerk  of  the  borougn " 
ior  "  Clerk  of  the  county  council,"  apart 
from  any  question  as  to  maintaining  the 
dignity  of  the  new  boroughs. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  an  humble  Address  he  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
withhold  Her  Assent  to  the  Draft  Order 
in   Council  of  the   13th  day  of  March, 
1900,  for  the  establishment  of  the  Metro- 
politan  Borough   of   Hammersmith,    the 
incorpoj-ation  thereof,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses connected  therewith,  unless  Amend-  | 
ments  are  made  therein  (1)  to  omit  so  • 
much   of  sub-paragraphs    (a)  and   (c)  of  ; 
Clause  3  as  relates  to  the  Nos.   2,  3,  and  ,' 
5  on  the  map  described  in   the  Draft  j 
Order,  so  as  to  exclude  that  portion  of  the  , 
parish  of  St.  Mary  Abbotts,  Kensington,  ' 
as  is  coloured  red  on  the  said  map,  and  ; 
to  retain  in  the  new  Borough  of  Hammer-  \ 
smith   all   now   belonging    to    the    said 
borough,  except  the  portion  to  be  trans  ' 
ferred     to     carry     out     the     boundary 
mutually  agreed  upon  by  the  Vestries  ot 
the  Parishes  of  Hammersmith   and  St. 
Mary    Abbotts,    Kensington ;    and    (2)  ' 
to  substitute  the  words  '  Town  Clerk  of  ' 


the  Borough '  for  the  words  *  Clerk  of 
the  County  Council '  throughout  Clause  3, 
Sub-section  (4)." — {General  Golih%oorthy.) 

Mr.    SHARPE  (Kensington,    N.) :     I 
am  sorry,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  be  obliged  to 
oppose  the  motion  of  my  honourable  and 
gallant  friend  the  Member  for  Hammer- 
smith, as  regards  the  boundary  between 
Hammersmith   and   Kensington.       It   is 
true  that,  under  the  scheme  approved  of 
by  the  two  parishes,  Kensington  would 
have    surrendered   a   rateable   value    of 
£242,  and  that  the  Commissioners  have 
slightly  altered  the  line  with  an  advantage 
to  Kensington    of  £570  rateable  value. 
The   statements    of    the    Hammersmith 
Vestry    that   the   Commissioners'  adjust- 
ment is  materially  different  from  the  old 
one,  and  is  unjust  to  Hammersmith   as 
transferring  to  that  borough  property  of 
a  much  inferior  class,   in  an   insanitary 
condition,    with   a    congested    low   class 
population,   and   with   roads   in    a    bad 
state  of  repair,  are,  I  am  instructed   to 
say,  either  exaggerated  or  incorrect.      It 
was  recognised  by  the  vestries  of  both 
parishes  that  the  old  boundary  between 
Bramley  road  and  Silchester  road  could 
not   be  perpetuated  and  no   adjustment 
could   be   agreed   on.      But  as  the  con- 
clusions of  the  Commissioners  show  that 
the  representations  of  the   two   vestries 
received  careful  consideration,  and  were 
only  departed  from  in  order  to  uphold  a 
general  rule  laid  down  for  the  metropolis 
as   regards  boundaries  along  streets,  the 
parish     of      Kensington     accepted     the 
decision,  and  1  therefore  appeal  to   the 
House  to  reject  the  motion  of  my  lion, 
and  gallant  friend. 

*Earl  PERCY  (Kensington,  S.)  also 
opposed  the  motion.  There  might  be  an 
impression  in  the  House  that  Kensington 
was  acting  a  selfish  pirt  in  the  matter. 
Of  course  that  was  not  so.  At  the  time 
of  the  inquiry  the  two  parishes  put  for- 
ward a  joint  scheme  which,  if  approved, 
would  have  resulted  in  a  pecuniary  loss 
to  Kensington. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Chap- 
lin, Lincolnshire,  Sleaford)  said  the 
Commissioners  in  their  Report  stated 
that  they  found  the  existing  boundaries 
as  bad  as  they  could  be.  The  Com- 
missioners substituted  lot  ^xvSxv^^wn^vc^'sswX* 
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boundary  one  which  was  in  almost  all 
cases  a  road  or  street.  He  could  not 
pretend  to  the  same  local  knowledge  as 
his  hon.  and  gallant  friend,  but  the  senior 
Commissioner  and  his  assistant  had 
reported  on  the  matter,  and  he  had  looked 
into  it  as  far  as  it  was  possible  for  him  to 
do  so,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
present  boundaries  seemed  to  him  to  be 
infinitely  bettor  than  those  that  existed 
before.  The  Commissioners  were  abso- 
lutely impartial  men,  with  no  object 
whatever  except  to  arrive  at  the  best  and 
most  fitting  solution  of  the  matter.  With 
regard  to  the  question  as  to  who  should 
certify  the  maps,  there  was,  he  thought, 
something  to  be  said ;  but  to  substitute 
"  town  clerk  "  for  "  clerk  of  the  county 
council"  would  altogether  destroy  the 
Order,  and  it  would  be  necessary  to  pro- 
duce another  Order  to  lie  on  the  Table 
for  thirty  days.  As  soon  as  the  present 
Order  was  confirmed  by  Parliament,  these 
schemes  would  have  to  be  made.  Under 
these  schemes  the  town  clerk  might  be 
added  to  the  clerk  of  the  county  council 
for  the  purpose  suggested.  He  would 
inquire  into  this  subject  more  fully  and 
ascertain  what  could  be  done  without 
injury  or  prejudice  to  the  purposes  of  the 
Order. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


LONDON  GOVERNMENT  (BOROUGH  OF 
ISLINGTON  ORDER  IN  COUNCIL). 

*SiR  ALBERT  KOLLIT,  in  moving  an 
Address,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  with- 
hold her  assent  to  the  Draft  Order  in 
Council  of  the  13th  day  of  March,  1900, 
for  the  establishment  of  the  Metropolitan 
Borough  of  Islington,  said  he  thought  the 
arrangement  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  was  in  the  circum- 
stances satisfactory.  But  he  found  that 
the  maps  attached  to  these  Orders  were 
too  small,  and  the  result  was  that  very 


expensive  litigation  had  at  times  to  be 
carried  on  as  to  liability  for  repair  of 
sewers,  roads,  and  the  like. 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  R)  seconded 
the  resolution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
withhold  Her  Assent  to  the  Draft  Older 
in  Council  of  the  13th  day  of  March, 
1900,  for  the  establishment  of  the  Metro- 
politan Borough  of  Islington,  the  incor- 
poration thereof,  and  for  other  purpoees 
connected  therewith,  unless  amendments 
are  made  therein  (1)  to  substitute  the 
words  *  Town  Clerk  of  the  Borough '  for 
the  words  '  Clerk  of  the  County  Council ' 
throughout  Clause  3,  Sub-section  (4),  and 
to  substitute  the  word  'Borough*  for 
*  County '  in  the  last  line  of  such  sub- 
section; (2)  to  enlarge  the  scale  of  the 
maps  referred  to  in  the  Draft  Note,  or  to 
attach  an  itinerary  to  such  maps,  so  that 
the  dotted  line  indicating  the  boundary 
may  enable  it  to  be  ascertained  by  mea- 
surement or  description  on  which  side  of 
the  boundary  sewers,  gas  mains,  water 
mains,  electric  mains,  and  the  like  are 
situated,  and  to  facilitate  many  other 
purposes  connected  with  local  govem- 
Qient."— (67/-  Albert  Mlit.) 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said  there  were  no 
maps  made  on  a  larger  scale  anywhere. 
He  could  not  conceive  any  purpose  for 
which  these  maps  were  not  altogether 
sufficient. 

Mr.  COHEN  thought  they  might  be 
contented  with  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  about  the  maps. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Adjourned    at    five    minutes 
before  One  of  the  clock. 
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APPEAL    COMMITTEE. 
First  Report  from;  read,  and  agreed 

SAT   FIRST. 
The  Lord  Mendip  {V,  Clifden)  sat  first 
in   Parliament   after  the    death    of    his 
kinsman. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates 
from  the  Examiners  that  the  further 
Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  follow- 
ing Bills  have  been  complied  with — 

Airdrie,  Coatbridge,  and  District  Water 

Trust. 
Cheshire  Lines  Committee. 
Great  Eastern  Railway. 
Spalding     Urban      District      Council 

(Water). 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

HEMEL    HEMPSTEAD    CORPORATION 
(WATER)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Amendments. 

IPSWICH  CORPORATION    TRAMWAYS 
BILL   [H.L.]. 

Reported  Mrith  Amendments. 

PONTEFRACT    PARK    BILL. 
Reported  without  Amendment. 

WALSALL    CORPORATION    BILL  [h.l.]. 

SOUTH  STAFFORDSHIRE  TRAMWAYS 

BILL  [H.L.]. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selection 
that  the  Five  Lords  appointed  a  Select 
Committee  on  the  North  Eastern  Railway 
Bill  [H.L.]  and  other  Bills,  do  form  the 
Select  Committee  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Walsall  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.]  and 
the  South  Staffordshire  Tramways  Bill 
"H.L.]  ;  read,  and  agreed  to  ;  all  petitions 
referred  to  the  Committee,  with  leave  to 
ihe  petitioners  praying  to  be  heard  by 
counsel  against  the  Bills  to  be  heard  as 
lesired,  as  also  counsel  for  the  Bills. 

VOL.  LXXXL    [Fourth  Series.] 


NORTH-EASTERN    RAILWAY    BILL 

[H.L.]. 


NORTHEASTERN    RAILWAY    (STEAM 
VESSELS)    BILL    [h.l.]. 

The  order  made  on  Tuesday  last 
appointing  certain  Lords  the  Select  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  Bills,  discharged. 

HARTLEPOOL  GAS  AND  WATER  BILL. 
Read  2%  and  committed. 

SOUTHPORT  EXTENSION  AND  TRAM- 
WAYS   BILL. 

Read  2<»,  and  committed:  The  Com- 
mittee to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection. 

STOCKPORT     CORPORATION     TRAM- 
WAYS    BILL. 

CITY  AND  SOUTH  LONDON  RAILWAY 
BILL. 

Read  2^,  and  committed. 

GLASGOW  DISTRICT  TRAMWAYS  BILL 

[h.l.]. 

Read  2<*  (according  to  order). 
RHYMNEY  IRON  COMPANY  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

MANCHESTER  SHIP  CANAL  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

MOUNTAIN  ASH  WATER  BILL  [h.l.]. 
BURNLEY  CORPORATION  BILL   [h.l.]. 

EDINBURGH  CORPORATION  BILL 

[h.l.]. 

BIRMINGHAM    (KING    EDWARD    THE 
SIXTH)  SCHOOLS  BILL  [h.l.]. 

BIRMINGHAM  UNIVERSITY  BILL  [h.l.]. 

KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES    GAS     BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Read  3",  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

GREAT  YARMOUTH  PORT  AND 
HAVEN  BILL. 

READING  CORPORATION  (TRAM- 
WAYS) BILL. 

SOUTHPORT  WATER  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

RAILWAYS  (IRELAND)  AMALGAMA- 
TION  BILLS. 

Message  from  the  Commons  that  they 
concur  in  the  Resolution  of  this  House 
communicated  to  them  on  the  30th  of 
March  last,  that  it  is  desirable  that  the 
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Great  Southern  and  Western  and  Water- 1  Acts  27th  and  28th  Victoria,  chapi  13, 
ford  and  Central  Ireland  Railway  Com- '  45th  and  46th  Victoria,  chap.  51,  and 
^uiies  Amalgamation  Bill  [h.l.1,  the  |  50th  and  51st  Victoria,  chap.  40,  and  of 
Great  Southern  and  Western  and  Water- ;  the  disposal  thereof,  and  of  the  contuctt 
ford,  Limerick,  and  Western  Railway  j  made,  for  the  year  ended  Slat  Decembo; 
Companies  Amalgamation  Bill  [h.l.],  and  '  1899.  Laid  before  the  House  (parsouit 
the  Midland  Great  Western  Railway  of  '  to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  tk 
Lreland  Bill  [h.l.1,  l)e  referred  to  a  Joint  i  Table. 
Committee  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  


as  desired  by  this  House.  MUNICIPAL  TRADING. 

DUBLIN  CORPORATION  BILL.  |      Message  from  the  Commons  that  thw 


CLONTARF  URBAN  DISTRICT 


hare  appointed  a  Committee,  to  connta 
COUNCIl'bill!''^"'''^  i  fi^®  Members,  to  join  with  a  Committet 

n,  ,        \     r^  ..    ^  ^.       '  oi  this  House,  to  consider  and  reiport  u 

Message  from  the  Commons  that  they  ,  ^^  ^h^  principles  which  should  ^em 
have  appointed  a  Committee  to  consist .  „  |iven  by   Bills  and   Pro4ionl 

of  Four  Members,  to  jom  mth  a  Com- ;  ^^^^^  »,  municipal  and  other  kd 
mittee  of  this  House,  to  consider  the  |  ^^tj^^riti^  ^^  i^^^^*^^  ^^^^^se  within 
said  Bills,  and  request  this  House  to  |  ^r  without  the  area  of  their  j\iii«dictiom 
appoint  an  equal  number  of  Lords  to  be  .  ^^^to  request  that  this  Hous^  appoint » 
joined  with  the  Members  of  their  House.  |         j  ^^^^  ^j  ^^rds  to  be  joSed  iritk 


the  Members  of  their  House. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 


ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL. 


BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  (ELEMEN TARY  j  [Second  Reading.  J 

SCHOOLS). 

Minute,  dated  6th  April,  1900,  estab-  j  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^Y  ^or  ^^^  Second 
lishing  higher  elementary  schools.  .  R^^ding  read. 

SOUTH  AFRICA.  '    *The  SECRETARY  of   STATE  ftt 

Proclamation  issued  by  the  High  Com-  •  ^Y^?  (The  Marquess  of  Lansdowkb): 
missioner    for    South    Africa,    on    19th  i  ^^^7  Li>.r^^^^ 

March,  1900,  relating  to  alienations  of  '  ^^*«  ^'^^  introduce  two  Amendments  of 
property  by  the  Government  of  the  South  '  ^^^  ^^^  (Annual)  Act  of  1881.  Under 
African  Republic  or  of  the  Orange  Free  ^^®  P^l^."^  regulations  a  soldier  can  oiil> 
State  made  subsequently  to  the  date  of  |  ®?^^^"^  ^^«^^"§^^^"^f"^  «^  ^  to  complete 
the  Proclamation.  .  ^^®   period   of   twelve   years   altogether. 

,  Now,  your  Lordships  are  aware  that  we 

EXPLOSIVES    (EXPLOSION     AT     NEW    ^^X^  *f  ^^3^'   ^   ^^  emergency  mwisure. 
HARBOUR    WORKS,   DOVER).  I  enlisted   a   very   considerable  number  ot 

Report  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  ^  °^^^  ^^  ^^«^^^  battalions  upon  a  one 
the  Home  Department,  by  Captain  M.  B.  I  y^"^  engagement.  It  is  quite  likely  thii 
Lloyd,  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  of  Explo- 1  «2"!^  ^^  ^^T  T""  "^^^^  "^Tf !,  ^  ^J^^ 
sives,  on  the  circumstances  attending  an  '  ^^^\^,  P^"^  of  service.  Under  the  law 
explosion  of  gunpowder  on  the  worls  of  1  ^  ^^  «^"^^  they  can  only  extend  it 
the   New   Admiralty   Harbour    at    East    ^%    f    ^    complete     the     full     penod 

Cliff,  near  Dover,  on  the  14th  January,  ^^  ^^^^^  -^^"^^  a\  '^  ^  "^' 
*^'    a    man    ha^^ng   engaged   for  one    yeir 

can  only  extend  so  as  to  complete  the  fal 

period  of  twelve  years.       \Ve    think  it 

likely  that  many  of  these  men  may  desire 

to  extend  for  a  shorter  term,  and  u 

Amendment   is    introduced    autborisin^? 

extensions  of  service  for  a  shorter  peiiod 

than  the  full  twelve  years.     The  other 

Amendment  is  of  a  comparativoly  tri^id 

character.       There     is     a     discrepuier 

between  the  79th  and  the  I  Gist  Sectiow 


1900. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

GOVERNMENT  INSURANCES  AND 
ANNUITIES. 

Account  of  all  moneys  received  on 
account  of  contracts  for  the  grant  of 
deferred  life  annuities,  and  for  payments 
on  death,  under   the   provisions  of    the 
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of  the  Act.  The  79th  Section  provides 
Tor  the  restoration  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  of  all  or  part  of  the  service  of  a 
loldier  which  has  been  forfeited  for 
lesertion  or  fraudulent  enlistment.  Under 
»he  161st  Section  the  power  of  restoring 
lervice  forfeited  for  fraudulent  enlistment 
8  apparently  excluded.  The  object  of 
ihe  Amendment  is  to  reconcile  the  two 
lections. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
teoond  time. — {The  Marquess  of  Lans- 
knone.) 

On  Question,  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2" 
icoordingly  ;  Committee  negatived ;  Bill 
iO  be  read  3»  on  Monday  next. 

PUBLIC   LIBRARIES    BILL   [h.l.]. 
[Third  Reading.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  WINDSOR :  I  have  just  had  a 
communication  from  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners stating  that  they  adhere  to 
their  objection  to  Sub-section  2  of  Clause 
6,  and  they  desire  that  it  should  be 
omitted.  As  I  have  not  been  able  to 
print  any  Amendment,  I  imagine  that  I 
must  postpone  the  Third  Reading  of  the 
iBilL  The  Amendment  would  also  entail 
i^thcT omission  from  the  schedule  of  Section 
:16  of  the  Public  Libraries  Act,  1892, 
[which  I  wished  to  repeal,  because  Clause  5 
fOf  this  Bill  practically  transferred  the 
[powers  given  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
[sioners  under  the  Act  of  1892.  I  must 
;  ask  the  House  to  allow  me  to  postpone 
the  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill  till  Mon- 
day next  at  12.30. 

Third  Reading  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
put  off  to  Monday  next. 

CENSUS    (IRELAND)    BILL. 
Bead  2*  (according  to  order);  Com- 
mittee negatived ;  ana  Bill  to  be  read  3^ 
on  Monday  next. 

YESTERDAY'S  ADJOURNMENT  OF 
THE  HOUSE— PERSONAL  EXPLANA- 
TION. 

On  the  motion  that  the  House  adjourn 
during  pleasure — 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (The 
Jbrl  of  Halsbury)  :  My  Lords,  I  would 
3ike  to  refer  to  an  absurd  statement  that 
^qvpeared  in  the  newspapers  with  regard 


to  the  business  last  night.  It  is  said  that 
the  Prime  Minister  and  myself,  being 
engaged  in  conversation,  forgot  there  was 
any  public  business  to  be  done.  The 
entire  statement  is  a  fiction.  There  was 
no  public  business  to  be  done,  and  the 
House  adjourned  in  the  ordinary  way. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed  by  the  Earl  of  Morley. 

FINANCE  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1** ; 
to  be  read  2*  on  Monday  next  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury) ;  and  Standing 
Order  No.  XXXIX.  to  be  considered 
in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with. 

POLICE    RESERVISTS    (ALLOWANCES) 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1* ; 
and  to  be  printed.  (No.  50.) 

House  adjourned  at  Eleven  of 
the  Clock,  to  Monday 
next  half-past  Twelvd 
of  the  Clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS. 
Friday,  Qth  April,  1900. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 


AIRDRIE  AND  COATBRIDGE  TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


HOYLAKE    AND     WEST    KIRBY     IM- 
PROVEMENT   BILL. 

Queen's  consent  signified ;  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

WIDNES  AND  RUNCORN  BRIDGE  BILL. 
Queen's  consent  signified ;  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

HASTINGS  TRAMWAYS  BILL. 
As  amended,  considered ;   to  he  read 
the  third  time. 

HUDDERSFIELD  CORPORATION  TRAM- 
WAYS  BILL. 

As  amended,  to   he  considered  upon 
Monday  next. 

3  12 
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WOLVERHAMPTON,  ESSINGTON,  AND 
CANNOCK  CHASE  JUNCTION  RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  Amendments 
made  ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

MANCHESTER  AND  LIVERPOOL  ELEC- 
TRIC EXPRESS  RAILWAY  BILL. 

Petition  for  additional  Provision ;  re- 
ferred to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for 
Private  Bills. 

ELECTRIC      LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  the  Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882 
iind  1888,  relating  to  Bredbury  and 
Romiley,  Bridlington,  Cheadle  and  Gat- 
ley,  Hebburn,  Kendal,  Long  Eaton, 
Lythara,  Orraesby,  Sleaford,  and  Tunstall 
(with  Goldenhill  and  Chell),  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Ritchie  and  Mr. 
Hanbury. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  the 
Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882  and  1888, 
relating  to  Bredbury  and  Romiley,  Brid- 
lington, Cheadle  and  Gatley,  Hebburn, 
Kendal,  Long  Eaton,  Lytham,  Ormesby, 
Sleaford,  and  Tunstall  (with  Goldenhill 
and  Chell),"  presented,  and  read  the  first 
time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  171.] 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS   (No.    5). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under 
the  Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882  and 
1888,  relating  to  Bishop  Auckland,  Cater- 
ham  (with  Warlingham),  Cowpen, 
Grantham,  Nuneaton  and  Chilvers  Coton, 
Ogmore  Valley,  Redruth,  St.  Helens  (Isle 
of  Wight),  South  Blyth,  and  Weybridge, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ritchie 
<md  Mr.  Hanbury. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  5)  BILL. 

**  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  the 
Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882  and  1888, 
relating  to  Bishop  Auckland,  Caterham 
(with  Warlingham),  Cowpen,  Grantham, 
Nuneaton  and  Chilvers  Coton,  Ogmore 
Valley,   Redruth,    St.     Helens    (Isle    of 


Wight),  South  Blyth,  and  Weybridj 
presented,  and  read  the  first  time ;  U 
referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petit 
for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.  I 

172.]  ■     ^  ^ 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PRO\1SIO' 
ORDERS  (No.  3). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provid 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  B 
relating  to  Aberavon,  Burslem,  the  ( 
terfield  G;is  and  Wat^r  Board  Disi 
Colne,  Fenton,  and  Kendal,  ordered  t 
brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  and 
Chaplin. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIO 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL 
"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Oi 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  reh 
to  Aberavon,  Burslem,  the  Chestei 
Gas  and  Water  Board  District,  C 
Fenton,  and  Kendal,"  presented,  and 
the  first  time;  to  be  referred  to 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  J 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  173  ] 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIO 
ORDERS  (No.   4). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisi 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  B 
relating  to  Barnsley  (Rural),  Feathers! 
Hambledon  (Rural),  Lutterworth  (Ru 
Ossett  (Rural),  St.  Helens,  Wigan, 
the  Wirral  Joint  Hospital  Dist 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T 
Russell  and  Mr.  Chaplin. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISRV 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL 

"  To  confirm  certain  Pro\4sional  Or 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  relatii 
Barnsley  (Rural),  Featherstone,  Ham 
don  (Rural),  Lutterworth  (Rural)  ft 
(Rural),  St.  Helens,  Wigan,  and  the  W 
Jomt  Hospital  District,"  presented, 
read  the  first  time ;  to  be  referred  to 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  I 
and  to  be  printed.  [Bill  174.1 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  B). 
Mr.  Oldroyd  reported  from  the  C 
mittee  on  Group  B  of  Private  Bills,  1 
the  parties  opposing  the  Gas  Light 
Coke,  Commercial  Gas,  and  South  M< 
politan  Gras  Companies  Bill  had  st 
that  the  evidence  of  Professor  Vi 
Lewes  was  essential  to  their  case  ;  ar 
having  been  proved  that  his  attend 
could  not  be  procured  without  the  ii 
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yention  of  the  House,  he  had  been 
instructed  to  move  that  the  said  Professor 
Vivian  Lewes,  of  18,  Lower  Whitecross 
Street,  London,  do  attend  the  said  Com- 
mittee To-day,  at  Three  of  the  clock. 

Ordered,  That  Professor  Vivian  Lewes 
do  attend  the  Committee  on  Group  B  of 
Private  Bills  this  day,  at  Three  of  the 
clock. 

LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL  (GENERAL 
POWERS)  BILL. 

CITY  OF  LONDON  (VARIOUS  POWERS) 
BILL. 

GREAT  WESTERN  RAILWAY  BILL. 

ABERDEEN  CORPORATION  TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Reports 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

LONDON   COUNTY  COUNCIL  (SPITAL- 
FIELDS   MARKET)  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PRIVATE  BILL  (GROUP  A). 
Sir  William  Houldsworth  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Group  A  of 
Private  Bills,  That,  for  the  convenience 
of  parties,  the  Committee  had  adjourned 
till  Wednesday,  the  2nd  May,  at  half-past 
Eleven  of  the  clock. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MESSAGE   FROM  THE   LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to — 
Colonial  Bank  Bill,   without  Amend- 
ment. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill  intituled, 
.  "  An  Act  to  empower  the  Eastern  District 
Committee  of  the  County  Council  of  the 
county  of  Stirling  to  construct  water- 
works and  to  supply  water  within  their 
district ;  to  authorise  the  County  Council 
of  the  county  of  Stirling  to  acquire  lands 
and  servitudes  for  the  purposes  of  such 
water  supply;  to  authorise  and  require 
the  said  County  Council  to  levy  assess- 
ments and  to  borrow  money;  and  for 
other  purposes."  East  Stirlingshire 
Water  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  con- 
fer further  powers  upon  the  Mayor, 
Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough 
of  Newport  for  the  construction  of  a 
bridge  over  the  River  Usk,  and  of  tram- 
ways and  other  works;  and  for  other 
purposes."  Newport  Corporation  Bill 
[Lords]. 


Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
authorise  the  Paignton  Urban  District 
Council  to  construct  additional  water- 
works ;  and  for  other  purposes."  Paign- 
ton Urban  District  Water  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  con- 
fer further  powers  on  the  London, 
Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway 
Company;  and  for  other  purposes." 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rail- 
way Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
I  empower  the  Urban  District  Council  of 
I  the  Urban  District  of  Newtown  and 
Llanllwchaiarn  to  supply  gas,  and  to 
purchase  the  undertaking  of  the  New- 
town and  Llanllwchaiarn  Gas  and 
Coke  Company,  Limited  ;  and  for  other 
purposes."  Newtown  and  Llanllwchaiarn 
Urban  District  Gas  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
empower  the  Cork,  Bandon,  and  South 
Coast  Railway  Company  to  stop  up 
certain  level  crossings  and  substitute 
bridges;  to  divert  and  alter  certain 
roads;  to  construct  an  aerial  ropeway; 
to  acquire  additional  lands ;  to  consoli- 
date their  debenture  stocks  and  amend 
their  Act  of  1888  as  to  the  consolidation 
of  preference  stocks ;  to  subscribe  to  the 
Bantry  Bay  Steamship  Company, Limited; 
to  confer  further  powers  upon  the  Com- 
pany ;  and  for  other  purposes."  Cork, 
Bandon,  and  South  Coast  Railway  Bill 
[Lords]. 

And  also  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act 
to  empower  the  Great  Southern  and 
Western  Railway  Company  to  construct 
a  pier  at  Valencia ;  to  abstract  water 
from  the  River  Suir  and  lay  pipes  to 
their  Thurles  station  ;  to  acquire  addi- 
tional lands ;  to  vest  in  the  Company 
the  uijdertaking  of  the  Mitchelstown  and 
Fermoy  Light  Railway  Company;  to 
subscribe  further  sums  to  the  Southern 
Hotels,  Limited ;  to  raise  additional 
capital ;  and  for  other  purposes."  Great 
Southern  and  Western  Railway  Bill 
[Lords]. 

EAST    STIRLINGSHIRE   WATER   BILL 

[Lords]. 
NEWPORT  CORPORATION  BILL  [Lords]. 

PAIGNTON    URBAN  DISTRICT  WATER 
BILL  [Lords]. 

LONDON.  BRIGHTON,  AND  SOUTH 
COAST  RAILWAY  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Privafc^  ^^^^&. 
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NEWTOWN   AND   LLANLLWCHAIARN 
URBAN  DISTRICT  GAS  BILL  [Lords]. 

CORK,  BANDON,  AND  SOUTH    COAST 
RAILWAY  BILL  [Lords]. 

GREAT  SOUTHERN  AND  WESTERN 
RAILWAY  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


ECCLESIASTICAL    ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Edinburgh,  against ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

ECCLESIASTICAL    ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Auchterarder,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL    AUTHORITIES    OFFICERS' 
SUPERANNUATION   BILL. 

Petition  from  Liverpool,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

LUNACY    BILL. 
Petition  of  the  Metropolitan  Relieving 
Officers'  Association,  for  alteration ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SALE     OF     INTOXICATING     LIQUORS 
ON     SUNDAY    BILL. 

Petition  from  West  Kirby,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO 
CBILDREN   BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Coventry ; 
LondoQ  ;  Prestatyn  ;  Wakefield ;  Hartle- 
pool (two) ;  West  Hartlepool ;  and  Blair- 
gowrie ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  TO 
CHILDREN  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Tynemouth  ; 
Uxbridge;  Swansea;  SwalweU;  Sheffield 
(five) ;  Willington-on-Tyne  ;  Chester-le- 
Street ;  Sleaford  ;  South  Benwell ;  Corn- 
wall ;  Moigle  ;  and  Wallasey ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

SUNDAY  CLOSING  (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Chester-le- 
Street ;  Messingham ;  East  Butterwick  ; 
Sleaford;  Wakefield;  Cornwall;  Swan- 
sea ;  and  Bradford  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


RIFLE  RANGES. 
Return    presented,     relative    tin 
[Address    12th     March  —  Mr.   M 
Cooke]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  \ 
printed.     [No.  129.] 

GOVERNMENT      INSURANCES 
ANNUITIES. 

Account  presented,  of  all  Mc 
received  and  of  the  disposal  thereol 
of  all  Contracts  for  the  grant  of  Def 
Life  Annuities  and  for  Payment 
Death  made,  during  the  year  189S 
Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and 
printed.     [No.  130.] 

SOUTH  AFRICA. 
Copy  presented,  of  Proclamatioii  i 
by  the  High  Commissioner  for  \ 
Africa  on  19th  March,  1900,  reladi 
Alienations  of  Property  by  the  Gi 
ment  of  the  South  African  Kepub 
Orange  Free  State  made  subsequoit 
the  date  of  the  Proclamation  [by 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

BOARD  OF  EDUCATION. 
Copy  presented,  of  Minute  ol 
Board  of  Education,  dated  6th  . 
1900,  establishing  Higher  Eleme 
Schools  [by  Command];  to  lie  upc 
Table. 

TECHNICAL  INSTRUCTION  ACT, 
Copies  presented,  of  Minutes  san 
ing  the  subjects  to  be  taught  i 
Clause  8  of  The  Technical  Instn 
Act,  1889,  for  the  following  counti 
district : — 

County    of     Buckingham     (E 
Minute),    dated    23rd    Febi 
1900; 
District  of  Beckenham,  dated 
March,  1900 
[by  Act]  j  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH    AFRICAN   WAR— BOE 
PRISONERS— PLACE   OF  CUSTO! 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  K) 
behalf  of  the  hqn.  Member  for  East 
I    beg   to  ask    the   First   Lord   o 
Treasury    whether     he    will    state 
grounds  on  which  it  has  been  decid 
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remove  Greneral  Cronje  and  a  number  of 
Boer  prisoners  to  St.  Helena ;  what  is  the 
legal  sanction  for  keeping  these  men  ?n 
custody  in  St.  Helena :  and  whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  any 
correspondence  which  has  passed  between 
Mr.  Schreiner  and  the  High  Commis- 
sioner, or  with  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment^ on  this  subject. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  grounds  for  the  removal  of  the 
prisoners  were  based  on  the  question  of 
safe  custody.  I  am  not  aware  that  any 
special  leeal  sanction  is  required  in  re- 
moving them  to  St.  Helena.  No  corre- 
spondence between  Mr.  Schreiner  and  the 
High  Commissioner  has  as  yet  reached 
this  country. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  can  state  the  number  of  cases 
of  illness  amongst  the  Boer  prisoners  in 
Simons  Town,  and  the  number  of  deaths  ; 
whether  any  inspection  of  the  prisoners 
and  their  quarters  has  been  made  by  inde- 
pendent medical  men  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  lay  their  reports  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House ;  and  why  the  Boer  prisoners 
have  been  kept  on  board  ship  instead  of 
being  kept  under  conditions  similar  to 
those  enjoyed  by  the  British  prisoners  in 
the  Transvaal. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  informa- 
tion asked  for  in  the  first  paragraph  was 
civen  in  full  detail  by  my  hon.  friend  the 
Under  Secretary  yesterday.*  We  have  no 
information  about  the  second  paragraph, 
but  I  may  state  w  the  House — what  1  am 
sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  of 
already — that  no  distinction  is  drawn 
between  Boer  and  Briton  in  the  matter  of 
medical  treatment. 

Captain  DONELAN:  Is  there  an 
abundance  of  pure  spring  water  at  Simons 
Town? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
reason  to  doubt  that  there  is. 

PRISONERS  OF  WAR -STATISTICS-^ 
SUGGESTED  EXCHANGE. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  he  can  give  the  number 

*  See  page  1254  of  this  volnme. 


of  prisoners  of  war  held  by  the  Transvaal 
and  British  forces  respectively ;  and  say 
whether,  in  the  interest  alike  of  the 
prisoners  on  both  sides,  the  Government 
would  consent  to  an  exchange  of 
prisoners. 

♦The  under  SECRET ARYof  STATE 
FOR  WAR  (Mr.  Wyndham,  Dover) :  The 
total  of  Transvaal  and  Orange  Free  State 
prisoners  on  the  23rd  March  was  5,000. 
The  total  of  British  prisoners  cannot  be 
accurately  ascertained,  but  the  total  of 
missing  and  prisoners  up  to  the  31st 
March  was  3,466.  It  is  not  considered 
that  the  time  has  come  for  raising  the 
question  of  an  exchange  of  prisoners. 

BOER  PRISONERS  AT  SIMONS  TOWN. 
Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  any  instructions 
have  been,  or  are  to  be,  sent  to  the 
military  authorities  at  Simons  Town  as  to 
any  change  of  treatment  of  the  Boer 
prisoners  which  may  become  necessary 
owing  to  the  outbreak  of  fever  among 
the  prisoners  ;  and  whether  a  portion  or 
the  whole  of  them  can  be  transferred  to 
quarters  on  the  mainland ;  and  what 
arrangements  are  being  made  at  St. 
Helena  for  adequate  medScal  treatment  in 
case  of  further  serious  extension  of  fever 
among  the  prisoners  to  be  transferred  to 
St.  Helena. 

*Mr.  wyndham  ;  The  Boer  prisoners 
who  are  suffering  from  enteric  fever  have 
been  transferred  from  the  ships  to 
quarters  on  shore.  Every  arrangement 
has  been  made  for  adequate  medical 
treatment  at  St.  Helena. 

DURBAN   NAVAL  VOLUNTEERS. 

♦Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  what,  if  any,  is  the  official 
relationship  between  the  Durban  Naval 
Volunteers  and  the  Royal  Navy ;  and 
whether  this  force  has  any  recognised 
status  under  the  Admiralty ;  and,  if  so, 
why  the  names  of  the  officers  of  this  force 
do  not  appear  in  the  Navy  List.  I  beg 
also  to  ask  the  First  Lord  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that 
while  General  Buller's  despatch,  dated 
17th  December  last,  relating  to  the  action 
fought  the  previous  day,  makes  special 
mention  of  the  admirable  manner  in 
which  the  naval  guns  were  served  b^  ^^ 
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Naval  Brigade  and  Durban  Naval  Volun- 
teers, under  Captain  E.  P.  Jones,  Royal 
Navy,  this  officer  in  his  despatch  to  the 
Admiral  reporting  irj  detail  and  at  length 
proceedings  on  that  occasion  omits  any 
mention  of  the  Durban  Naval  Volunteers  ; 
and  what  is  the  explanation  of  this 
omission. 

The  first  LORD  of  thk  ADMI- 

EALTY  {Mr.  Goschen,  St,  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  Volunteers  in 
question,  though  called  naval,  are^  it 
appears,  traine<l  i\^  garrison  artillery,  and 
are  practically  for  milit-ary  rather  than 
naval  defence.  They  do  not  fonn  part  of 
the  naval  defences,  and  thus  do  not  appear 
in  the  Navy  List.  I  wm  glad  to  notice 
the  paragraph  in  General  Bid  I  er's  despatch 
in  which  he  refers  to  the  good  services 
rendered  by  these  Volunteers,  who  were 
serving  under  the  orders  of  the  General 
Commanding  in  the  Field,  il  cannot 
undertake  to  say  why  Captain  Jones 
omitted  any  mentiofi  of  these  Volunteers 
in  the  Report  alluded  to.  In  a  later 
Report  he  has  referred  to  them  as  having 
been  attached  to  4  7 -in.  guns,  and  to  the 
officers  as  being  efficient. 


and  customs  of  civilised  warfare,  will  be 
held  responsible  in  tbeir  persons  ftwi 
property  for  all  such  wanton  destro^Wj 
and  damage," 


LORD   ROBERTS^S   PROCLAMATION 

AGAINST  LOOTING, 

Mr,  KTMBER  (Wandsworth):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  '  for  the 
Colonies  what  arc  the  terms  of  the  Pro- 
clamation which  Lord  Roberts  is  under- 
Btood  to  have  issued  under  the  instruc- 
tions    of     Her     Majesty *s     Government 

Zinat  wanton  destruction  of  property  in 
South    African    Republic   and  the 
Orange  Free  State, 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J,  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,  W,):  The  following  are  the 
terms  of  the  Prockmation  issued  by  Lord 
Roberts  on  26th  March  :""  Whereas  it 
ia  necessary  that  all  8Uite  and  private 
property  in  the  South  African  Republic 
and  Oninge  Free  State  shall  be  protected 
from  wanton  destruction  and  damage. 
Now  therefore  I  hereby  give  notice  that 
all  persons  who  within  the  territories  of 
the  South  African  Republic  or  Orange 
Free  State  shall  authorise  or  be  guilty  of 
the  wanton  destruction  or  damage^  or 
the  counselling,  aiding,  or  assisting  in  the 
wanton  destruction  or  damage  of  public 
or  private  property,  such  destruction  or 
damage  not  being  justified  by  the  usages 


WAR  MEDAI^, 
CUtTAix  JESSEL  (St.  Pancras,  S,): 

beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  V 
for  War,  with  reganl  to  soldiers  dj' 
South  Africa  in  the  course  of  the  i 
campaign,    who,    if    they   had    sui' 
would   have   been   entitled   to   a 
whether  it  is  the  custom  of  the  War  ( 
to  forward  such  medals  to  the  mldn 
next  of  kin  ;  and  'whether  this  coui^  < 
procedure  will  be  adopted  in  the  _ 

Volunteers    and     Colonial     troop©,   in4 
whether  this  custom  k  optional  or  is  I   " 
down  in  any  of  the  I^gulations  for 
Army. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAMi    Yes,    Sir.    Tb 

reply  to  both  questions  is  in  the  ajfinaih 
tive.     There  are,    however,  eonstde 
diffioultiea   in    tracing    the    relative* 
colonial  soldiers.    The  custiom  has* 
been  followed,  but  has  not  hither 
embodied    in  any  Regulation. 
Queen's    Regulations  will  contain  dh 
tions  on  the  subject. 

AUMY  VETERINARY  DEPARTMe5 
Captain  JESSEL  :  I    l>eg   to  ask 
Under    Secretary     of    State     for    W 
whether  the  questions  in  the 
of  officers  of  the  Army  Veterinary  j 
merit   for    promotion    to    the 
veterinary     lieutenant-colonel    are 
framed    and    also    lo<:)ked    over   by 
Director  General ;  and  whether  this  ti  ( 
only  branch  of  the  service   in  which  i 
independent  l>oard  is  not  assembled 
the  pui^poae  of  examination. 

*Mti.    WYNDHAM:     No,     Hit, 

examinations  are  carried  out  by  n 
of  veterinary  officers. 

Captain  JESSEL :  I  beg   to  ask 
Under     Secretary    of    State     for    W^ 
whether   the   Director    General,     AsfKp 
Veterinary  Department^   forwards  hi*  p^ 
commendations  for  promotion  to  the  Wir 
Office  on  the  result  of  the    ex  ami 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that,  at  the  I 
examination,  no  questions   were  i 
subjects  connected   with    admii 
duties,  although  it  is  laid  down  jii 
veterinary  regulations  that  the 
should  be  chiefly  bused  on  adu 
duties. 
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♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  reply  to  the 
first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative.  As  re- 
gards the  last  examination,  my  hon.  and 
gallant  friend  has  been  misinformed ;  some 
of  the  questions  dealt  with  important 
administrative  subjects. 

Captain  JESSEL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
recent  statements  as  to  the  loss  of  horses 
in  South  Africa  owing  to  the  insufficient 
number  of  Army  veterinary  surgeons 
employed,  and  that  these  officers  are 
everywhere  overworked  and  not  able  to 
attend  to  more  than  a  small  proportion  of 
the  cases  of  sickness ;  and  whether  any 
retired  officers  of  the  Department,  who 
are  still  available  for  service  through  not 
having  reached  the  age  limit,  have  been 
employed  either  at  home  or  in  South 
Africa ;  if  so,  could  he  state  the  numbers 
employed  at  home  and  abroad,  and  also 
how  many  civilian  veterinary  surgeons 
are  employed. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  We  have  no  infor- 
mation confirming  the  statement  referred 
to  in  the  first  paragraph.  In  regard  to 
the  second  paragraph,  twelve  retired  vete- 
rinary officers  are  being  employed.  There 
are  forty-six  officers  of  the  Army  Vete- 
rinary Department  in  South  Africa,  five 
abroad  assisting  in  the  purchasing  of 
animals,  and  thirteen  at  home.  There 
are  eighty-nine  civilian  veterinary  sur- 
geons in  South  Africa  and  nine  abroad 
assisting  in  the  purchase  of  animals. 
Twenty-one  Yeomanry  and  Volunteer  i 
veterinary  officers  are  also  in  South 
Africa. 

MILITARY   TRANSPORT— HAULAGE 
MACHINERY. 

Mr.  WARR  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  War  Office  whether,  in  view  of  the 
losses  which  have  recently  taken  place  in 
the  animals  of  the  transport  service  in 
South  Africa,  the  War  Office  are  providing 
any  of  the  modern  forms  of  steam  or 
mechanical  haulage  engines,  so  as  to  test 
whether  they  can  supplement  or  super- 
sede animal  haulage  for  military  transport 
service. 

♦The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  J.  Powell- 
Williams,  Birmingham,  S.) :  The  impor- 
tance of  mechanical  haulage  has  not  been 
lost  sight  of,  and  there  are  more  than 


twenty  traction  engines  now  successfully 
employed  on  transport  purposes  in  South 
Africa.  Lord  Roberts  will  consider  to 
what  extent  additional  means  of  traction 
of  this  character  can  be  usefully  adopted^ 
regard  being  had  to  the  nature  of  the 
country. 

INDIAN  ARMY   CAMP  FOLLOWERS. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  he  is  now  in  a  position  to 
state  the  result  of  his  inquiries  as  to  the 
camp  followers  in  the  late  Indian  frontier 
campaign  having  been  deprived  at  the 
close  of  the  campaign  of  the  warm 
clothing  issued  to  them ;  and  whether, 
inasmuch  as  this  clothing  was  sold  for 
small  sums,  these  men,  many  of  whom 
are  now  serving  in  South  Africa,  will  be 
allowed  in  future  to  retain  it. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  The  Government  of  India  have 
reported  that,  under  the  rules  in  force 
during  the  frontier  campaign  of  1897-8, 
followers  who  served  until  the  end  of  the 
campaign  were  allowed  to  retain 
their  field  service  clothing,  except 
leather  belts,  haversacks,  water-bottles, 
and  waterproof  sheets.  But  for  the 
future  the  Government  of  India  have 
decided  that  they  shall  be  allowed  to 
retain  their  clothing,  with  the  exception 
of  leather  belts  and  waterproof  sheets 
only. 

ROYAL  MARINE  ARTILLERY  AT  THE 
FRONT. 

♦Sir  JOHN  COLOMB :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will  he 
explain  why  the  Royal  Marine  Artillery 
serving  in  Naval  Brigades  in  South 
Africa  are  employed  as  infantry  escorts 
to  naval  guns,  for  the  service  of  whict 
they  have  been  specially  trained. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  responsibility 
for  the  distribution  and  allocation  of  the 
duties  to  be  performed  by  the  several 
sections  of  the  forces  in  South  Africa 
must  rest  with  the  officers,  whether  naval 
or  military,  who  have  to  conduct  the 
operations,  and  the  Admiralty  are  not 
prepared  to  interfere  with  the  arrange- 
ments made  on  the  spot  to  meet  the 
conditions  of  the  moment. 
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MILITARY  TRAINING— THE  AUTUMN 
MANCEUVRES. 

Captain  NORTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under     Secretary    of     State     for    War 
whether,  seeing  the  importance  of  train- 
ing   troops     for     home     defence    upon 
enclosed     and     difficult     country,     the  \ 
Ooveniment  purpose   taking    immediate  i 
fitep  to  obtain  suitable  ground  for  the  . 
training  of  small  bodies  of  troops  during  I 
the  proposed  manoeuvres  for  the  present  j 
year. 

*Mr.  \yYNDHAM :    This  question   is  j 
now  receiving  careful  consideration.  ! 

I 

I 

VOLUNTEER  "  WAITING  COMPANIES."  I 
Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Hereford): ' 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  I 
for  War   whether,  having    reference   to  | 
Army  Order  29,  of  1900,  paragraphs  14  ; 
and  15,  men  of  Volunteer  "waiting  com- 1 
panies,"   who   have   been  passed  to  the  j 
Reserve,  are  supernumerary  to  the  estab- 1 
lishment  of    their  Volunteer   battalions 
during  the  period  prior  to  calling  up  for 
service  and  departure  from  England,  or 
whether  during  such  period  they  are  to 
be     included     in     such     establishment; 
whether,  with  reference  to  paragraph  12a 
of  the  said  Army  Order,  arms  are  to  be 
issued  to  men  of  waiting  companies  when 
in  waiting  or  only   when   called   up  for 
service;    whether    it    is    intended  that 
Volunteer    commanding    officei's    should 
clothe  and  equip  the  men  of  waiting  com- 
panies when  called  up  for  service ;    and 
whether    it    is    intended    that    men    of 
waiting  companies  should  drill  with  the 
battalions  until  called  up  for  service. 

*Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  waiting  com- 
panies are  not  supernumerary  to  the  es- 


guineas  wUl  be  allowed  to  anv  Volunteer 
battalion,  one-half  of  the  total  strength  ol 
which  are  present  in  the  camp  at  Alder- 
shot  or  on  Salisbury  Plain  for  foaiteen 
days  by  separate  composite  companies  of 
over  eighty  rank  and  file  each,  attached 
for  training  with  Regular  troops ;  and 
whether,  if  this  cannot  be  done,  any 
special  grant  will  be  allowed  per  man; 
and  whether,  in  any  event,  tne  actual 
cost  of  travelling  to  and  from  the  camp  of 
training  will  be  allowed. 

I  ♦Mr.  WYNDHAM:  In  view  of  the 
;  necessity  of  giving  the  Volunteers  a  train- 
j  ing  in  battalions,  and  not  in  detached 
I  companies,  the  rules  laid  down  in  the 
I  Army  Order  must  be  adhered  to.  If 
I  there  is  anything  in  the  circumstances  of 
I  any  particular  corps  to  justify  special 
:  treatment,  application  should  be  made  by 
j  the  commanding  officer,  through  the 
;  general  officer  commanding  the  district, 
j  to  the  adjutant  general. 

VOLUNTEERS— POST     OFFICE 
SERVANTS. 

Mr.  STEADxMAN  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  as  representing  the  Port- 
master  General,  if  the  concessions  granted 
to  civil  servants  volunteering  for  the 
front  in  the  way  of  granting  them  the 
difference  between  their  pay  and  the  cost 
of  providing  a  substitute  and  handing  it 
over  to  their  dependent  relatives  at  home, 
will  also  be  extended  to  unmarried  Army 
Reserve  men  called  from  the  Postal  senice 
to  rejoin  their  old  regiments  for  active 
service. 


TheSECRETARYto  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.HANBURY,  Preston)  :  The  concesaon 
applies  to  the  unmarried  Army  Reservists 
as  well  as  to  the  Militia  and  Volunteers. 


SERVANTS    AND 
TRAINING. 


VOLUNTEER 


tablishment  untifactually  called  up.  Like  | 
other  Reservists,  they  will  not  have  arms  j 
issued  to  them  until  called  up ;  arms  are  : 
lent  to  Reservists  to  do  their  drill  or  [ 
training.  When  called  up  they  will  be  ,  CIVIL 
equipped  in  the  same  way  as  the  service  j 

companies.  As  regards  drill,  they  may  |  j^^^j^  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
be  considered  as  Volunteers  for  all  pur-  ^  chorley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
poses  and  may  drill  with  their  battalions,  i  ^^^  Treasury  whether  those  civil  set- 
but  they  incur  the  ordinary  liabilities  of  j  ^^^^^g  ^.yio,  being  Volunteers,  respond  to 
a  Reservist.  I  ^^e     invitation   of  the    War   Office  and 

;  spend  three  or  four  weeks  in  camp  will 

VOLUNTEER   TRAININCJ   GRANTS,      i  be  obliged  to  count  the  whole  period  v 

Mr.    BRYCE*  (Aberdeen,   S.)  :    I  beg  ,  part  of  their   ordinary  annual  leave;  or 

to    ask    the   Under   Secretary   of   State  I  whether  under  the  special  circumstances 

for  War  whether   arrangements   can   be  I  they  may  be  allowed  not  to  deduct  fron 

made  whereby   the  special  grant  of  two    their  leave  more  than  the  usual  period  of 
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seven  to  ten  days  during  which  Volunteer 
regiments  are  normally  encamped. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Subject  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  heads  of  Departments, 
special  leave  will  be  given  for  the  whole 
period  that  a  Volunteer  may  spend  in 
camp.  Those  spending  a  fuU  month  in 
camp  i^-ill  receive  civil  pay  for  half  the 
time,  and  military  pay  for  the  remaining 
half.  Those  who  spend  less  than  a 
month  will  receive  military  pay  only. 
Volunteera  who  prefer  to  take  the  whole  I 
or  part  of  their  ordinary  leave  in  camp 
win  receive  full  civil  and  military  pay 
for  the  period  corresponding  to  such 
ordinary  leave,  and  for  the  remainder  of 
the  time  spent  in  camp  will  receive  half 
civil  and  half  military  pay  if  they  spend 
a  full  month  in  camp,  but  military  pay 
only  if  the  period  is  less  than  a  month. 

RIFLE  RANGES  IN  HEREFORDSHIRE. 
Sir  JAMES  RANKIN  (Herefordshire, 
Leominster):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he  is 
aware  that  excellent  rifle  ranges  exist  at 
Leominster  and  Ross,  in  the  county  of 
Hereford  ;  and  whether  any  regiments  of 
Regulars  or  Militia  are  to  be  sent  to  either 
of  the  above-mentioned  places  for  training 
during  the  coming  spring  and  summer. 

Mr.  \VYNDHAM:  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  aware  that  there  are  excellent 
ranges  there,  but  no  regiments  will  be 
sent  there  this  year,  as  the  intention  is  to 
assemble  the  troops  in  large  camps. 

THE    LATE    FIELD    MARSHAL    SIR 
DONALD  STEWART. 

Mr.  FABER  (York) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
remains  of  the  late  Field  Marshal  Sir 
Donald  Stewart  were  transported  in  one 
of  Her  Majesty^s  ships  from  Algiers, 
where  he  died,  to  Gibraltar,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  being  brought  to  England ;  and 
whether  the  cofl&n  was  disembarked  at 
Gibraltar ;  and,  if  so,  where  was  it  de- 
posited ;  and  whether  arrangements  have 
been  made  for  one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships 
to  brine  the  body  of  the  deceased  Field 
Marshal  to  England. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes ;  the  remains  of 
the  late  Field  Marshal  Sir  Donald  Stewart 
were  carried  by  Her  Majesty's  ship 
"  Juno  "  from  Algiers  to  Gibraltar  for  the 
purpose  of  their  conveyance  to  England 


by  mail  steamer.  No  information  has 
reached  the  Admiralty  with  regard  to  the 
arrangements  carried  out  by  the  military 
authorities  in  the  reception  and  custody 
of  the  coffin.  It  was  not  considered  ad- 
vantageous for  the  public  service  to 
specially  detach  one  of  the  ships  of  the 
Squadron  to  convey  the  body  of  the  late 
Field  Marshal  to  England,  a  question  of  a 
public  funeral  having,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
not  been  mooted. 

SUBMARINE    TORPEDO     BOATS. 

Captain  NORTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  what  steps, 
if  any,  are  being  taken  with  reference  to 
submarine  torpedo  boats,  seeing  that 
other  maritime  countries  are  devoting  in- 
creased attention  to  this  question,  and 
that  America,  after  long  experiment,  is 
said  to  have  an  efficient  boat  of  this  type 
in  the  "Holland." 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Close  attention  has 
been  given  by  the  Admiralty  to  the  sub- 
ject of  submarine  boats.  The  submarine 
boat,  even  if  the  practical  difficulties 
attending  its  use  can  be  overcome, 
would  seem,  so  far  as  the  immediate 
future  is  concerned,  to  be  essentially  a 
weapon  for  maritime  Powers  on  the 
defensive,  and  it  is  natural  that  those 
nations  which  anticipate  holding  that 
position  should  endeavour  to  develop  it. 
The  question  of  the  best  way  of  meeting 
its  attack  is  receiving  much  consideration, 
and  it  is  in  this  direction  that  practical 
suggestions  would  be  valuable.  It  seems 
certain  that  the  reply  to  this  weapon 
must  be  looked  for  in  other  directions 
than  in  building  submarine  boats  our- 
selves, for  it  is  clear  that  one  submarine 
boat  cannot  fight  another. 

ROYAL  NAVAL  COLLEGE,  GREEN WICH 
—NAVAL  HISTORY  LECTURES. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty is  there  any  lecturer  on  naval 
history  at  the  Royal  Naval  College, 
Greenwich  ;  and,  if  so,  what  salary  or  ifee 
does  he  receive :  and  how  many  lectures 
on  naval  history  have  been  given  at  the 
College  in  each  of  the  last  ten  years,  and 
does  he  propose  to  make  any  alteration  in 
the  arrangements  for  these  lectures. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Professor  Laughton 
has  been  engaged  to  deliver  eight 
lectures  on  naval  history  in  the  course 
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of  the  present  session,  for  which  he  will 
receive  fees  at  the  rate  of  £5  a  lecture. 
No  such  lectures  were  given  between 
1889  and  1899. 

ENGINEER  OFFICERS  TO  THE 
ACCOUNTANT  BRANCH  ROYAL  NAVY. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
it  is  in  contemplation  to  extend  the  con- 
cessions recently  granted  to  Engineer 
officers  to  the  Accountant  branch  of  the 
Royal  Navy. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  unable  at  pre- 
sent to  answer  the  question  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman. 

BRITISH    GUIANA— BANK    NOTE 
ISSUES. 

Mr.  BRODIE  HOARE  (Hampstead) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Uolonies  by  whom  and  under  what 
restrictions  and  conditions  bank  notes 
are  issued  in  British  Guiana,  and  whether 
those  conditions  have  been  complied  with 
in  all  cases ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  have  them  immediately 
enforced. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Bank  notes 
are  at  present  issued  in  British  Guiana  by 
the  Colonial  Bank  (under  Imperial  Charter 
and  Imperial  Acts  of  Pariiamant)  and  by 
the  British  Guiana  Bank  under  certain 
local  ordinances.  The  Colonial  Bank  may 
issue  notes  in  British  Guiana  and  the 
West  Indies  up  to  £500,000,  or,  if  the 
Bill  now  ])efore  Pariiament  receives  Her 
Majesty's  assent,  up  to  £600,000,  and  is 
required  within  six  months  from  date  of 
Act  to  deposit  as  security  a  sum  in  coin 
or  securities  equal  to  25  per  cent,  of  its 
note  issue  and  to  pledge  its  uncalled 
capital  as  further  security.  The  British 
Guiana  Bank  under  existing  ordinances 
may  issue  notes  to  three  times  the  value 
of  its  paid-up  capital,  without  further 
restrictions.  I  have  no  reason  to  believe 
that  these  conditions  have  been  infringed. 
A  new  ordinance  for  the  British  Guiana 
Bank  is  now  under  consideration. 

CABLE  COMMUNICATION  WITH  THE 
CAPE. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  he  ex- 
plain on  what  grounds  the  offer  to  lay  an 
all-British   cable   from  England   to  Cape 


Town  by  Gibraltar  and  Sierra  Leone  for 
a  subsidy  of  £20,000  a  year,  to  oonneet 
with  the  Cape  Town-Australia  cable,  to 
be  laid  without  subsidy,  has  been  refcued 
by  the  Government,  with  the  result  of 
the  cable  now  being  taken  by  a  route 
passing  through  two  rortuguese  stations ; 
whether  the  company  which  made  the 
offer  was  requested  by  the  Government  to 
lay,  maintain,  and  work  a  strategic  spur 
cable  between  Ascension  and  Sierra  Leone 
at  an  estimated  cost  of  £1 50,000,  in  con- 
sideration only  of  the  Treasury  finding  it 
unnecessary  to  oppose  the  grant  of  land- 
ing rights  in  Cornwall  at  a  spot  where 
other  cables  of  the  same  company  are 
already  landed  with  Board  of  Trade  per- 
mission ;  and  what  precedent  there  is  for 
refusing  landing  rights  in  the  United 
;  Kingdom  to  British  cable  companies. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  I  cannot  rive  a  full  answer  to  the 
first  paragraph  (which  does  not,  I  think, 
state  the  position  quite  accurately)  with- 
out going  into  the  history  of  negotiations, 
extending  over  several  years  and  involving 
other  questions  besides  this,  between  the 
Governments  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
the  Cape,  and  Australia  and  the  cable 
company.  But  I  may  say  that  one  reason 
for  refusing  the  subsidy  of  £20,000  a  year 
was  that  another  company  had  apphed 
for  landing  rights  for  a  cable  to  be  laid  by 
the  all-British  route  without  a  subsidy.  I 
think  there  is  now  ground  for  supposing 
that  an  all-British  communication  with 
the  Cape  will  be  obtained  in  another  way. 
The  statement  in  the  second  paragraph  is 
i  correct.  So  far  as  I  know,  no  steps  have 
I  hitherto  been  taken  by  Government  in 
I  this  country  to  obtain  any  return  from 
!  telegraph  companies  seeking  landing 
!  rights ;  but  the  Cape  Government  have 
'  recently  obtained  substantial  concessions 
as  the  price  of  landing  rights  for  this  new 
cable,  and  it  seemed  to  rae  that  the  grant 
of  new  landing  rights  in  this  country  was 
a  valuable  concession,  for  which  it  was  my 
duty,  in  the  public  interest,  to  try  and 
obtain  in  this  and  other  instances  some 
return  in  such  a  form  as  the  circumstances 
might  indicate  to  be  most  desirable. 

BUDGET  FIGURES— THE  YEARS 
REVENUE. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  the  total  revenue  of  the  year 
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ending  the  31st  March,  returned  at 
XI  19,839,905,  includes  all  the  receipts  of 
the  last  week  of  the  year,  or  whether 
several  items  have  been  taken  at  the 
same  amount  as  shown  for  the  weeks  up 
to  and  ending  the  24th  March ;  and 
whether  the  total  revenue  included  for 
the  week  ending  31st  March  was  only 
jei,626,000  against  £4,124,000  in  the 
week  ending  24th  March;  and,  if  so, 
how  he  accounts  for  this  difference. 

SirM.  hicks  BEACH:  The  total  of 
jei  19,839,905  includes  all  the  receipts  of 
the  last  week  of  the  financial  year  just 
closed.  Two*  consecutive  weeks  are  not 
in  the  least  comparable  with  one  another. 
The  receipts  of  the  week  ended  24th 
March  included  a  payment  into  the 
Exchequer  by  the  Post  Office  of  \\ 
million,  while  in  the  following  week 
there  was  no  payment  on  that  account. 
The  receipts  for  the  week  ended  31st 
March,  1900,  are  more  than  the  receipts 
of  the  corresponding  week  of  the  previous 
year,  which  were  £1,217,000. 

Mr.  LOUGH:  Was  there  any  pay- 
ment whatever  made  through  the  Post 
Office  or  Telegraph  service  in  the  last 
week]  Is  it  not  true  the  last  week  is 
generally  the  largest  week  for  payments  1 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  No,  Sir;  it 
is  not  true. 


MERCANTILE   MARINE   OFFICERS' 
CERTIFICATES. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  chief  officer 
of  the  steamship  "Daniel"  (which 
stranded  at  Mosquito  Grove,  Nova  Scotia, 
on  1st  November  last),  whose  certificate 
was  suspended  by  the  Court  of  Inquiry 
for  three  months  from  7th  December, 
which  three  months  expired  on  7th  March 
last,  has  been  and  still  is  unable  to  obtain 
the  restoration  of  this  ceilificate ;  whether 
the  officer  in  question  was  entitled  to 
have  this  certificate  restored  to  him  on 
7th  March;  whether  ho  has  considered 
the  hardship  inflicted  on  this  officer  by 
the  delay  in  returning  his  certificate,  the 
effect  of  which  is  that,  in  addition  to  the 
enforced  three  months  idleness  caused  by 
the  sentence  of  the  Court,  he  has  been 
since  7th  March  and  still  is  deprived 
through  the  want  of  his  certificate  from 
obtaining     employment  ;    whether    the 


failure  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  return 
the  certificate  on  the  7  th  March  has 
arisen  through  delay  arising  in  Canada, 
or  through  other  causes  beyond  the  con- 
trol of  the  Board  of  Trade ;  if  so,  whether 
he  will  at  once  issue  to  this  officer  either 
a  duplicate  certificate  or  a  provisional 
certificate  such  as  will  enable  him  to 
resume  his  calling ;  and  whether  he  will 
consider  what  provision  can  be  made  for 
dealing  with  cases  of  a  similar  nature  that 
may  arise  in  future. 

♦The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon): 
The  facts  of  the  case  are  as  stated  in  the 
question,  except  that  the  certificate  was 
suspended  for  three  months  from  the 
commencement  of  the  inquiry — namely, 
27th  November  last.  Although  applica- 
tion was  made  to,  and  a  promise  given  by, 
the  Canadian  authorities  that  the  certifi- 
cate should  be  sent  to  this  country,  it  has 
not  yet  been  received.  In  the  meantime, 
in  order  to  avoid  any  possible  inconveni- 
ence, the  Board  of  Trade  issued  instruc- 
tions that  the  officer  in  question  might  be 
allowed  to  sign  articles  without  producing 
his  certificate.  There  is  some  objection 
to  issuing  duplicate  or  provisional  certifi- 
cates except  in  cases  of  great  urgency; 
but,  in  all  the  circumstances  of  this  case, 
I  have  given  instructions  for  one  to  be  at 
once  issued  to  Mr.  Milne,  and  I  will  con- 
sider whether  any  steps  can  be  taken  to 
avoid  in  future  the  delay  that  has  arisen 
in  Canada  in  this  instance. 

ROYAL    COMMISSION    ON    SALMON 
FISHERIES. 

Sir  JAMES  RANKIN :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Salmon  Fisheiy  is 
finally  appointed  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he 
would  consider  theadvisability  of  appoint- 
ing on  that  Commission  a  water  engineer. 

*Mr.  RITCHIE :  The  Commission  has 
been  appointed  and  has  already  met. 

DOG  LICENCES— CASE  OF  ARIES. 

Mr.  ORR-EWING  (Ayr  Burghs) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  case  of  a  working 
man  named  Aries,  who  had  taken  into 
his  house  a  dog  which  had  been  run  over 
in  the  street  and  had  its  leg  broken,  and 
who  after  curing  the  dog  in  five  weeks 
found  a  home  for  it,  but  was  ^vva^  \^%, 
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and  2s.  costs  for  not  having  a  licence  by 
the  magistrate,  who  remarked  that  Aries 
should  have  turned  the  dog  out ;  and 
whether  he  can  see  his  way  to  recom- 
mend a  modification  of  this  sentence. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Jesse  Collings,  Birming- 
ham, Bordesley) :  The  Secretary  of  State 
is  informed  by  the  magistrate  that  the 
defendant  stated  that  he  had  taken  the 
dog  in  with  a  broken  leg  and  had  refused 
to  take  out  a  licence  because  he  thought 
it  hard  on  him  to  be  required  to  do  so, 
and  that  on  being  pressed  to  take  out  a 
licence  he  got  rid  of  the  dog,  which  gave 
rise  to  the  remark  of  the  magistrate  that 
he  should  have  got  rid  of  it  before.  The 
humane  intention  of  the  defendant  is  not 
disputed,  but  the  penalty  was  the  smallest 
that  could  reasonably  be  imposed,  and  it 
does  not  seem  to  be  a  case  for  advising 
the  remission  of  the  penalty. 

INSPECTORS    OF    TELEGRAPH 
MESSENGERS  AT  LIVERPOOL. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  represent- 
ing the  Postmaster  General,  will  he  ex- 
plain why,  in  the  recent  appointment  of 
six  inspectors  of  telegraph  messengers  at 
Liverpool,  no  fewer  than  fifty  men,  well 
qualified  and  of  good  character,  in  the  : 
postmen's  department,  were  passed  over,    j 

Mr.  HANBURY:  It  is  in  contem- j 
plation  to  create  six  appointments  to  the  | 
class  of  inspectors  of  telegraph  messengers  i 
at  Liverpool.  The  duties  are  being  per-  i 
formed  temporarily  by  six  postmen  who  ' 
have  been  selected  as  best  qualified  for  • 
them.  As  the  appointments  do  not  yet  j 
exist,  the  question  of  filling  them  by  pro-  \ 
motion  has  not  arisen.  i 


j  corner  in  the  handwriting  of  a  Member, 
and  handed  in  by  him  at  the  post  office 
in  the  Lobby,  whilst  the  House  is  dtting, 
being  stamped    "Official   Paid,"    as   in 

!  public  offices,  and  thus  passing  poet  free 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  HANBURY:   My  hon.  and  gal- 
lant friend's  suggestion  goes  a  good  deil 
beyond  the  practice  of  the  public  offices 
which  he  quotes.     Letters  sent  out  from 
the  public  Departments  only  pass  free 
when  they  refer  to  the  public  business  of 
i  the  Department.     The  privilege  of  frank- 
I  ing  which  Members  of  both  Houses  had 
!  previously      enjoyed      was       expressly 
I  abolished  by  Act  of  Parliament  in  1840. 
'  There   is  nothing    in  my   hon.    friend's 
'  suggestion     which    would    obviate    the 
undoubted  abuses  to  which  such  a  system 
is  necessarily  liable. 


MEMBERS    OF    PARLIAMENT    AND 
FREE    POSTAGE. 

Colonel  WELBY  (Taunton) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as 
representing  the  Postmaster  General, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  great  and 
increasing  expense  entailed  upon  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  in  reply- 
ing through  the  post  to  communications 
on  political  affairs,  he  can  see  his  way  to 
letters  in  envelopes  embossed  with  the 
badge  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
addressed  and  signed  in  the  left  lower 


OFFICIAL   RECOGNITION   OF   POSTAL 
ORGANISATIONS. 

Mr.  woods  (Essex,  Walthamstow) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, as  representing  the  Postmaster 
General,  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  memorial,  dated  16th  Feb- 
ruary, 1900,  and  signed  by  Messrs. 
Lickford,  Ray,  Nevill,  and  Smith, 
officially  docketed  Mem.  1/6/288,  in 
which  it  was  intimated  to  these  officers 
that  the  Postmaster  General  declined  to 
receive  them  on  the  grounds  that  they 
did  not  appear  to  be  directly  interested 
in  the  matter  on  which  they  desired  to 
be  recived  as  a  deputation  ;  whether  the 
Postmaster  Genersd  was  aware  that  these 
officer  are  now  in  the  service,  and  were 
representatives  of  the  Sorters'  Trade 
Union  (the  Fawcett  Association),  duly 
elected  for  the  purpose  of  the  interview 
in  question  ;  and  whether  such  refusal  is 
not  at  variance  with  the  assurance  given 
by  the  Postmaster  General  in  the  official 
document  known  as  Registered  No. 
234,768/99,  which  states  that  in  future 
he  would  receive  delegates  of  Postal 
Trade  Unions,  provided  they  were  in  the 
service  of  the  Post  Office. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  The  course  adopted 
was  strictly  in  accordance  with  the  recent 
assurance  given  by  the  Postmaster 
General.  Deputations  must  consist  only 
of  those  who  are  themselves  affected  by 
the  question  at  issi^*^ 
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BOARD   OF    EDUCATION— DEPART- 
MENTAL   COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  when  the  Report  of  the  De- 
partmental Committee  regarding  the 
work  of  the  Board  of  Education  will  be 
presented  to  Parliament. 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on 
EDUCATION  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Cam- 
bridge University) :  I  am  sorry  I 
cannot  answer  the  question  to-day,  as 
my  noble  friend  the  President  of  the 
CJouncil  is  in  attendance  on  the  Queen. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  May  I  take  it  that  the 
Report  will  be  presented  1 

Sir  J.  GrORST :  I  cannot  say  without 
consulting  my  noble  friend. 

Lord  BALCARRES:  Has  the  final 
Report  yet  been  finished  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST :  Yes,  it  has. 

MONAGHAN  POST  OFFICE. 
Mr.  MACALEESE  (Monaghan) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as 
representing  the  Postmaster  General,  has 
the  tender  of  a  suitable  site  for  the  erec- 
tion of  the  proposed  new  post  office  in 
Monaghan  been  received  by  the  Depart- 
ment ;  and,  if  so,  will  it  be  accepted ;  and 
when  may  the  erection  of  the  new  building 
be  expected  to  commence. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Several  offers  of 
sites  have  been  received  and  are  under 
consideration ;  but  it  cannot  yet  be  said 
whether  any  of  them  are  suitable. 

BELFAST  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE- 
MANTURIN'S  CASE. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as 
representing  the  Postmaster  General,  will 
he  explain  why  a  telegraphist  in  the 
Belfast  office  named  Manturin  has  been 
stopped  at  the  efficiency  barrier,  and  why, 
seeing  that  on  his  appeal  to  the  secretary 
it  was  decided  that  he  should  have  oppor- 
tunities for  attaining  proficiency  in 
several  duties  which  had  previously  been 
denied  him,  the  local  authorities  have 
since  made  a  practice  of  placing  him  upon 
the  hardest  instrument  duties  in  the 
Belfast  office;  and  whether  the  Post- 
master General  will  investigate  the  cir- 
cumstances of  this  case. 


Mr.  HANBURY:  The  reason  why 
Mr.  Manturin  could  not  pass  the  efficiency 
bar  was  that  he  was  unable  to  perform 
the  highest  duties  of  his  class — a  condi- 
tion specially  prescribed  by  the  Tweed- 
mouth  Committee.  No  further  report 
has  been  received  concerning  him,  and  the 
question  of  his  ability  to  pass  the  bar 
would  not — under  the  regulations — be 
again  considered  until  twelve  months 
from  the  previous  report — namely,  in 
August  next. 

I  COMPENSATION    TO    INJURED    IRISH 
I  POLICEiMEN. 

Captain  DONELAN  :    I  beg  to  ask 

Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 

it  is  in  the  discretion  of  the  Treasury  to 

,  compensate  policemen  who  may  be  injured 

when  on  duty ;  and,  if  so,  why  are  Irish 

I  ratepayers  saddled  with  a  burden  in  this 

I  respect  which  is  not  cast  upon  English 

ratepayers. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  Londonderry, 
N.)  :  Every  policeman  injured  in  the  dis- 
1  charge  of  his  duty  is  entitled,  irrespective 
of  the  length  of  his  service,  to  a  pension, 
the  amount  of  which  is  determined  by  the 
Treasury  according  to  the  character  and 
degree  of  the  injury,  in  conformity  with 
the  scale  prescribed  by  the  Act  46  and  47 
Vict.,  cap.  14.  As  regards  the  second' 
part  of  the  question,  the  reason  why  Irish 
ratepayers  are  liable  to  pay  compensation 
in  such  cases  is  that  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
sixty-four  years  old,  expressly  re-enacted 
in  the  year  1898,  and  extended  at  the 
suggestion  of  several  Nationalist  Members 
to  Belfast  and  Dublin,  makes  them  so- 
liable. 


EVICTED 


FARM   AT 
TRUAGH. 


ERRIGAL 


Mr.  MACALEESE  :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  as  repre- 
senting the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  he  is 
aware  that  much  excitement  has  been 
caused  in  the  parish  of  Errigal  Truagh  by 
the  alleged  renting  by  the  Protestant 
rector  of  that  parish,  as  a  site  for  a 
national  school,  of  a  portion  of  an  evicted 
farm ;  and  whether  application  has  been 
made  to  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education,  or  any  of  them,  for  the  cus- 
tomary grant  and  sanction  for  the  erec- 
tion and  maintenance  of  this  proposed 
school,  and  are  the  Commissioners  aware 
that    the   site   chosen  la  oxv  %xv  ^nISkX^^ 
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farm ;  and,  if  so,  what  reply  have  they 
given  to  the  application. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  The  police  report 
that  Lord  Rathdonnell  has  ^iven  to  the 
Protestant  rector  of  this  parish  a  free  site 
on  an  evicted  farm  for  the  erection  of  a 
Protestant  national  school.  This  has  caused 
«ome  irritation  not  amongst  the  Protestants, 
fcut  apparently  amongst  those  who  have 
•either  entered  into  an  illegal  or  possibly 
criminal  conspiracy  to  boycott  this  evict<Ki 
farm,  or  who  approve  of  the  action  of 
such  a  conspiracy,  and  is,  it  would  seem, 
due  to  the  apprehension  that  the  rector 
i:nd  Commissioners  will  act  in  such  a  way 
as  to  defeat  to  some  extent  the  object  of 
the  conspiracy.  The  Commissioners  re- 
port that  the  usual  application  has  been 
made,  but  they  have  no  information  as  to 
whether  the  farm  is  boycotted  or  not. 
They  have  not  yet  replied,  but  it  is  to  be 
presumed  that  they  will  take  such  action 
AS  becomes  public  officials  of  the  State  in 
such  circumstances. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  What  steps  ha^ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  taken  to  satisfy 
himself  that  this  is  a  criminal  conspiracy  1 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  I  take  it  from  the 
police  report  that  it  is  a  conspiracy  to 
prevent  by  intimidation  the  exercise  of  a 
legal  right. 

BELFAST  POOR  LAW  MEDICAL 
OFFICER. 

Mr.  MACALEESE  :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  as  repre- 
senting the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  medical  officer  of  health  under  the 
poor  law  guardians  of  Belfast  Union  is 
;an  alderman  of  the  Belfast  County 
Borough,  and  in  the  latter  capacity  is 
also  a  member  of  the  board  having 
control  over  the  asylum  management ; 
and  is  it  consistent  with  the  rules  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  that  officers  of 
the  ratepayers  in  any  capacity  in  receipt 
of  salary  should  be  permitted  to  act  as 
honorary  representatives  of  the  same 
ratepayers,  and  take  an  active  part  in 
advocating  and  supporting  increase  of 
official  salaries. 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  The  facts  appear  to 
be  correctly  stated  in  the  first  paragraph. 
As  regards  the  second  paragraph,  the 
gentleman  in  question  being  a  paid 
•officer  of  the  board  of  guardians  would 


seem  to  be  disqualified  by  the  tennfl  of 
the  Local  Government  Board's  Oidwof 
the  17th  January,  1899,  but  the  questkn 
is  one  to  be  decided  in  a  court  of  liw 
upon  the  validity  and  construction  of  the 
Order,  and  is  not  a  matter  for  the 
decision  of  the  Executive. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Firat 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  what  will  be  the 
business  before  the  House  during  the 
first  few  days  after  Easter.  Perhaps  I 
may  ask  a  further  question  with  regard 
to  one  of  the  motions  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman.  I 
presume  that  when  he  refers  to  the 
**  Proceedings  on  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Bill "  he  meant  the  proceedings  on  Mon- 
day only.     The  motion  does  not  say  so. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  right  hoD. 

Gentleman  is  correct  in   supposing  tJiat 

the  notice  refers  to  what  we  do  on  Mon- 
I  day.     We  propose  before  separating  for 

the  Easter  recess  to  take  the  Second 
I  Reading  of  that  Bill,  and  to  refer  it  to  the 
I  Grand  Committee. .  With  regard  to  the 
j  question  on  the  Paper,  I  may  say  we  hope 
I  to  be  able  on  Thursday,  the  26th,  to  tm 
;  the  Votes  in  Class  3,  and  on  Friday,  the 

27th,   the   Revenue   Department    Votoe. 

In  the  unavoidable  absence  of  the  Home 

Secretary  I  cannot  give  a  definite  pledgo 

as  to  Class  3. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANXERMAX: 
And  as  to  the  following  Monday  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  can  say 
nothing  as  to  that.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  will  ask  again  on 
Monday  next. 

Sir  henry  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton) :  Will  the  Revenue  Department 
Votes  include  the  Post  Office  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterfoid): 
I  presume  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wfll 
not  take  the  Irish  Estimates  without  doe 
notice  to  the  Irish  Membei-s,  and  that  at 
any  rate  during  the  first  few  days  after 
the  holidays  he  \vill  not  take  either  of  tlie 
two  Bills— the  Tithes  Bill  and  the 
Charitable  Loans  Bill — in  which  the  hoB. ' 
Member  for  East  Mayo  takes  interest 
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Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  undertake  not 
to  put  down  the  Undersized  Fish  Bill  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  believe  that 
Bill  has  wholly  disappeared,  and  that  in 
its  place  we  have  another  Bill,  called  the 
Sea  Fisheries  Bill.  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
enter  into  the  pledge  asked  for  by  my 
hon.  friend,  for  there  is  a  limit  to  the 
number  of  pledges  I  am  able  to  give.  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford, 
I  may  say  I  shall  certainly  desire  to  con- 
sult the  convenience  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
from  Ireland  with  regard  to  the  day  on 
which  Irish  Estimates  are  to  be  taken. 
The  two  Bills  to  which  he  referred  will 
certainly  not  be  put  down  until  the 
Monday  after  the  holidays. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfarshire): 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  extend 
the  same  consideration  to  Scotch  Members 
with  regard  to  the  Votes  in  Class  3  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  always 
glad  to  consult  the  convenience  of  Mem- 
bers from  both  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
and  if  hon.  Members  object  to  the 
Scottish  Votes  being  taken  immediately 
after  the  holidays,  I  will  accede  to  their 
wish. 


BAILWAYS  (PREVENTION  OF  ACCI- 
DENTS)  [EXPENSES]. 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising 
the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  pro- 
irided  by  Parliament,  of  the  remuneration 
of  any  persons  employed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  under  any  Act  of  the  present 
Session  for  the  better  Prevention  of 
Accidents  on  Railways,  and  of  the  Ex- 
penses incurred  by  the  Board  under  such 
Act  (Queen's  Recommendation  signified), 
upon  Monday  next.  —  {Sir  fniliam 
fFalrond.) 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (SUPPLY). 
Ordered,  That  the  other  Government 
»usiness  have  precedence  this  day  of  the 
ZIommittee    of   Supply.  —  (Mr.    A.    J, 
Balfour). 


ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE  HOUSE 

(EASTER). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'  That  this  House  at  its  rising  on  Monday 
lo  adjourn  till  Thursday,  26th  April,  and 
;hat  at  the  conclusion  of  the  proceedings 
>n  the  Agricultural   Holdings  Bill    ^Ir. 
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Speaker  do  adjourn  the  House  without 
Question  put." — (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

SOUTH    AFRICAN    WAR  — TERMS    OF 
SETTLEMENT-TREATMEN  r  OF  PRI- 
I      SONERS— MARTIAL  LAW— CHARGES 
AGAINST  BRITISH  TROOPS. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) : 
The  motion  just  moved  by  my  right  hon. 
friend  covers  an  unusually  long  period  of 
time,  for  the  House  is  about  to  separate 
under  circumstances  of  a  very  serious  and 
even  unprecedented  character.  It  appears 
to  me,  therefore,  that  the  time  is  not  un- 
fitting to  enter  into  a  discussion,  which 
may  be  conducted  without  exciting  heat  or 
feeling  or  party  passion,  on  the  situation 
in  South  Africa,  and  on  the  possible  con- 
ditions under  which  the  war  may  be  brought 
to  a  close.  ["  Oh  !  "]  I  am  quite  aware, 
from  the  sounds  that  are  being  emitted 
around  me,  that  there  are  dangers  attend- 
ing such  a  discussion.  I  should  not  have 
proposed  to  enter  upon  it  without  very 
grave  consideration,  and  I  hope  I  shall 
conduct  it  in  a  manner  not  to  prejudice 
any  of  the  interests  of  the  country,  and 
not  to  excite  any  feeling  derogatory  to 
the    traditions    and    character     of     the 

!  House.  I  am  well  aware  of  the  perils  of 
the  subject.  I  should  have  thought  that 
in  the  present  situation  anyone  who  is 
conscious  of    the  dignity  and  responsi- 

j  bilities  of  Parliament  and  his  own  posi- 
tion as  a  Member  of  Parliament  would 
not  have  thought  it  unbecoming  to  have 
entered  on  a  discussion  such  as  that  which 
I  have  described.  But  1  find  I  am  de- 
barred from  entering  on  the  main  purpose 
of  the  speech  which  I  had  contemplated 
delivering  to  the  House.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  the  exercise  of  his  privileges  has 
put  down  a  motion  for  an  Address  to  the 
Crown  praying  that  no  conditions  of  peace 
shall  be  agreed  upon  which  do  not  satisfy 
certain  conditions  set  forth  in  the.  notice. 
The  notice   was  given  for  an  early  but 

I  indefinite   day,    and   probably  I  am  not 

'  very  far  wrong  in  thinking  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  very  eager  to  bring  it 
on.  At  any  rate,  the  result  is  that  even 
the  House  itself,  if  it  desires  by  a  majority 
beyond  computation  to  enter  on  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  subject,  which  must  be  ad- 
mitted to  be  one  of  paramount  import- 
ance, is  absolutely  debarred  from  con- 
sidering the  question.  The  notice  of 
motion  prevents  attention  being  called 
to  the  subject  on  any  day  of  thia 
session,  and  this  dep\\\ea  Vow.  ^Vso^cwt^ 

3  K 


U15 


South  African 


{COMMONS} 


fTar. 


of  an  opportunity  of  fulfilling  the  duty 
they  are  sent  here  to  perform.  It  is 
especially  unfortunate  that  this  should 
happen  at  the  present  time,  when  this 
House  is  regarded  as  the  single  refuge 
where  free  speech  can  be  possibly 
relied  upon.  The  press  is  in  great 
measui-e  closed — ["No  I"] — the  fact  cannot 
be  denied — to  the  minority,  in  some 
places  a  considerable  minority,  who  hold 
views  which  are  opposed  to  those  of  the 
majority.  The  power  of  assembly  in 
public  halls  even  for  private  discussion 
after  notice  given  is  practically  interfered 
with  and  taken  away  in  many  parts  of  the 
country.  It  becomes  of  all  the  greater 
importance,  therefore,  that  in  this  House 
the  privilege  of  free  speech  should  be 
maintained — that  the  House  should  not 
be  debarred  from  the  possibility  of  ex- 
pressing its  opinion  on  the  most  important 
question  of  the  day.  I  have  nothing  to  do 
but  to  submit ;  but  I  am  not  sorry  that 
attention  should  thus  be  called  to  what 
has  frequently  been  described  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Thanet  as  "an 
injurious  exercise  of  the  irresponsible 
power  of  a  single  Member."  There  are, 
however,  two  matters  of  subsidiary  im- 
portance on  which  I  will  crave 
leave  to  speak  for  a  few  minutes. 
One  has  been  the  subject  of  a  question 
and  answer  to-day.  and  I  will  say  at  the 
outset  I  was  rejoiced  to  hear  the  answer 
given  by  the  Under  SecreUiry  for  War 
with  respect  to  the  treatment  of  sick  Boer 
prisoners.  I  am  sure  nobody  wishes  to 
add  to  the  horrors  of  the  war  which  is 
being  waged  in  South  Africa  by  any  un- 
necessary infliction  of  sickness  on  the  un- 
fortunate prisoners  who  have  fallen  into 
oiu*  hands.  It  is  not  surprising  they 
should  develop  a  great  amount  of  fever, 
especially  enteric  fever.  Those  who  have 
realise<l  the  horrible  pit  in  which  Cronje 
and  his  men  were  placed  before  they  were 
driven  at  last  to  surrender,  and  who  under- 
stand the  conditions  of  life  to  which  they 
are  accustomed,  cannot  l)e  surprised  to 
find  that  a  large  number  of  the  prisoners 
who  were  brought  down  to  Cape  Town 
are  suffering  from  fever.  But  they  have 
been  dying  of  late  at  a  rat€  which  will 
become  serious  if  the  present  conditions 
are  permitted  to  be  niainUiined.  I  am, 
therefore,  glad  to  hear  from  the  Under 
Secretary  that  steps  have  l>een  taken  to 
prevent  the  further  development  of  the 
sickness.  So  far  as  I  know,  no  sickness 
bos  arisen  among  our  own  prisoners  at 

J/r.  Courtney. 


Pretoria  or  elsewhere,  thougfr  oomparisom 

have  been  made  between  the  treatment 

of  colonial  prisoners  and  the  treatment  of 

prisoners  belonging  to  the  Regular  ArmT. 

Those  comparisons  do  not  seem  to  me  of 

great   importance,   but    they  have  been 

made.     But  there  has  been  no  suggestion 

whatever  as  to  neglect  being  in  any  way 

found  in  the  treatment  of  our  priaoDers. 

On  the  contrary,  there  is  very  conflider- 

able  evidence  to  show  that  care  and  kind 

'•  attention  has  been  paid   to  their  wantiu 

My   hon.  friend   has    treated   the  cues 

among  the  Boers  as  cases  of  ent^c  fever 

only,  but  everyone  knows  how  easy  it  i» 

'  for  fevers  which  are  infectious  to  be  cou- 

I  founded  with   those   which   are  not    I 

I  assume  that  the  greatest  precautions  have 

been  taken  to  prevent  any  such  confusoo, 

I  and  I  hope  that  before  the  prisoners  are 

I  landed  care  will  be  taken  to  see  that  no 

other    infectious  disease    is    developing 

itself.      The    other  subject   to  which  1 

wish  to  call  attention  is  one   in  whidu 

perhaps,   there  is  not   the    same   apon- 

'  taneous  interest  which  has  been  developed 

in  the  case  of  the  sick  prisoners :  I  irfer 

'  to  what  has  been  done  in  the  northern 

;  portion  of  Cape  Colon}^  and  the  colony  of 

i  Natal  in  the  way  of  the  proclamation  of 

martial  law  and  the  action  thereunder. 

Very  little  is  known  as  to   what  maitiil 

law  is.     One  of  the  highest  authoritiefi. 

the  late  Lord  Chief  Justice,  in  a  celebrated 

'  charge,  practically  declared  that  there  ir» 

no  such  thing,  that  it  was  a  negation  oi 

the  law,  which  cannot  be  recognised  a 

law  at  all.     Of  course,  I  am  not  prepared 

to  deny  that   necessity  might  arise  for 

action  which  might  be  roughly  described 

as  putting   maitial    law  in  forte,  bat  I 

would  suggest  with  reference  to  what  j^ 

taking  place   in   South   Africa   that  tlie 

zone  within  which  it  should   have  force 

should    be   very   largely   decreased.     U 

surely  cannot  be  necessary  for  the  aaitt- 

ance  of  the  army  in  the  field  that  maitiil 

law   shall   l)e   carried  down    to  Durban. 

The  extension  of  the  zone  of  martial  lav, 

an  extension  into  which  it  is  easy  for  b 

Administration    to    lapse,    ought   to  W 

watched    with     the     greatest     jeakwy- 

There  is  some  reason    to    fear  that  ifc 

steps  taken  under  martial   law  have  b^c 

always  been  carefully  instituted.      Thew 

is  the  case   in   which  three  farmen  wen? 

arrested  in  a  district  near  the  seiitof  w. 

They  were  taken  to  Cape  Town,  and  there 

application   was   made    to    the   court «» 

their  ])ehalf,  and  after  that  appUcadoa 
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had  been  made  they  were  moved  back 
into  the  district  into  which  they  were 
arrested  and  in  which  martial  law  had 
been  proclaimed,  so  as  to  escape  from 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  civil  court. 
The  farmers  have  since  been  released,  but 
I  must  say  that  the  spirit  which  animated 
the  military  authorities  in  taking  these 
men  from  Cape  Town  to  the  seat  of  war 
after  an  inquiry  had  been  ordered  by 
the  High  Court  must  be  condemned. 
These  men  were  in  custody  for  a  con- 
siderable period,  and  in  the  end  they 
were  discharged,  because  there  was  no 
evidence  against  them.  And  that  case 
does  not  stand  alone.  A  gentleman  in 
Kimberl«y  was  kept  in  custody  for  three 
months  and  then  discharged  because  there 
was  no  evidence  against  him.  We  all 
have  experience  of  the  way  in  which 
prisoners  get  lost  sight  of.  The  late  Mr. 
Koebuck  once  drew  attention  to  the  case 
of  a  man  who  had  been  in  custody  in 
Ireland  for  years,  and  whose  case  had  i 
been  lost  sight  of.  It  requires*  great 
attention  to  prevent  such  abuses.  In 
some  cases,  too,  the  punishment  inflicted 
seems  to  have  been  excessive,  the  evi- 
dence against  the  prisoners  being  unsub- 
stantial in  character  and  resting  entirely 
on  two  or  three  native  servants,  who 
produce  nothing  which  would  be  admis- 
sible in  a  court  of  law.  If  the  records 
are  true,  this  is  a  matter  which  requires 
serious  attention.  I  would  suggest  that 
care  be  taken  that  no  one  shall  be 
detained  under  martial  law  beyond  a 
short  time  without  his  case  being  in- 
quired into,  and  that  no  sentence 
extending  beyond  a  certain  period 
shall  be  inflicted  by  a  court  consti- 
tuted under  martial  law  without  its 
being  subject  automatically  to  revision 
by  a  court  of  civil  jurisdiction.  Some 
such  safeguards  as  these  would,  I  believe, 
be  acceptable  to  the  officers  administering 
martial  law,  as  likely  to  prevent  the  risk 
of  injustice,  to  which  they  themselves 
would  be  the  first  to  acknowledge  they 
are  liable.  Now  I  come  to  another 
question.  As  everyone  knows,  there  is  a 
censorship  established  at  the  Cape.  I 
have  heard  of  perfectly  innocent  com- 
munications being  stopped  by  the  censor. 
A  resolution  arrived  at  by  a  committee 
here  in  Westminster  was  communicated 
to  a  gentleman  in  Cape  Town.  A  com- 
mittee with  which  I  am  not  myself 
associated  passed  a  resolution  of  sympatliy 
with  the  Dutch    in  South  Africa.      It 


was  sent  out  to  Cape  Town.  Large 
sums  were  paid  for  the  cost  of  transmission, 
and  a  fortnight  afterwards  the  telegraph 
company  returned  the  message  to  the 
person  who  sent  it.  [An  Hon.  Membfr  : 
A  good  thing,  too.]  It  is  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber s  opinion  that  it  is  a  good  thing  to  pre- 
vent people  in  Westminster  tellin<j;  people 
in  Cape  Town  that  they  have  their  sym- 
pathy. But  is  it  a  good  thing  that  a 
message  to  a  gentleman  in  Cape  Town 
which  involves  no  conceivable  danger  to 
the  public  interest  should  be  stopped  by 
the  censor,  the  irresponsible  censor  1  For 
to  whom  is  the  censor  responsible  ?  I 
have  said  all  I  have  to.  say.  I  could 
have  spoken  at  greater  length  if  I  had 
had  the  freedom  I  desired,  but,  under  the 
operation  of  the  rule  to  which  I  have 
referred,  I  have  been  stopped  from  pur- 
suing a  course  which  I  believe  I  could 
have  pursued  without  injury  to  the  public 
interest. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kil- 
kenny) :  Upon  a  point  of  order  I  desire 
to  say  that  the  notice  of  motion  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bodmin  has  referred  stands  on  the 
Order  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  West  Cumberland. 
In  view  cf  the  fact,  which  U  now  notorious, 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  sailed 
from  England  more  than  a  week  ago  for 
South  Africa  to  engage  in  service  at  the 
front,  I  wish  to  know  whether  this  notice 
of  motion  placed  on  the  Paper  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  precludes  this 
House  from  discussing  certain  phases  of 
the  war  until  he  comes  back.  Suppose 
he  never  comes  back  at  all.  I  assume  that 
I  am  correct  in  saying  that  the  House 
has  power  to  order  the  discharge  of  a 
Bill,  and  I  wish  to  ask  if  there  is  a  similar 
power  to  order  the  discharge  of  a  motion 
from  the  Order  Book  which  is  plainly 
there  for  blocking  discussion  and  for  a 
mischievous  purpose,  and  whicii  cannot 
be  moved.  The  notice  on  the  Paper  is 
in  the  following  terms — 

"  That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majest^r  not  to 
make  terms  of  peace  with  the  Wesidents  of 
the  Soath  African  Republics  on  any  terms 
W'lich  do  not  provide  for  the  annexation  of  the 
two  Republics  to  Her  Majesty's  dominions." 

I  also  wish  to  ask  to  what  extent  a 
motion  of  that  kind  can  prevent  debates 
in  this  House  on  the  question  of  the 
settlement  of  this  war. 
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Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Re^s) : 
I  wish  to  ask  whether  it  is  not  an  ancient 
rule  of  this  House  that  hon.  Members 
who  leave  this  country  for  a  lengthened 
period  have  to  obtain  the  leave  of  this 
House ;  and  whether,  on  such  leave  being 
obtained,  all  the  motions  in  their  name 
do  not  necessarily  lapse. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  I  do  not  know  of 
any  such  rule  as  that  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  just  referred.  It  might,  or 
it  might  not,  be  a  reasonable  course,  but 
there  is  no  rule  to  that  effect.  As 
regards  the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Kilkenny,  I  cannot 
take  any  notice  of  whether  an  hon. 
Member  who  has  set  down  a  notice  of 
motion  is  in  South  Africa,  or  Scotland,  or 
England.  Then  as  regards  the  question 
which  he  asked  me  as  to  whether  there 
is  power  in  this  House  to  discharge  a 
notice  of  motion,  I  can  only  speak  from 
precedent,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  such 
power  in  a  case  like  this  has  over  been 
exercised.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Member  can  show  me  any  precedent. 
As  to  the  extent  to  which  a  debate  is 
limited,  I  can  only  say  that  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  give  an  exhaustive 
definition  beforehand.  If  an  hon.  Member 
trespass  upon  the  ground  covered  by  a 
notice  of  motion  it  is  my  duty  to  call  him 
to  order. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O^BRIEX  :  Will  it  be 
open  to  mt\  in  face  of  this  motion,  to 
argue  that  the  British  Government,  in 
case  they  get  the  power  to  do  so,  ought 
to  give  hick  the  independence  of  these 
States  ?     Can  I  go  that  length  \ 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Certainly  not. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) :  I  do  not  propose  to 
enter  into  the  (|uestions  which  my  right 
hon.  friend  the  MenilxT  for  Bodmin  has 
raiseii  in  the  latter  part  of  his  speech,  but 
I  would  iisk  the  leave  of  the  House  to  say 
a  won!  on  the  subject  which  he  dealt 
with  at  the  cimimenoement  of  his  speech 
— the  dithoulties  plaotnl  in  the  way  of  the 
action  of  this  House  by  the  nile,  Mr. 
8pi\iker,  which  you  have  just  laid  down. 
I  can  give  an  example  of  the  operation  of 
this  rule,  as  it  happtMieil  when  I  was 
n*spi>n^ible  for  the  ci>nduot  of  the  Opposi- 
tion s^Mue  vears  ai^\      There  were  then 


]  very  serious  questions  affectiiig  thepob 
I  of    the    Government    in    Crete,  aafl 
I  always,  as  I  think  the  right  hon.  CM» 
I  man  the    Leader    of    the     Hooflb  il 
;  acknowledge,  abstained  from  bringiif • 
,  a  motion  which  might  be  detrimentaili 
the  public  interest  at  that  period  aiia 
this  subject.     I  came  to  an  underatuiii 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  La* 
of  the  House  that  it    was  expedieol  wk 
proper    that    that   question     shcHild  It 
brought  on,  by  leave,    on  a  motioB  k 
i  adjournment.      With  the  consent  of  M 
I  sides  of  the  House  I  came  down  to  adb 
that  motion,  and  I  found  that  there  ni 
motion  on  the  Paper,  put  down  by  thokA 
!  Member  for  East  Mayo,    who  wished  Ih 
motion  to  come  on,  and  who  had  no  ifa 
that  his   notice  would  obstruct  it    Hi 
desired  to  withdraw  the  notice  that  dv, 
but  he  was  told  that   it   was  impoow^ 
and  the  whole  object  of  1x>th  sides  of  the 
House  was  defeated  by  the  opentioB  flf 
this  rule  in  a  matter  of  very  great  pnUk 
importance  affecting  the  interests  of  the 
country  generally.      We  had  a  iliiu  \mm 
at  that  time  upon   the  subject.*    I  re- 
member the  right  hon.    GrentlemaB  dv 
Leader  of  the  House  was  as  anxious  «I 
was  that  the  matter  should  come  on,  flri 
.  we     were    absolutely    defeated  by  tk 
operation  of  a  rule  which,  I  venftma  •§ 
say,  in  the  manner  in  which   it  opentfl^ 
makes  this   House  absolutely  impotest 
It  may  be  that  some  very  great  pnUit 
crisis  has  arisen,  and  there   mav  hippo 
to    be,   accidentally   or    intentionally,  » 
notice  of  motion  upon  the   Paper  of'tkb 
House,  and  though  it  may  be  the  higbfll 
duty  of  the  House  to  discuss  thatsabjeeC 
thoi^h  the  Grovemment  desired  it  and 
the  Opposition  desired  it,  yet  you  haf*  » 
rule  which  reduces  you  absolutelv  to  im- 
potence.    A  man  may  have  a  Bill  intro- 
duced in  the  earliest  days  of  the  sobno 
without  the  smallest  chance  or  intention 
of  ever  prosecuting  it,  and  if  that  Bill 
refers  to  a  subject  which  may  be  of  the 
greatest  possible  importance,  by  no  po«- 
bility  can  a  motion  be  brought  on  in  irfer 
ence  to  that  subject.     Now,  Sir,  that  »» 
situation  which  I  think  the  House  ou^ 
not  to  allow  to  continue.     It  does  notd^ 
pend  upon  any  Standing  Order   of  lk 
House  at  all.      It  has  grown   up  qu« 
recently  within  my  own  memory.    It  w|i 
originally  what  may  be  called  an  Mi/. 


•  1st  March,  1897  (See  Thr  PaHUjiHemfary 
Debater  [Fourth  Series),  Vol.  xh-i,  jiage  1.347). 
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^iktum  of  Mr.    Speaker  Peel,*   and  no 
'''doubt  the  original  intention  was  to  prevent 
P}a  man,  when  there  was  a  genuine  motion 
"^intended  to  come  on,  and  which  should 
'fMime  on,   from  taking  advantage  of  a 
Amotion  for  adjournment  in  order  to  an  ti- 
lt eipate  that  motion.      It  has  now  grown 
^  op  into  a  totally  different  thing.      It  has 
?  0own  up  into  a  system  of  blocking  public 
t  Dusiness,   of  excluding    matters    of    the 
i  highest     possible     importance,    and     of 
'  making    this    assembly    ridiculous.       It 
leaves  it  in  the  power  of  any  single  man 
to  defeat  the  whole  House  of  Commons 
by  the  operation  of  this  rule.     The  cir- 
cumstances of  to-day  add  to  the  ridicule, 
as  was  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  behind 
me.     A  Member  puts  down  a  motion — I 
dare  say  in  perfectly  good  faith.    He  goes 
abroad,  and  we  may  not  see  him  again 
tbis  session,  or  after  this  session,  and  yet 
by  the  mere  fact  of  his  having  put  down 
that  motion    on    the  Paper   the  whole 
question  of  the  settlement  of  South  Africa 
is  excluded  from  the  consideration  of  this 
House.      It  is  intolerable   that  such   an 
absurdity  can  be  allowed  to  continue  in 
the  House  of  Commons.      I  know  it  has 
been  called  common  law  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  it  is  common  law  of  very 
recent  origin,  and  though  it  was  very 
in  its   intention   originally,  it  has 
en  abused   to  such  an  extent  that  I 
think  we  ought  to  take  notice  of  it.     By 
resolution,  at  any  moment,  this  practice 
can  be  abolished,  and  I  do  hope  that  some 
measure  will  be   taken  at  a  very  early 
period  to  deliver  the  House  of  Commons 
from  this  ridiculous  restraint  upon  its 
freedom  of  speech. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet) :  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  is  mistaken  in  speaking  of 


*  In  May's  Parliamentary  Practice  (Tenth 
Edition,  page  264),  references  are  given  to  many 
decisions  on  this  point ;  but  the  earliest  definite 

gronouncement  nnder  the  present  Rales  of 
Procedure  is  not  noted.  On  the  17tb  Febrnary, 
1887  (see  The  Parliamentary  Debates  [Third 
Heries],  Vol.  eccx.,  page  1,777),  Mr.  Speaker 
Peel  gave  a  very  distinct  ruling,  which  he 
expressly  founded  on  a  ruling  of  his  predecessor 
in  1882.  The  latter  is  repoited  in  Vol.  cclxxv. 
of  the  Debates,  at  page  26.  Mr.  Speaker 
Brand  said:  "An  hon.  Member  is  debarred 
from  discussing  on  a  Motion  for  adioumment 
a  Motion  which  stands  on  the  Oraer-book  of 
the  House."  This,  apparently,  has  no  specific 
reference  to  the  (then)  new  Rules,  for  Mr. 
Speaker  Brand  proceeds:  "That  is  an  esta- 
blished and  fundamental  Rule  of  Debate." 


this  rule  as  a  rule  of  the  House.  When 
the  subject  arose  in  connection  with 
Crete  a  question  was  put  to  the  Chair,  I 
think  by  myself,  as  to  whether  it  was  in 
the  power  of  a  Member  by  putting  down 
a  motion  of  this  kind  to  restrain  the 
House  from  exercising  the  right  which 
any  Member  possesses  under  Standing 
Order  No.  17,  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  just  now  referred — namely, 
in  regard  to  motions  for  adjournment  at 
the  end  of  questions  having  precedence.  I 
remember  that  the  Leader  of  the  House 
took  part  in  that  discussion.  That  was 
not  a  question  of  the  rule  of  the  House, 
but  it  was  a  ruling  of  the  Chair  in  the 
time  of  your  predecessor,  which  I  am 
bound  to  say  was  a  ruling  in  which  a 
good  many  hon.  Members  of  the  House 
well  versed  in  the  usages  of  Parliament 
were  not  able  to  concur.  I  remember 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  cast  some  doubts 
upon  that  ruling.  What  took  place  upon 
the  occasion  I  am  now  referring  to  was 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Monmouthshire  on  the  1st 
of  March,  1897,  told  the  House  that  he 
found  himself  precluded  from  bringing 
on  a  motion  for  adjournment  upon  the 
question  of  Crete.  I  then  asked  the 
Leader  of  the  House — 

**  Whether  it  would  not  be  the  more  con- 
venient course  that  the  House  should  modify 
the  Standing  Order  which  applies  to  cases  of 
this  kind.  Because  I  would  remind  my  risht 
hon.  friend  that  I,  for  one,  have  a  perfect  right, 
if  I  think  fit,  to  put  down  a  notice  on  all  fours 
with  the  notice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo, 
which  would  land  the  House  in  the  same  fix  as 
to-day.  Therefore,  I  venture  to  ask  whether 
it  would  not  be  desirable  that  some  modifica- 
tion of  this  rule  should  be  adopted,  whereby  if, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Chair,  any  question  arises 
which  he  considers  of  sufficient  urgency,  it 
might  be  brought  forward,  notwithstanding 
the  interposition  of  any  motion  of  the  kind 
referred  to." 

The  Leader  of  the  House  expressed  sym- 
pathy with  my  suggestion,  and  went  on 
to  say — 

"  We  have  not  in  practice  found  that  much 
difficulty  arises,  for  the  good  sense  of  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  has  hitherto,  in  my 
experience,  always  prevented  any  such  impasse^ 
or  such  insuperable  difficulty  as  in  theory 
undoubtedly  might  arise  at  present,  althougn 
in  practice  it  has  not  arisen." 

In  reply  to  that  I  went  on  to  say — 

"  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  associate  myself  with 
my  right  hon.  friend's  experience  as  to  no  in- 
convenience having  occurred  in  the  past.  I 
have  known  cases  of  considerable  import- 
ance  " 
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Here  Mr.  Speaker  called  me  to  order,  as 
there  was  no  question  before  the  House, 
and  I  proceeded — 

**  I  will  then  ask  a  question.  Do  I  under- 
stand that  my  rij^ht  hon.  friend  will  take  steps 
with  a  view  to  the  modification  of  the  rule, 
because,  if  not,  I  must  consider  whether 
another  object  lesson  should  not  be  forthcom- 
ing?" 

Then,  on  another  point  of  order,  the 
Speaker  said —  ! 

"  The  ordinary  rule  of  the  House  is  that  j 
when  a  motion  such  as  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
l)er  has  l)een  put  on  the  Paper  it  operates,  so 
far  as  the  question  of  anticipation  goes,  until  it 
cecLses  to  appear  on  the  Paper." 

Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 1 
her  for  East  Wolverhampton  asked,  on  a  \ 
question  of  order,  whether  there  was  any 
Standing  Order  of  the  House  that  laid 
down  this  rule,  or  whether  it  was  not  the  ! 
pi-actice  that  had  grown  up  without  any  ' 
sanction  from  the  House.  The  Speaker  | 
said,  I  think,  **  There  is  the  Standing  • 
Order." 

*Mr.  speaker  :    It   must  be  a  mis- 
print if  the  report  states  that  I   said,  ; 
"  There  is  a  Standing  Order."   What  I  said 
was,  "  There  is  no  Standing  Order." 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER :  J  assume  it ; 
must  be  a  misprint.     The  Speaker  then 
proceeds — 

"  It  is  a  practice  of  the  House  which  has 
been  acted    upon,  and   tlie  practice    of    the  ; 
House,  as  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  knows, 
when  acted  U|)on  for  years  is  as  binding  upon 
the  House  as  a  Staniling  Order." 

Then  the  Speaker  also  proceeded  to  say — 

"Of  course  it  is  obvious  that  there  are 
occasions  when  (he  practice  wouhl  operate  in- 
conveniently. It  is  not  for  me  to  say  whether,  ' 
on  the  whole,  it  operates  inconveniently  or  not. 
Certainly  it  the  House  thinks  ht  to  alter  the 
rule  I  shall  not  offer  any  advice  to  the 
contrary." 

Then  I  asked — 

"  What    course     can    tlie    House    adopt  ? 
Would  it  l)e  by  way  of  resolution  to  move  a  . 
modification,  or  by  Standing  Order  ?  " 

To  which  the  Speaker  replied — 

"Where  you  want  to  alter  the  practice  of 
the  House,  it  would  be  more  convenient  to 
do  so  by  Standing  Order.  At  the  same 
time,  the  House  has  sometimes  acted  upon 
resolutions.  It  is  a  matter  for  consideration 
what  course  should  Ikj  followed." 

Whereupon  I  said — 

"  As  far  as  I  am  i)ersonally  concerned,  having 
regard  to  the  assurance  that  the  matter  shall 

Jfr,  James  Lowiher, 


receive  consideration,  I  shall  not  take 
in  the  direction  of  an  object  lesson." 

It  was  upon  that  distinct  assurance  tht 
I  refrained  from  putting  on  the  Notitt 
Paper  that  very  night  a  motion  wUd 
would  stop  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
session  anything  being  said  about  Crece 
and  I  shall  be  quite  prepared  to 
take  the  responsibility  of  putting  down 
one  of  these  sham  blocking  nodeei 
with  a  view  to  exposing  the 
outrageous  character  of  our  systen. 
It  seems  to  me  perfectly  preposterooi 
when  8  subject  is  brought  forward  which 
in  the  opinion  of  the  speaker  is  a  definite 
matter  of  urgent  public  importance,  thit 
the  House  should  ha  precluded  fron 
discussing  it  because  some  individiiil 
Member  who  may  be  in  South  Africa  of 
elsewhere  had  put  down  a  motion,  and 
that  our  privileges  should  be  interfered 
with  by  an  absurd  system  of  this  sort,  I 
believe  the  original  ruling  to  have  been 
wrong.  That  is,  of  course,  a  matter  vith 
which  I  cannot  deal  now,  but  I  venture  to 
hope  that  my  right  hon.  friend  will  m 
us  an  assurance  that  this  matter  shall  be 
seriously  considered  by  the  Govemmeiit, 
and  that  he  wi  11  propose  such  a  modificitioB. 
whether  by  Standing  Order  or  resolutioa. 
in  the  practice  and  procedure  of  this 
House  as  will  restore  to  the  House  that 
freedom  of  (lel)ate  it  has  always  freely 
exercised. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester. 
E.) :  The  debate  on  the  (adjournment  for 
the  holidays  has  taken  a  somewhat  tD- 
expected  turn  owing  to  the  difficultv  ia 
which  my  right  hon.  friend  the  Membff 
for  Bodmin  finds  himself  by  being  pre- 
cluded by  a  motion  on  the  Paper  froa 
making  a  speech  he  intended  to  ddivff 
upon  the  terms  of  peace,  or  Lord  Silif- 
bury's  message  to  the  two  Presidents,  er 
some  analogous  subject.  While  I  alvan 
listen  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wik 
the  greatest  pleasure,  I  am  not  sure  this 
this  is  a  very  convenient  time  Cf » 
suitable  occasion  on  which  to  discuttthf 
settlement  which  will  have  to  be  made  tf 
the  conclusion  of  the  war,  which,  I  « 
afraid,  has  some  length  to  run  before  thtf 
happy  termination  is  reached.  WithfflB 
going  into  the  propriety  of  a  discnsaoa 
such  as  my  right  hon.  friend  wishes  w 
initiate,  I  suppose  the  House  desires  thai 
I  should  express  an  opinion  on  thr 
more    abstract     and     general     quescioB 
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which  has  arisen  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Monmouth  and  my  right  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet  have,  not  for  the  first  time, 
called  attention  to  the  inconvenience  the 
House  is  put  under  by  having  its  freedom 
of  debate,  so  to  speak,  limited  by  its 
own  rule  or,  at  all  events,  by  its  own 
practice  in  this  matter.  I  do  not  feel  at 
s\l  disposed  to  minimise  that  inconveni- 
once,  but  at  the  same  time  I  do  not 
remember  that  in  fact,  during  the  last 
few  years,  it  has  produced  any  serious 
limitation  of  the  power  of  debate.  My 
right  hon.  friend  has  mentioned  an  in- 
stance, the  only  case  apparently  that 
occurs  to  his  memory,  in  which  a  debate 
upon  Cretan  aflFairs  was  prevented  from 
ooming  on  on  a  certain  afternoon.  No 
•doubt,  at  the  time,  the  inconvenience  was 
■felt  to  be  considerable,  but  no  one  who 


hon.  Gentleman  was  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  when  discussion  on  the  conduct 
of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  and  other 
questions  was  prevented. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BAO^OUR:  My  right  hon. 
friend's  appetite  for  discussion  must  in- 
deed be  great  if  he  thinks  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  was 
not  sufficiently  discussed  at  that  period.  I 
really  think  that  a  less  fortunate  instance 
of  the  gagging  of  the  House  could  hardly 
be  mentioned  than  that  my  right  hon. 
friend  has  happened  to  hit  upon.  I  was 
about  to  say,  when  my  right  hon.  friend 
threw  in  his  pointless  interruption,  that 
if  Members  like  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  are  going  about  on 
a  kind  of  piratical  expedition  to  prevent 
any  subject  in  which  the  House  is 
interested  being  discussed,  by  means  of 
bogus  notices  of  motion,  I  do   not  for  a 


remembers  the  events  of  that  session  can  |  moment  doubt  that  serious  public  incon- 


assert  that  the  aflFairs  of  Crete  were  in- 
adequately discussed  during  its  progress, 
nor  can  any  Member  of  the  House  recall 
a  single  case  in  which  any  question  of 
public  policy  interesting  to  any  large 
section  of  the  House  was  prevented  from 
coming  on  by  the  operation  of  this  prac- 
tice or  rule. 


veniences  might  arise.     Let  me  point  out 
that  the   Standing   Orders,  at  all  events, 
provide    an    outlet — I    do    not  think  a 
sufficient  one — even    from    that  serious 
state  of  aflGairs.      Nothing    can    prevent 
discussion  on  the  Estimates,  on  the  sala- 
ries of  Ministers,  or  any  relevant  point 
'  on  any  Vote ;  and  especially  I  will  venture 
to  say,  under  the  new  rules  of  Supply, 
Mr.   LOUGH  (Islington,  W.) :  There  "  any  considerable  demand  for  the  discussion 
was   the  instance,  the  other  day,  with    of  a  particular  matter  at  a  particular  time 
reference  to  the  employment  of  foreign  i  is  always  agreed  to  by  the  Government, 
seamen  aboard  British  ships.*  j  I  have  admitted  that  there  is  undoubted 

I  difficulty,  though  it  has  been  accentuated 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOL^R  :  I  do  not  think  I  and  exaggerated ;  and  let  me  now  only 
there  can  be  a  better  illustration  of  what   ask  the  House  not  to  rush  too  hastily  to 


I  mean.  I  do  not  think  that  anybody 
can  pretend  that  that  particular  subject 
was  not  adequately  discussed. 


Mr.  lough  : 
was  removed. 


The    blocking  motion 


Mr.    a.    J.    BALFOUR:     Yes;  the 
motion  was  taken  off  and  did  not  operate 
to  prevent  discussion.      The  statement  I 
ventured  to  make  was  that  in  the  recol- ! 
lection  of  the  House  no  question  of  public 

Solicy  had  in  fact  been  precluded  from  ' 
iscussion  by  the  operation  of  this  prac- 
tice, and  the  only  case  the  hon.  Member  I 
can  call  to  mind  proves  to  be  an  illustra-  ' 
tion  of  the  very  proposition  I  am  making. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  There  were  several 
cases  during  the  period  when  the  right 

♦  See  page  680  of  this  Volume. 


the  conclusion  that  the  whole  of  that 
inconvenience  can  be  abolished  by  a 
resolution  such  as  has  been  suggested 
without  danger  of  some  other  difficulty, 
perhaps  not  so  serious,  but  not  to  be 
lightly  disposed  of,  arising  in  its 
place.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that 
it  may  be  impossible  to  avoid  drag- 
ging the  House  into  a  double  discussion, 
under  most  inconvenient   circumstances, 

I  and  it  has  been  suggested  by  my  right 
hon.  friend  that  it  should  be  left  to  the 
Speaker  to  decide  whether  a  matter  is  of 
urgent    importance.      That   may  be  the 

I  proper  course,  but  it  will  be  throwing  a 
new  burden  on  the  Speaker,  who  as  I 
understand,    has     not     now    to     decide 

I  whether  a  matter  is    one  of    immediate 

,  public  importance.  That  has  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  fact  that  forty  hon.  Mem- 
bers rise  in  their  places.     [Several  Hon. 
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Members  :  No,  no !]  My  view  is  that  j 
the  Speaker  judges  of  the  definiteness,  i 
but  the  urgency  and  importance  are  | 
decided  by  the  House.  Perhaps  it  i 
would  be  for  the  convenience  of  the  i 
House  if  we  know  how  the  matter  stands,  ! 
and  on  a  point  of  order  I  would  appeal , 
to  you.  Sir,  for  a  ruling  as  to  how  we  i 
stand  and  what  are  the  duties  thrown  ! 
upon  the  Chair  by  the  Standing  Order 
in  relation  to  motions  for  adjournment. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  Standing  Order  \ 
presents  some  difficulty  in  interpretation.  ) 
W  hen  I  came  to  the  Chair  I  found  the 
practice  of  the  Speaker  had  been  to  deal ; 
with  the  question  of  definiteness  himself,  j 
but  as  regards  the  urgency  and  public  ! 
importance  of  the  subject  they  have  prac-  j 
tically  always  been  left  to  the  decision  of  j 
the  House  by  the  rising  of  at  least  forty  ' 
Members  in  their  places.     I  say  "  prac-  \ 
tically,"  for  certainly  I  do  not  understand  I 
that  the  Speaker  is  bound  to  put  a  ques-  i 
tion  as  one  of  urgency  and  public  import- : 
ance    if    it    is    obviously    ridiculous    or  | 
frivolous,  or  so    obviously    unimportant  | 
that   the   Speaker  ought  not  to  put  it.  ; 
Subject  to  that  limitation,  that  the  ques- 
tion is  obviously  one    that  the  Speaker  | 
ought  not  to  submit  to  the  House,  the 
practice  has  been  to  leave  the  question  of 
urgency   and   public   importance   to  the 
House  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Standing  Order. 

Mr.  a.  j.  BALFOUR:  In  order  to 
clear  our  ideas  on  this  matter,  let  me  take 
a  concrete  case.  Let  us  suppose  there 
was  some  very  importa»it  question  of 
foreign  policy  about  which  some  Gentle- 
man had  put  a  notice  on  the  Paper,  and 
upon  which,  by  common  expectation,  a 
discussion  of  importance  must  arise. 
Suppose  that  a  few  days  before  that  some 
private  Member  got  up,  with  the  assent 
of  forty  of  his  friends,  and  called  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  subject  as  a 
matter  of  definite  and  urgent  public  im- 
portance. The  whole  arrangements  of 
the  House  would  be  upset  by  this  pre- 
mature discussion,  by  the  action  of  a 
small  minority.  I  am  disposed  to  say  that 
that  is  not  the  least  of  two  evils.  I  only 
mention  this  because  we  ought  not  to 
interfere  with  our  practice  in  these 
matters  without  considering  the  pros  and 
conn  of  the  policy  we  pursue.  W  e  ought 
not  to  fly  from  evils  that  we  know  to  i 
evils  that  we  know  not  of.     I  am  not  sure  i 
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it  might  not  be  a  good  plan  to  refer  dn 
matter  to  the  Committee  on  Procedan^ 
which  will  have  to  sit  later  in  the  waaasA 
— soon  after  Easter — and  they  may  per- 
haps give  the  House  some  counsel  in  the 
matter.  In  the  meanwhile,  I  hope  my 
right  hon.  friend  will  abstain  from  puttoig 
down  a  series  of  burking  resolutiona,  and 
will  be  content  to  leave  this  discussion  to 
bear  its  natural  and  legitimate  fruit  in 
the  minds  of  Members.  The  case  hu 
been  put  before  the  House  both  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  my  right  hom 
friend.  I  have  endeavoured  to  set  forth 
the  pros  and  cons  for  the  suggested  alten- 
tion  in  our  practice.  If  the  genenl 
opinion  of  the  House  is  that  that  atten- 
tion should  take  place,  I  do  not  desire  to 
oppose  it. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANXERMAK 
(Stirling,  Burghs):  There  is  one  re- 
spect in  which  I  think  tho  House  hu 
not  yet  fully  sounded  the  extraordinair 
depths  of  this  question,  and  I  will  en- 
deavour to  explain  it  to  the  House.  The 
origin  of  this  practice  was  that,  as  h» 
already  been  explained,  in  old  days,  which 
many  of  us  remember,  it  was  in  the 
power  of  any  Member  of  the  House  Am- 
ing  Question  time,  or  at  the  end  of  Qoei- 
tion  time,  to  proceed,  founding  himadf 
possibly  upon  the  reply  to  a  question  he 
had  himself  put,  to  deliver  an  address  of 
any  length  he  chose,  and  he  could  always 
say,  "  I  will  put  myself  in  order  by  con- 
cluding with  a  motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House.''  The  result  was  that 
in  a  most  irregular  and  irresponsible  way 
the  time  of  the  House  was  occupied  some- 
times on  the  most  trivial  subjects.  It 
was,  I  imagine,  in  order  to  prevent  that 
abuse  that  the  new  rule  was  established, 
confining  the  power  of  moving  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  in  this  irregular 
way  to  cases  which  had  been  formally  sub- 
mitted to  the  Speaker  for  approval  more  or 
less,  the  Member  also  showing  that'  he 
had  support  from  a  certain  considerable 
contingent  of  Members  of  the  House.  I 
think  that  the  object  was  to  regulariw 
that  form  of  procedure.  The  object  of 
the  new  rule  was  to  prevent  a  man,  from& 
good  or  bad  motive,  from  jealousy  or  vanity, 
or  from  over  eagerness  or  too  great  % 
desire  to  benefit  the  public,  rushing  in 
and  taking  the  water,  as  it  were,  of  some 
honest,  hard  working,  thoughtful  man  of 
foresight  and  intelligence  who  had  secured 
an  opportunity  some  weeks  in  advance  of 
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bringing  forward  a  particular  subject. 
That  is  an  evil  which  must  be  guarded 
a^inst.  But  let  me  point  out  to  the 
House  that,  while  the  new  arrangement 
was  aimed  at  those  more  or  less  irregular 
adjournments  of  the  House  moved  by  in- 
dividual Members,  that  is  not  the  case 
with  us  to-day.  My  right  hon.  friend  did 
not  rise  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House.  This  is  one  of  the  stated  occa- 
sions during  the  session  when  it  has  been 
by  immemorial  practice  considered  the 
right  and  privilege  of  the  House  to 
discuss  anything  connected  with  the 
conduct  of  the  Government.  And  that 
is  why  it  is  made  such  a  formal  business 
that  it  cannot  be  moved  in  an  oflfhand  way 
or  at  the  end  of  a  sitting.  Notice  has  to 
be  given,  so  that  when  it  is  done  there 
shall  be  full  opportunity  for  debate.  The 
motion  for  adjournment  for  the  Easter 
holidays  has  been  made  at  a  thne  of  great 
public  anxiety,  and  my  right  hon.  friend 
is  prevented  from  discussing  a  matter  of 
the  very  gravest  moment  by  the  accident 
of  an  hon.  Member  having  put  down  a 
motion.  I  venture  to  say  this  is  a  much 
more  important  thing  than  a  mere  ques- 
tion of  a  Member  getting  up  with  a  few 
of  his  friends  and  throwing  the  whole  of 
the  business  of  the  House  into  confusion 
in  order  to  bring  forward  something  in 
which  he  and  they  are  interested.  The 
new  practice  has  come  to  be  a  direct  in- 
fringement of  the  traditional  privileges 
of  the  House  on  the  motion  for  adjourn- 
ment for  the  holidays  to  discuss  the 
whole  gamut  of  public  policy.  | 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  sorry  to  ! 
interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  \ 
he  seems  to  think  it   is  the  invariable  I 
practice  to  put  down  the  motion  for  the  i 
adjournment  for  the  holidays  as  the  first  i 
Order,  so  that  there  can  be  a  long  dis-  i 
eussion.     I  assure  him  he  is  incorrect.  It 
is  not  absolutely  necessary  to  give  notice 
at  all.     The  motion  has  constantly  been 
put    at   the    end    of    the    Government 
Orders    of  the   Day,  and  not  at  the  be- 
ginning, so  that  if  a  discussion  were  to 
take  place  at  all  it  would  be  in  the  small 
hours  of  the  morniog. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNEliM an  : 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
hon.  Members  generally  will  agree  with 
me,  if  they  search  their  memories,  that 
the  making  of  the  motion  for  adjourn- 
ment for  the  holidays  has  always  been 


regarded  as  an  opportunity,  not  to  appro- 
priate the  whole  sitting,  but  an  oppor- 
tunity when  anything  urgent  can  be 
dealt  with.  It  is  such  an  opportunity 
that  is  being  invaded  at  the  present 
moment.  My  right  hon.  friend  wished 
to  call  attention  to  a  very  delicate  and 
difficult  question.  I  have  a  high  opinion 
of  the  sagacity  of  my  right  hon.  f riend^ 
but,  for  my  part,  I  should  not  have 
thought  that  the  present  is  a  very  oppor- 
tune moment  for  any  such  discussion  as 
he  proposed  to  raise.  But  that  is  a  matter 
of  personal  opinion.  I  do  not  complain 
because  I  have  been  shut  out  from  making 
a  speech.  I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  that  is  not  my  motive. 
But  I  do  think  there  is  more  involved 
than  the  mere  preventing  the  abuse  of  an 
irregular  mode  of  discussing  matters  by  a 
spontaneous  moving  of  the  adjournment 
of  the  House.  What  is  involved  is  an 
invasion  of  an  ancient  privilege,  which  I 
think  is  one  deserving  of  the  respect  of 
the  House. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Cockermouth) :  The  proceedings 
to-night  have  taken  a  very  extra- 
ordinary and,  I  think,  a  very  unfortunate 
turn.  We  have  been  deprived  of  an 
opportunity  which  many  of  us  wished  to 
avail  ourselves  of,  to  discuss,  as  we  have 
a  right  to  do,  the  position  in  which  we 
find  ourselves  in  regard  to  the  war.  And 
now  we  discover  we  are  unable  to  do  so 
on  account  of  a  bogus  motion  put  down 
by  an  hon.  Member  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House.  I  do  not  know  whether  even 
yet  the  Speaker  might  not  exercise 
his  authority.  Look  at  the  position. 
The  blocking  motion  is  for  an  "eariy 
day."  Now,  how  is  it  possible  for  an 
hon.  Member  who  is  now  in  South  Africa 
to  bring  on  his  motion  on  an  "eariy 
day  "  1  Could  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  not 
rule  that  this  is  a  bogus  motion  and 
enable  us  to  go  on  in  the  usual  way  1  It 
is  a  great  pity  if  we  cannot.  My  right 
hon.  friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
has  said  this  is  not  an  opportune  time  to 
discuss  the  South  African  position.  I 
think  it  is  an  opportune  time  always  to 
protest  against  the  injustice  and  the 
wrong  that  is  now  going  on.  There  is 
another  point.  What  has  become  of  free 
speech  in  this  country  1  We  are  driven 
about  from  pillar  to  post,  unable  to  get 
a  hearing,  and  we  thought  to  find  refuge 
in  this  House;  but  we  are  met  by  abo^% 
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vnotion  even  in  this  House.  This  question 
•of  free  speech  is  becoming  rather  serious. 
Some  hon.  Members  may  have  observed 
that  we  managed  to  have  a  dinner  the 
other  night  in  a  certain  place  of  resort  in 
London.  But  what  do  we  see  to-day  1 
Why,  that  the  man  who  holds  the  esta- 
iblishment  says  that  he  did  not  know 
what  our  dinner  was  about,  and  if  he  had 
known  he  would  have  swept  us  out.  I 
point  out  that  as  a  proof  of  the  difficulty 
of  getting  free  discussion  now.  Another 
incident  has  happened.  My  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  Carnarvon  Boroughs  is 
^oing  down  next  week  to  address  his  con- 
stituents, and  what  is  the  intimation  that 
he  has  got  ?  He  is  told  by  his  agent  that 
the  speakers  at  his  meeting  will  not  be 
interfered  with  except  by  the  missiles 
which  will  be  thrown  at  them  as 
they  enter  and  leave  the  hall.  That 
is  a  pretty  sort  of  thing  :  we  are  to 
travel  out  of  England  before  we  can 
obtain  the  right  of  free  speech.  An  hon. 
Gentleman  just  said  to  me,  "  If  you  want 
to  speak  against  the  war  come  over  to 
Ireland."  Fancy  being  driven  out  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  old  home  of  free 
speech,  and  being  obliged  to  go  to 
Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
speech  against  the  war.  It  is  a  sad  state 
of  things,  and  all  arising  out  of  the 
spirit  of  militarism  which  is  becoming 
predominant  in  this  country,  and  which, 
if  not  checked  very  shortly,  will  deprive 
us  of  many  of  the  rights  and  privileges 
we  so  highly  value. 
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Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  May  I 
suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  that  this  Conciliation  Committee 
is  a  little  misplaced,  and  that  if  he  wants 
to  produce  any  effect  with  it  he  should 
transfer  it  to  the  Transvaal,  and  see  if 
he  could  get  any  terms  of  conciliation 
from  the  Boers  out  there  1  I  am  not 
surprised  that  the  constituents  of  the 
hon.  Meml)er  for  Carnarvon  Boroughs 
should  promise  him  a  warm  reception, 
because  he  went  down  to  my  constituency 
to  speak  against  me.  Now  I  want  to  say 
a  word  with  regard  to  the  rival  claims — 
the  urgent  motion  for  an  early  day  for 
the  discussion  of  this  war,  and  the  motion 
which  is  blocked  by  that  motion.  My 
suggestion  is  that  l)oth  the  urgent  motion 
and  this  motion  should  be  allowed  to  go 
on,  and  I  submit  that  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
The  settled  and  considered    motion  can 
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be  debated  when  its  time  comes  on,  and 
this  motion  can  be  debated  now.  ThflH 
blocking  motions  have  taken  upon  tlwBr 
selves  a  very  formidable  character.  We 
have  thirty-three  Members  of  this  Houe 
away  without  leave  soldiering  in  Sootk 
Africa.  [An  Hon.  Member  :  Ask  for  a 
call.]  Yes,  but  the  time  has  gone  by  for 
calls  of  this  House,  otherwise  I,  for  one, 
should  be  very  glad  to  see  a  call  Now 
one  of  those  hon.  Members  before  he 
went  put  a  blocking  motion  on  the  Paper, 
and  the  subject  cannot  be  debated  in  his 
absence.  It  is  an  abuse  of  the  privilc^ 
of  this  House  to  put  down  such  a  motion, 
and  it  only  arises  from  the  fact  of  ri^ 
hon.  Members  on  the  front  bench  givinff 
hon.  Members  leave  to  serve  in  Soath 
Africa.  If  hon.  Members  had  to 
obtain  leave  of  the  House  before  ther 
went,  then  motions  standing  in  their 
names  would  lapse,  so  that  it  is  entiidj 
in  consequence  of  the  irregularity  of  hon. 
Members  going  away  without  obtaining 
leave  of  absence  that  this  unfortunate 
state  of  things  has  arisen.  My  ri^ht  hon. 
friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ireasuiy 
tells  us  that  there  is  to  be  a  Conmiittee 
appointed  to  consider  the  procedure 
of  this  House.  It  is  not  before  it  k 
wanted.  There  are  some  Standing  Orden 
which  most  urgently  require  amending, 
and  I  hope  those  Standing  Orders  will  be 
referred  to  that  Committee.  Am  I  to 
understand  from  my  right  hon.  iriead 
that  they  will  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee 1 

Mil.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  No;  my  hon. 
friend  is  not  to  understand  anything  of 
the  kind.  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  there 
ought  not  to  be  a  Committee  appointed 
to  revise  the  Standing  Orders,  but  that 
is  a  very  big  order,  and  I  certainly  must 

I  not  be  taken  to  make  any  proposal  on  so 

'.  large  a  scale. 

i      Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :    I  think  if 

;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consult 

the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  he  wouH 

find  that  there  are  several  which  venr 

\  much  require  to  be  amended. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
,  If  the  hon.   Gentleman  proposes  to  take 

action  on  this  matter,  I  suggest  that  he 
!  might  do  so  by  opposing  the  adjournment 
I  for  the  holidays,  on  the  ground  that 
j  we  ought  UDt  to  leave  here  until  we  have 

discussed  this  motion.    If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  will  do  that  I  will  tell  with  him.  I 
would  also  venture  to  suggest  to  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  that  there  is  a  way,  to  a 
certain  extent,  of  meeting  this  matter. 
In  olden  days  when  Bills  were  blocked 
by  a  notice,  the  notice  once  put  down 
lasted  the  whole  session ;  that  was  subse- 
quently modified  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  put  the  notice  down  being  obliged  to 
renew  his  notice  every  week.  It  seems 
to  me  that  we  might  meet  a  motion  of 
this  kind  by  laying  it  down  that  a  motion 
does  not  hold  good  unless  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  puts  it  down  is  in  his 
place  to  renew  it  every  week.  Then  if 
one  hon.  Gentleman  went  away  and 
another  hon.  Gentleman  desired  to  move 
a  similar  motion,  we  could  deal  with  it. 
We  have  to  deal  with  the  fact  that  an 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  gone  abroad 
has  put  down  a  motion,  and  this  prevents 
us  discussing  what  is  best  to  be  done 
under  the  circumstances  of  this  war. 
That  cannot  be  fair  or  proper,  and  we 
want  to  do  something.  My  right  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Bodmin  asked  two 
or  three  questions  which  have  not  yet 
been  answered.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  War  is  going  to 
answer  them  or  not,  and  I  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  they  are  questions  which 
demand  an  answer.  One  is  with  regard 
to  the  Transvaal  prisoners ;  we  have  a 
lar^e  number  of  prisoners,  and  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out,  our 
prisoners  are  well  treated  in  the  Trans- 
vaal, and  the  Boers  are  under  the  impres- 
sion, rightlv  or  wrongly,  that  the  pri- 
soners we  have  taken  are  not  so  well 
treated.  I  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman 
yesterday,*  and  he  told  me  that  there 
were  some  cases  of  illness,  and  some 
deaths.  We  want  thoroughly  to  under- 
stand that  something  is  being  done  and 
some  care  is  being  taken  in  order  to 
mitigate  and  improve  the  position  in 
which  these  unfortunate  men  are  placed. 
There  was  another  question  which  was 
pressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bodmin ;  he  asked  what 
the  law  was,  or  what  was  our  action 
with  regard  to  martial  law  at  the  Cape. 
He  pointed  out  that  three  men  who  were 
taken  under  martial  law  were  sent  down 
to  the  Cape,  and  when  they  arrived  at 
the   Cape  it  was   discovered   that  they 
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were  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  martial 
law,  and  that  they  were  then 
sent  back  to  the  place  from  which 
they  came,  where  martial  law  did 
exist,  where  they  were  released 
without  trial.  I  think  that  we  should 
know  something  about  this.  I  have 
always  urged  that  it  is  difficult  to  say 
whether  in  a  self-governing  colony  the 
military  commander  has  a  right  to 
administer  martial  law  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  governor  of  the  colony.  I  do 
not  think  he  has.  There  is  another  point 
that  I  should  like  to  have  some  under- 
standing about,  and  that  is  with  reference 
to  the  proclamation  read  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Colonial  Secretary. 
As  I  understood  it,  anybody  who  wantonly 
damaged  property  is  to  be  held  responsible 
for  such  damage  in  his  person  and  his 
goods.  I  do  not  think  that  we  had  any 
right  to  issue  such  a  proclamation ;  our 
being  at  war  with  the  Transvaal  does  not 
give  us  a  right  to  interfere  with  its  laws, 
unless  we  are  in  military  occupation  of 
the  country.  Then  there  is  another  pro- 
clamation issued  by  Sir  Alfred  Milner 
himself  that  we  shall  not  recognise  any 
transfer  of  property,  though  carried  out 
with  the  full  concurrence  of  the  courts, 
after  the  war  is  over.  We  have  no  right 
to  issue  such  a  proclamation  as  that. 
A  third  thing  which  I  should  like  to 
know  is,  what  is  the  status  of  a 
Free  Stater  in  that  part  of  the 
Free  State  occupied  by  our  troops. 
What  are  the  Free  Statei-s  at  the  present 
moment  %  Are  they  Free  Staters  or  are 
they  British  subjects  %  I  cannot  make 
out  myself.  I  presume  that  in  the  view 
of  Lord  Roberts  they  are  British  subjects, 
because  he  has,  without  any  right  or 
authority  whatsoever,  deposed,  as  you  may 
call  it,  the  President  of  the  Free  State 
Republic.  President  Steyn  he  spoke  of  as 
"  ex-President  Steyn,"  and  I  saw  here  yes- 
terday that  there  was  a  question  put  by 
an  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  side  to  a 
Gentleman  on  the  front  bench  asking 
something — I  forget  exactly  what  it  was, 
but  the  words  used  were  "  ex-President 
Steyn."  I  would  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  or  the  Under  Secretary 
for  War  whether  we  do  recognise 
President  Steyn  as  the  President  of 
the  Free  State  or  not,  and  whether  we 
still  recognise  the  authority  of  the  Orange 
Free  State  as  an  independent  Republic  at 
pres3nt.  I  am  not  questioning  as  to 
whether  there  is  to  be  annexatAaw  <2Pt  \jkRjC. 
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I  wish  to  know  what  is  the  status  of  the 
Orange  Free  State  at  present  inter- 
nationally, and  what  is  the  status  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Free  State  toward  us. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
E.) :  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
suggests  that  the  main  difficulty  occupy- 
ing us  this  afternoon  would  be  to  some 
extent  met  by  referring  this  matter  to  a 
Committee  of  Procedure.  Well,  of 
course,  even  this  method  of  inquiry  will 
take  time,  and  probably  will  not  result  in 
the  mitigation  of  the  situation  in  which 
we  are  placed  for  some  time.  Therefore, 
unless  some  practical  step  is  taken  the 
suggestion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury will  not  relieve  the  House  from  the 
difficulty  of  dealing  with  the  question  at 
all  for  a  very  long  time.  The  question  I 
have  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury is  whether  he  will  not  communicate 
with  his  hon.  friend  who  has  this  motion 
on  the  Paper,  and  take  such  steps  as  may 
be  desirable,  and  communicate  also  with 
other  Members  who  may  wish  to  place 
similar  motions  on  the  Paper,  so  that 
when  reasonable  occasion  does  arise  in 
the  course  of  the  present  session  for 
dealing  with  this  question  the  House 
may  be  able  to  discuss  it.  I  think  after 
the  discussion  we  have  had  to-day  we 
ought  to  have  some  assurance  from  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  he  will 
make  an  effort  to  free  the  House  from 
the  difficulty  of  discussing  a  question 
which  up  to  the  present  moment  may  not 
l)e  ripe  for  discussion,  but  which  within  a 
few  weeks  may  become  eminently  ripe  for 
discussion. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  will  telegraph. 

TiieUNDER  secretary  of  STATE 
FOR  WAR  (Mr.  Wyndham,  Dover) :  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  referred  to 
two  subjects  which  were  raised  in  the  first 
place  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bodmin.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man put  the  case  in  such  a  pointed 
manner  as  to  require  an  answer  from  me 
with  reference  to  the  prisoners  of  the 
South  African  Republic,  and  also  on  the 
subject  of  the  administration  of  martial 
law.  In  regani  to  the  case  of  the  Boer 
prisoners  in  our  hands  and  the  treatment 
of  the  sick  and  wounded  I  have  given  a 
certain  amount  of  information  to  the 
House,  and  I  think  all  I  can  add  to 
that   information   is  that   no  distinction 

Mr.  Ldboucliere, 


I  whatever  is  drawn  in  Soath  Africa  t»- 

I  tween    the    wounded    and    dck  ci  tk 

enemy     and    the    wounded     and    wnk 

of   our  own  men.     A  sick  or  womided 

Boer,  like  a  sick  or    wounded  En^itb- 

man,  is  carried  into  one  of  our  hoepUli, 

field  or  stationary,  and  is  treated  without 

:  any  kind  of  discrimination,  just  in  tlie 

:  same  way  as  any  person  run  over  in  the 

I  streets  of  London  would    be   treated  if 

I  carried  into  a  hospital.     All  that  can  be 

!  done  to  alleviate  the   necessary  horron 

and  distresses  of  war  is  done,  and  I  mav 

I  say  always  has  been  done.     I  say  widi 

;  confidence  that  one  of  the  outcomes  of 

I  war  has  often  been  the  touching  com- 

:  miseration  shown  for  the  victims  of  war, 

and  that  has  always  been  characteristie 

of  the  officers  who  have  commanded  in 

the  British  Army.     Now  I   pass  to  the 

question  of  the  procedure  under  martial 

law. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  What  I  wanted 
to  know  was  whether  it  was  consistent 
I  with  the  health  of  these  piisoners  that 
:  they  should  all  be  shut  up  together  in  the 
I  hulks. 
I 

i      Mr.  wyndham  :  The  hon.  Member 
I  is  aware  that  we  have  made  arransementa 
for  their  removal  from  the    hulks,  and 
either  confining  them  on    shoi*e   at  the 
\  Gape  or  sending    them  to  St.    Helena. 
;  Prisoners     who     were     taken     at     the 
I  earlier    stages   of   the   war   expressed  a 
1  preference    to  go   to  St.  Helena.      The 
i  question  of  the  safety  of    the  prisoners 
I  must    be    paramount.     The    right    hon. 
I  Gentleman     the    Member     for    Bodmin 
:  quoted  a  definition  of  martial  law  as  no 
law  at  all.      I  think  that  goes  a  great 
deal  too  far.     There  is  some  confusion  in 
the  minds  of    hon.  Members  as   to  the 
difference  between  martial  law  and  mili- 
tary law.     Military  law  only  applies  to 
soldiers  and  to  persons  amenable  to  Army 
discipline.     Martial  law  is  a  wholly  dis- 
tinct matter.      It  is  the  best  substitute 
which  can  be  contrived    by    those  com- 
manding an  army  of  occupation  for  the 
civil  law  which  has  been  dislocated  and 
impaired  by  the  very  fact  that  warlike 
operations  are  being  prosecuted,  and  it  i» 
in  that  spirit  that  martial  law  is  adminis 
tered.     That  general  statement,  I  think, 
completely   answers    the    criticisms    the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  has  offered.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has  asked 
what  is  the  status  of  the  Free  Staters  in 
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the  portions  of  the  Free  State  occupied 
hy  our  Army.  The  Free  Staters  have  the 
status  that  the  French  had  when  the  army 
of  Grermany  occupied  a  portion  of  France, 
And  that  the  Turks  had  when  the  army  of 
Kussia  occupied  a  portion  of  the  Turkish 
Empire — ^that  is  to  say,  they  are  persons 
living  in  an  area  occupied  by  a  pre- 
ponderating military  force.  The  duty  of 
the  officer  commanding  that  force  is  two- 
fold. He  must,  by  the  immemorial  con- 
sent of  nations,  take  all  necessary  steps 
for  the  safety  of  his  force,  and  he  is  ex- 
*  pected  to  take  all  the  steps  he  can  to 
provide  a  substitute  for  the  civil  law 
which  has  been  destroyed  owing  to  the 
fact  that  the  army  is  there.  Take  the 
other  case  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. Take  the  case  of  a  portion  of  Cape 
Colony  where  martial  law  has  been  pro- 
claimed. We  have  been  reading  in  the 
newspapers  that  magistrates  have  in 
some  cases  been  prisoners  for  weeks  and 
months  surrounded  by  rebels  in  arms. 
That  is  an  illustration  of  my  point. 
Civil  law  has  become  impossible,  and  in 
such  a  case  the  military  commander  is 
the  only  one  who  can  supply  a  substitute. 
Lately  detailed  instructions  have  been 
issued  to  guide  officers  who  administer 
martial  law.  They  are  instructed  to 
follow  as  far  as  possible  the  rules  of 
evidence  and  to  model  their  proceedings 
on  the  proceedings  of  civil  tribunals,  and 
their  attention  has  been  specially  directed 
to  any  charges,  the  presumption  of  which 
might  not  be  well  founded,  urged  against 
persons  of.  Dutch  nationality  ;  and  in 
respect  of  the  more  serious  charges  of 
high  treason,  which  would  carry  with 
them  the  extreme  penalty  of  the  law, 
it  has  been  provided  that  a  judge  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Cape  Colony  shall  pre- 
nide  over  the  trials,  although  conducted 
under  the  provisions  of  martial  law. 
Beyond  that  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible 
to  go.  The  best  guarantee  that  we  can 
have  in  this  House  is  in  the  character 
and  record  of  the  officer  who,  in  the  last 
resort,  administers  this  law  in  South 
Africa — Field  Marshal  Lord  Roberts.  As 
far  as  I  am  aware,  the  only  scandals 
which  have  occurred  under  martial 
law  were  when  the  personal  character 
of  some  commander — I  am  speaking  of 
centuries  ago — was  such  as  to  make  him 
negligent  of  the  duties  falling  upon  him. 
Under  such  circumstances  I  am  convinced 
that  Lord  Roberts,  with  all  the  facts 
before  him,  is  better  able  to  temper  justice 


with  mercy  than  we  are,  and  that  he  will 
lose  no  opportunity  of  doing  so. 

Mr.   BRYN   ROBERTS    (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) :  The  only  rule  of  the  House 
with  respect  to  the   point  in  dispute  is 
that  which  was  announced  in  1897.  Prac- 
tically, the  House  has  no  option  in  the 
matter.      If  at   that  time   the  Speaker 
misconstrued  a  rule,  and  adopted  one  for 
which  there  is  no  warrant  in  the  Stand- 
ing Orders,  the  House  has  practically  no 
means  whatever  of  disagreeing  with  that 
ruling.     Therefore  it  is  rather  hard  to  say 
that  the  practice  of  the  House  has  fol- 
lowed that.     It  is  not  the  practice  of  the 
House,  but  the  practice  of  the  Speaker 
who  gave  the  ruling.     I  wish  to  ask  as  a 
;  question  of  order  whether  the  rule  obtains 
i  in  this  House  which  obtains  in  courts   of 
'  law,  that  every  Speaker  is  bound  to  follow 
,  the  ruling  of  every  previous  Speaker  as  to 
!  the  meaning  of  any  particular  Standing 
I  Order.     If  that  be  the  case,  it  seems  to 
me    that    the    House   is    absolutely  at 
I  the  mercy  of  any  Speaker  who  may  be 
!  in   the  chair  at   the   moment — that   he 
'  may  give  a  ruling  on  a  Standing  Order 
i  which  every  subsequent  Speaker  will  be 
;  bound  to  follow,  as   it  is  practically  im- 
'  possible  for  the  House  to  rescind  it.    The 
,  only  way  in  which  it  could  be  rescinded, 
I  so  far  as  private  Members  are  concerned, 
;  is  by    balloting,  but    according    to  my 
experience  you  may  ballot  for  years  and 
years  without  success.    If  you  do  succeed 
in  gaining  a  chance  it  is  probably  taken 
away  from    you.       The   result  is  most 
deplorable.     Free  debate  on  the  part  of 
private  Members   has    been    completely 
abolished  within  the  last  twelve  or  fifteen 
years,  not  by  the  action   of  the   House, 
except  in  a  very  slight  degree,  but   by 
rulings  from  the  Chair,  over  which  the 
j  House  has   absolutely  no  control   what- 
!  ever. 
i 

I  *Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
'  hon.  Member  will  not  be  in  order  in  dis- 
i  cussing  the  rulings  of  the  Chair.  More- 
I  over,  he  is  altogether  wrong  in  saying  the 
j  House  has  no  remedy.  The  House  can 
!  always  deal  with  such  rulings  by  a  sub- 
I  stantive  motion. 

!  Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  :  I  will  not 
proceed  any  further  with  the  subject. 
What  I  meant  by  saying  the  House  had 
no  remedy  was  that  the  private  Members 
have  practically  no  remedy,  beoBMSfi^  SX.  S& 
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absolutely  useless,  unless  the  Government 
take  the  linatter  up,  to  endeavour  to  obtain 
by  ballot  any  change  in  the  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House.  With  reganl 
to  the  position  of  the  Government,  the 
fact  is  that  no  matter  who,  whether  the 
Conservatives  or  whether  the  Liberals, 
are  in  power,  they  are  always  in  favour 
of  the  restriction  of  the  rights  of  private 
Members,  and  therefore  they  will  never 
move  in  the  matter.  They  can  always—  : 
and  properly — count  on  the  support  of 
the  Chair  in  the  carrying  on  of  business, 
and  therefore  they  never  take  any  steps 
for  the  purpose  of  recovering  the  lost 
liberties  of  the  House  in  respect  of 
debate.  I  hope  that  private  Meml^ers  ; 
will  take  this  into  consideration,  and 
that,  irrespective  of  party — and  I  may 
now  appeal  to  the  Conservatives — they 
will  put  pressure  on  the  Government  in 
order  that  some  of  this  lost  lil)erty  of 
debate  may  be  recovered.  To  pass  to 
the  other  matters  which  have  been  dis- , 
cussed,  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  has 
rather  misapprehended  the  complaint  in 
regard  to  the  exercise  of  martial  law.  It  is 
not  that  the  ultimate  decisions  have  been 
unjust.  I  have  been  carefully  through  ! 
the  newspapers,  and  I  do  not  find  any 
great  complaint  of  the  ultimate  decisions. 
As  a  rule  the  cases  in  which  complaints 
have  been  made  are  cases  in  which 
persons  have  l)een  kept  under  martial  law 
for  long  pei'iods  without  examination  or 
trial,  or  even  the  formulation  of  charges 
against  them,  and  when  charges  have 
been  formulated  they  have  been  proved 
to  be  unfounded.  Our  suspicion  is  that 
under  maitial  law  private  individuals  are 
enabled  to  wreak  their  vengeance  upon 
other  piivate  individuals  in  the  district. 
That  is  ail  evil  which  ol)tains  in  all 
countries  in  times  of  agitation  and 
especially  in  times  of  panic.  It  was  so  in 
France  at  the  time  of  the  1870  war.  At 
that  time  it  was  dangei-ous  for  almost 
any  foreigner  to  travel  in  France,  for  fear 
of  being  denounced  as  a  spy.  I  am 
afraid  there  is  a  similar  danger  now  with 
regard  to  the  state  of  affairs  in  South 
Africa  in  the  districts  in  which  military 
operations  have  taken  place,  especially 
in  Cape  Colony,  where  we  find  that 
respectable  Dutch  people  have  been  in- 
carcerated for  weeks,  many  of  them  l>eing 
subjected  to  the  same  rules  of  imprison- 
ment and  diet  as  are  imposed  upon  con- 1 
victs,  and  afterwards  liberated  without  | 

Mr,  Bryii  Iloberts, 


conviction.  There  are  not  merely  one  or 
two,  but  a  large  number  of  theie  cms, 
and  they  lead  us  to  believe  that  there  hii 
l>een  a  gross  abuse  of  this  power,  not  in 
the  higher  officers  who  decide  thes 
matters,  but  in  the  underlings.  There 
certainly  ought  to  be  some  investigatioD 
of  this  matter,  as  there  is  great  cuoger 
that  feelings  will  be  emibittered  and  tlie 
pacification  of  the  districts  made  more 
difficult  if  such  injustices  are  perpetntaL 
I  wish  also  to  refer  to  the  treatment  oi 
the  Boer  prisoners.  The  complaint  is  not 
that  the  wounded  are  not  properir 
treated.  We  know  that  our  medical  men 
are  absolutely  above  any  petty  revenge 
of  that  kind.  There  has  never  been  the 
slightest  hint  or  suspicion  that  they  vere 
in  the  least  degi*ee  tainted  by  any  ptr- 
tiality  in  their  ti*eatment  of  the  woundei 
But  there  certainly  has  been  some  feeling 
with  respect  to  the  treatment  of  the  un- 
wounded  prisoners.  That  has  now  been 
recognised,  and  we  are  told  that  they  are 
to  be  brought  ashore.  It  is  humiliating 
enough  for  Englishmen  to  be  beaten  in 
the  field  by  our  enemies,  but  it  is  more 
humiliating  to  be  l)eaten  by  the  Boers  in 
magnanimity  of  conduct  towards  apgo- 
nents.  We  certainly  have  been  betten 
in  that  respect.  ["  No  ! "]  How  have 
they  treated  prisoners?  They  migbi 
have  sent  them  to  underground  mines 
under  the  pretence  of  securing  safety, 
especially  as  they  had  the  excuse  thit 
several  prisoners  have  escaped,  and  that 
they  have  very  few  men  to  guard  the 
lemainder,  practically  all  the  able-bodied 
men  being  at  the  fix)nt.  But  they  did 
nothing  of  the  kind.  On  the  other  hand 
we  have  thousands  and  thousandsof  men  io 
South  Africa  who  could  without  difficulty 
1>e  put  in  charge  of  the  Boer  prisoners  on 
shore,  but  instead  of  that  the  prisonei^ 
are  being  sent  to  St.  Helena.  The  two 
newspaper  con-espondents — Mr.  Winston 
Churchill  and  another — who  have  beeo 
taken  prisoners  have  l>een  most  strungly 
impressed  by  the  Boer  conduct  in  thi* 
respect.  It  seems  that  as  soon  as  coriv- 
spondents  come  into  personal  contact  with 
the  Boers,  their  sense  of  honour,  honesty 
and  tnith  obliges  them  to  give  our 
opponents  the  highest  character.  The 
Boei*s  have  also  beaten  us  in  magiianimity 
to  helpless  men  and  men  crying  lor 
quarter.  There  has  not  been  a  single 
complaint  against  the  Boers  of  having  re- 
fused to  give  quarter  when  asked.  On 
the    contrary,    they   have  gone  further 
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than  the  rules  of  warfare  and  the  practice 
of  soldiers  demanded.  On  the  other 
hand,  we  have  correspondents  and  privates 
writing  home  after  the  battles  of  the 
Modder,  Elandslaagte,  and  others, 
priding  themselves  on  the  fact  that  the 
Boers  were  falling  on  their  knees 
prajring  for  mercy,  and  receiving 
the  reply,  "Remember  Majuba  Hill," 
and  then  being  bayonetted  or  shot. 
I  am  eager  and  willing  to  believe  that 
these  stories  are  somewhat  exaggerated, 
and  I  cannot  believe  that  there  are  many 
men  in  our  Army  who  have  fallen  so  low ; 
but  the  fact  that  these  reports  were  sent 
home  by  soldiers  and  newspaper  corre- 
spondents shows  that  among  a  section  of 
them,  at  any  rate,  a  depraved  state  of 
things  exists  in  respect  to  this  matter. 
It  is  not  a  noble  and  manly  or  a  soldier- 
like thing  to  kill  a  man  who  is  begging 
for  mercy,  and  I  wish  that  our  com- 
manders would  take  care  that  a  proper 
feeling  should  be  cultivated  amongst  the 
troops,  although  I  believe  that  that  feeling 
animates  a  large  majority  of  our  men. 
We  should  also  see  that  that  feeling 
extends  to  this  base  minority  who  have 
not  acted  according  to  the  rules  of  war, 
and  have  evidently  declined  to  give 
quarter  to  the  enemy  when  asked  to  do 
so.  [Cries  of  "  Divide!"]  This  is  a  matter 
of  great  importance,  and  this  is  the  only 
opportunity  we  shall  have  of  discussing 
it,  so  I  do  not  see  why  hon.  Members 
should  be  in  such  a  hurry  to  divide.  I 
think  some  trouble  should  be  taken  by 
those  in  charge  of  our  troops  to  see 
that  the  laws  of  warfare  are  not  abused 
by  our  troops. 

♦Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT  ^Sheffield, 
Central) :  I  am  astonished  at  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Eifion  Divi- 
sion. It  seems  to  me  that  the  hon. 
Member  is  willing  to  believe  every  story 
against  our  Army 

Mr    BRYN  ROBERTS :  I  desire  to 
say  that 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  has  no  right  to  interrupt 
unless  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  in  pos 
session  of  the  House  gives  way. 

♦Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  hon.  Member  is 
ready  to  credit  every  possible  story 
against  our  own  troops,  and  to  give  credit 
to  the  Boers  where  no  credit  whatever  is 


due.  I  was  present  at  the  capitulation  at 
Paardeberg,  and  I  can  tell  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  treatment  of  the  Boer 
prisoners  by  the  English  soldiers  was 
admirable  to  see.  Our  soldiers  did  every- 
thing they  could  to  relieve  the  distress  of 
the  Boers.  The  hon.  Member  complains 
that  our  men  did  not  give  them  water.  I 
can  assure  him  that  our  soldiers  went 
amongst  the  prisoners,  giving  them  both 
food  and  water,  not  only  after  the  capitu- 
lation, but  also  on  their  way  to  the 
Modder.  I  had  no  intention  of  speak- 
ing, but  I  could  not  possibly  sit  and  listen 
to  a  statement  of  this  kind  and  not  say  a 
word  in  refutation  of  it.  Something  has 
been  said  about  the  treatment  of  the 
Boer  wounded.  I  have  seen  a  great 
many  Boer  wounded  in  a  great  many 
hospitals  in  different  parts  of  South 
Africa,  and  I  can  bear  testimony  to  the 
most  undoubted  fact  which  was  stated 
by  the  Under  Secretary  for  War  that  no 
difference  whatever  has  been  made  in  the 
treatment  of  the  Boer  wounded  and  the 
English  wounded.  In  the  hospital  at 
Wynberg  I  conversed  with  many  Boer 
prisoners,  and  I  also  spoke  to  Com- 
mandant Pretorius,  and  I  asked  him  if 
they  had  any  complaint  to  make  or  any 
suggestion  for  better  treatment.  Com- 
mandant Pretorius  said  that  nothing 
could  exceed  the  kindness  of  oiu*  troops 
and  the  Army  Medical  Corps  to  the 
Boer   prisoners,  and    gratitude  was  de- 

?icted  on  the  face  of  every  Boer  prisoner 
saw.  I  desire  to  say  one  word  in  regard 
to  the  admirable  work  which  has  been  done 
by  the  Royal  Army  Medical  Department 
in  Cape  Colony,  Natal,  at  the  front,  at 
the  stationary  hospital,  and  at  the  base 
hospital.  Nothing  could  possibly  exceed 
the  kindness,  the  skill,  and  the  zeal  with 
which  they  have  done  their  work,  and 
one  is  gratified  to  know  that  the  recent 
changes  made  in  the  Royal  Army  Medical 
Department  have  not  only  been  a  great 
improvement,  but  they  have  given  great 
satisfaction  to  the  officers  of  the  Army 
itself.  I  should  like  to  thank  Her 
Majesty's  Grovernment  for  having 
appointed  some  of  the  leading  surgeons  of 
the  day  to  proceed  to  the  seat  of  war,  and 
I  also  desire  to  thank  those  eminent 
surgeons  who  have  sacrificed  their  prac- 
tice and  gone  out  to  the  front  in  order 
to  render  the  best  possible  ser\'ice  to  our 
troops.  The  hon.  Member  opposite  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  have 
spoken  of  the  treatment  of  vsav^wwA^ 
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Bi3er  prisoners.     I  saw  the  Boer  prisoners 
at  Simons  Town,  and  I  saw  them  in  camp 
mysHjlf.       Their  oamp    is    organised   on 
exactly  the   sme  principles  :is  the  camp 
.»i  ji  British  resjimeiit.     The  prisoners  are 
divided  into  1  battalions,  they  are  fed  in 
the  same  wav,  and  are  tendetl  ami  camped 
ill  fxactly  the  same  way  ;u  our  own  men. 
When,  scaiveiy  tour  weeks  ago,  I  was  in 
the  IxKT  prisoner*'  i-amp  at  Simons  Town, 
it  wa8  a  pleae^ui-e  to  me  to  see  how  happy 
and     iiieiry    :he     \^OMT    prisoners    were, 
playing  fiHuliall  .ind  other  irames,  and  to 
-.CO     >vhaL     M)uives    of     i-ecreiition    were 
|iin\idcd    t\>r    :heiu.     I    think    I    should 
idd      .1      \vuitl      -a*      two      alK)iit      the 
.idiiiinisLrauon   ot   riiarcial    hiw.     I    have 
U:in    Ml    Natal,    ^i*  also  in  frontier  pro- 
\iiiiVfs     atui     from     no    source    have    I 
lui'u    iMo    lo   <>i>taiii  any  evidence   that 
lu.iiu.ii  \\\\\  >s  adniiiiistcivd  in  a  rigorous 
.>t     luiixii    x^ay.       '  )n    the    contrary,  in 
iMtiiKUi,     ror    L'xanipio,    under    the    ad- 
iiiiMiNiUbitoti    «tf    martial    law    hy     Cap- 
1,1  in   IVuv    >s'ou,  T!iai»y   «>f    the    inhabi- 
i.ini.s     xi>d      'o      Tuo     that     they     had 
uiMi   ^cvn  '. iu"  lown  so  '(uiet  and  so  well 
.»id»uo,    -I    ^o   much    [>eace  and   liberty 
|iu'\.iiIm»^.       I' he   t»nly    ^cher   matter    I 
.li-.iiv  lo  Aihiiio  lo  is  ,k>  to  Lord  Roberts. 
M\    hi'n.  MuMKi  the   I'ndcr  Secretary  of 
ti.iii!  loi    ^^  .li    ^Uiicd  that  he  was  quite 
.IU*       iiai     i     ^>iii*    'i»c   ilesii-e   of    Lord 
K,.:»vii.>     *'      io      ■\i'iy  thing    that     was 
......  ..M-     ,'     liin.niisi'    ihc    racial  feeling 

wiuvj,    ....r.ii.iuiu  i\ ,  uniioubtedly  exists 

■  u     ».K..i»     \.ii\..i.       It    is    impossible   to 

\i^.^^..».*  »K'  Miaoitiinarv  tiict  with 
.i-iivli  '  '.o  'v»uvi  un 'Kiii  ;u.tcd  thn^ughout 
-.1   .   .  .»;uju*.i;ii,    iv'L   liiinc   concerning  our 

■  XV  i;     \  iii\.'Kii    .oncoining  the  adminis- 

■  !;i..-.;  '.  iu-  vviii'icd  di!>tricts.  There 
.  »    i..4.i\     K's'pic  ^>iu>,  without  knowledge 

;k  .u.-s  liinlv  tlhit  LiHtl  Roberts  may 
'i.vx    ^v'.u    »v»  m:  -n  his  desire  to  extend 

wiil^/.i^  i«  ;lK'cic  >vho  have  now  l>een 
..'..,«     :;    ka    iiiioiiunate  position  m  the 

■.  ..»i'.xv:  ij.iiiviN,  I  wiis  pi-esent  when 
I  •  ».  \»\;i-.  cvviNi-vl  l»encral  Cronje, 
,  I  I  '  \».*.  xv^uivini  of  all  the  arrange- 
•  M  u     luuic  Fi»i-  I  he  conveyance  of  the 

I.  .  I'.iK .  .  u'  SiUKWicN  town,  and  I  can  say 
.!»,.  :»,iv  ..  ix'  Mn^ic  iHitchman  in  Cape 
\  .-lax.  'J  '\i  N.ual.  yH'  in  the  occupied 
;i  .  ..i.,  'i  '!!  ^iwy  district  in  which 
...  ..  i:.i  ".4^^  |>;ivails,  who  d<.>es  not  realise 
.  I  .1  ■  I.  <  «'a»!iiu;iuci-nt  Chief  of  the  British 
..  ..J..  M  Si'.aa  Vtiicais  not  oi»ly  doing 
.!i    i!».n    !u     »K»t»M!»iy   can    to   bring   the 

,i»iH,^i.ii   iv'    4  '•acccs.^ful  conclusion,  but 


he  is  also  doing  all  he  can  to  mininutt 
those  horrors  of  war  which  are  absolutdT 
inevitable  from  its  pursuit.  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  further,  but  I  could  not 
remain  seated  and  hear  the  statements 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Eifion 
Division,  which  are  calculated  to  do  great 
harm  to  Her  Majesty's  forces,  who  are 
doing  their  very  best  in  South  Africa  for 
their  Queen  and  country.  Such  a  state- 
ment cannot  fail  to  cause  pain  to  honoor- 
able  and  gallant  officers,  who  are  doinf 
their  utmost  to  administer  the  law  ana 
the  responsibilities  confided  to  them  in 
the  most  humane  and  admirable  manner. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  X.) :  I  only 
wish  to  say  one  word  on  this  subject  io 
regard  to  the  nile  which  has  hampered 
the  House.  No  doubt  there  is  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  from  the  standpoint  of 
inconvenience  ;  but,  I  think,  we  ought  to 
remember  also  that  this  much-abused 
rule  has  its  advantages.  This  rule  has 
prevented  to-day  a  del>ate  which  I  con- 
sider would  have  done  a  good  deal  of 
harm  in  South  Africa,  l>ecause  any  re- 
marks made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Eifion  Division  would  have  been  tele- 
graphed over  to  South  Africa  and  they 
would  have  done  a  great  deal  of  mis- 
chief. Therefore,  this  rule  has  tended  to 
save  us  from  having  a  del>fite  upon  the 
arrangement  of  the  terms  of  peace,  upon 
which  question  the  expression  of  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bodmin  and  others  would 
have  done  immense  mischief  at  the 
present  time.  In  altering  this  nde  we 
must  rememlier  that  there  is  a  good  aide 
to  it,  and  no  sti-oneer  instance  of  its 
utility  can  be  found  than  the  proceedings 
of  this  afternoon,  whereby  this  rule  has 
prevented  a  most  mischievous  and  dan- 
gerous discussion,  and  one  which,  if  it 
had  taken  place,  would  have  done 
immense  harm  in  this  country.  In 
regard  to  this  war  the  time  seems  to 
have  come  when  a  ceitain  number  of 
hon.  Meml)ers  of  this  House  do  not  mind 
what  they  say  or  how  they  abuse  our  own 
men.  Not  only  this,  but  they  seem  to 
delight  in  beliering  everything  that  i? 
said  ag:iinst  us  whether  it  is  true  or 
not.  The  hon.  Memlwr  siiid  with  regard 
to  one  of  the  statements  he  made  that 
he  did  not  think  it  was  tnie,  and  that 
it  was  mere  hearsay,  and  yet  he 
has  repeated  it  in  this  House,  and  no 
doubt  it   will   l>e    telegraphed  to  South 
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Africa,  where  it  may  do  incalcidable  mis- 
chief. I  saw  instances  of  this  when  I  was 
in  South  Africa  at  the  beginning  of  the 
war.  I  am  surprised  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  do  not  restrain  themselves,  and 
are  inclined  to  think  that  the  only  nation 
in  the  world  that  is  criminal  to  the  root 
is  our  own  country.  I  think  it  is  a  grand 
thing  that  this  rule  has  prevented  a  very 
mischievous  debate  from  taking  place. 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Holmfirth):  I  desire  to  make  a  protest 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Central 
Sheffield  coming  here  and  accusing  my 
bon.  friend  of  saying  things  which  he 
never  said.  If  the  hon.  Member  had 
l)een  present  during  the  whole  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Eifion 
Division  he  would  not  have  made  those 
remarks. 


Sir   HOWARD    VINCENT: 
here  the  whole  of  the  time. 


I    was 


Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON:  It  is  not  fair  to 
accuse  my  hon.  friend  of  things  which 
he  did  not  say.  The  whole  statement 
made  by  my  hon.  friend  was  with  refer- 
ence to  the  prisoners  on  board  ship,  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  thinks  he  disputes 
that  complaint  by  speaking  of  the  camp, 
he  is  very  much  mistaken.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Islington  repeated 
similar  slanders. 

Mr.  hartley  :  I  rise  to  order,  Mr. 
Speaker.  Is  the  hon.  Member  in  order 
in  using  such  language  1 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  No ;  the  hon.  Member 
should  withdraw  that  expression. 

Mr,  H.  J.  WILSON :  I  beg  leave  to 
withdraw  those  words. 

♦Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  I 
desire  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  what  he  intends  to  do  in  view 
of  the  Return  which  has  just  been  issued 
in  regard  to  the  sea  fisheries  of  the  United 
Kin^om,  which  shows  a  falling  off  in 
the  fishing  population  of  Scotland  of  25 
per  cent.  This  is  a  very  serious  matter, 
for  there  is  no  such  falling  oflf  either  in 
England,  Wales,  or  in  Ireland.  In  the 
year  1894  the  number  of  persons  em- 
ployed in  the  fishing  industry  in  Scotland 
was  50,589,  but  in  1898  it  had  fallen  to 
58,508,  or  a  decrease  of  12,081.     I  wish 
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to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  Government  propose  to  take 
any   steps   to   inquire  into   this   matter. 
I  have  repeatedly  brought  the  question 
of  illegal  trawling  under  the  notice  of  the 
Lord  Advocate.     I  have  no  doubt  illegal 
trawling  is   largely   responsible   for  this 
state  of  things,  and  is  simply  ruining  the 
line  fishing.     As   the    hon.    Member  for 
Aberdeen  stated  the  other  night,  fishermen 
are  being  driven  from  the  fishing  villages 
into  the  large  towns.     The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  knows  what  a  fine  body  of 
men  these  Scotch  fishermen  are,  and  we 
are  fast  losing  a  very  valuable  class  from 
which  the  Naval  and  Marine  services  may 
be  recruited.     The  Lord  Advocate  has 
treated  this  matter  very  lightly,  and  he 
has  not  the  courtesy  to  come  and  take 
his  seat  while   the  subject  is  being  dis 
cussed.        The     registered     number     of 
fishing  boats   in  Scotland  in    1894  was 
11,217,  but  in  1898  it  had  fallen  to  10,485, 
or  a  fall  of  732.     There  is  no  such  fall 
in  England,  Wales,  or  in  Ireland,  where 
the  number   of  fishermen  are  increasing, 
and  it  is  only  in  Scotland  that  there  is 
this    tremendous    diminution,    which    I 
attribute  to  illegal  trawling.     This  subject 
does   not  receive   the   attention   of  the 
Government,  and  I  would  urge  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  see  if  he  cannot 
send  down  some  of  the  cruisers  which  are 
now    lying  idle  to  do    police  duty,   so 
that    this  great   Scottish   industry    may 
be    protected,   and   not    allowed    to   go 
to   ruin.      With   regard  to   the   unsatis- 
factory  harbours   we  may  be   told  that 
they  were  good  enough  fifty  years  ago, 
but  they  are  unsuitable  now  owing  to  the 
increased  size  of  fishing  boats  ;  moreover, 
no  fund  is  provided  for  their  upkeep  and 
extension.     I  should  be  elad  to  have  the 
attention  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
to  these  matters,  seeing  that  they  are 
treated    with   such   indifference    by    the 
Lord  Advocate.     The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  claims  to  be  a  Scotsman,  and  I 
think  he  might  show  a  little  sympathy 
to  those  of    his    countrymen     who    are 
now  in  such  a  plight  in  regard  to  the 
fishing  industry.      1  trust  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  give  his  attention  to  this 
subject,    and    not    allow     this    terrible 
depopulation  of    the   fishing  villages   in 
Scotland  to  go  on.     I  am  sorry  to  have  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  on  such  an 
occasion ;  but  it  is  a  matter  of  very  serious 
importance  to  the  Scottish  people,  and  I 
deplore  the  want  of  courtesy  shown  by 
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the  Lord  Advocate  in  failing  to  be  in  his 
place  when  such  questions  are  laid  before 
the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


XEJr  BILL 

BANK  HOLIDAY  ACTS  AMENDMENT. 
Bill  to  amend  the  Bank  Holiday  Acus, 
1871  and  1874,  and  to  make  provision  for 
an  additional  Bank  Holiday,  to  be  called 
Empire  Day,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Faithfuli  Begg,  Sir  Howard  Vincent, 
Lieutenant-Colonel  Pryce-Jones,  Mr. 
Hedder^ick,  Mr.  Scott  Montagu,  Mr. 
William  Johnston,  Mr.  Bainbridge,  and 
Mr.  Price. 

BANK    HOLIDAY    ACTS   AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

"To  amend  the  Bank  Holiday  Acts, 
1871  and  1874,  and  to  make  provision  for 
an  additional  Bank  Holiday,  to  be  called 
Empire  Day,"  presented  accordingly,  and 
read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Wednesday,  23rd  May,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  175.] 


FINANCE     BILL. 
[Third  Reading.] 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

*The  CHANGP:LL0R  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  I  undertook,  in  moving  the 
Third  Reading,  to  give  to  the  House  some 
information  with  regard  to  the  details  of 
the  revenue  and  expenditure  of  last  year, 
and  the  influence  which  the  great  increase 
in  the  revenue  last  year  may  have  upon 
the  revenue  receipt  of  the  year  in  which 
we  now  stand.  Hon.  Members  will  see 
from  the  Paper  which  has  been  pre- 
sented* that  the  total  receipt  from  taxa- 
tion in  the  past  year  amounted  to  as  much 
as  £129,757,000,  or  £11,900,000  in  excess 
of  the  revenue  of  the  previous  year.  Of 
this  sum  £9,917,000  went  to  the  Local 
Taxation  Account,  £396,000  more  than 
the  previous  year  ;  and  £119,840,000 
was  received  by  the  Exchequer,  an 
increase  of  £11,504,000  over  the  receipts 
of  the  previous  year.  I  do  not  suppose 
that  so  enormous  an  increase  as  that  for 

*  See  Appendix  I.  to  this  volume. 
3fr,  JFeir. 


one  year  over  its  predecessor  ever 
happened  before  by  the  purely  automatk 
effect  of  taxation.  I  think  that  out  of 
the  revenue  of  the  year  only  X8OO,O0(> 
was  due  to  increased  taxes,  and  thwrfoie 
practically  the  House  will  see  that  the 
revenue  of  last  year  increased  by  no  le» 
than  £10,700,000  over  the  revenue  of  ito 
predecessor  purely  by  the  automitic 
increase  of  existing  taxation.  Now,  1 
should  like  for  a  few  minutes  to  detain 
the  House  by  an  inquiry  as  to  how  that 
extraordinary  increase  has  accruecL  Hon. 
Members  will  recollect  that  in  fonaing 
my  estimate  of  the  yield  of  the  revenue 
for  the  year  just  closed,  when  I  iatio- 
duced  the  Budget  on  March  5th;*'  I 
stated  that  my  calculations  were 
based  on  figures  arrived  at  a  few 
days  before  I  spoke,  and  that 
since  then  there  had  been  remafksUe 
clearances  of  dutiable  articles  by  which 
those  figures  might  be  largely  disturbed. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  disturbance  was 
very  much  larger  than  I  had  anticipated, 
and  this  will  appear  from  a  brief  examina- 
tion of  the  receipts  from  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  last  year.  The  total 
receipts  from  the  Customs  revenue  by  the 
Exchequer  last  year  were  X23,8OO,000; 
my  original  estimate  of  these  receipts  had 
been  £21,770,000,  and  my  estimate  of 
March  5th  was  £22, 1 30,000.  The  actual 
receipts  were  £2,950,000  in  excess  of 
the  revenue  of  1898-99.  Such  an  increase 
obviously  cannot  be  accounted  for  in  any 
ordinary  way.  The  great  bulk  of  this 
increase  was  due  to  clearances  in  anticipa- 
tion of  increase  of  duty.  Those  began  a& 
far  back  as  January  25th  last,  but  thev 
culminated  on  the  two  days  after  the 
announcement  of  the  date  when  the 
Budget  would  be  introduced,  between 
March  3rd  and  5th,  and  I  may  state  that  in 
those  two  days  there  was  an  excess  of 
receipt  fi-om  Customs  of  as  much  as 
£1,975,000  over  the  receipt  of  the  two 
con'esponding  days  of  the  previous  year. 
£380,000  of  that  excess  came  from  tea. 
£1,250,000  from  tobacco,  £245,000  from 
foreign  spirits,  and  £100,000  from  other 
dutiable  articles.  In  the  same  way. 
between  March  1st  and  5th,  the  excess  of 
receipts  from  British  spirits  wa8£l  ,473,00(> 
above  that  of  the  corresponding  days  of 
the  previous  year.  If  I  go  into  the  details 
of  the  customs  revenue  I  think  this  will 


•  See  The  PariioTneniary  Debatet  [Foaith 
Series],  Vol.  Ixxx.,  p.  53. 
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come  out   even  more  clearly.     Foreign 
spirits  were  originally  estimated  to  pro- 1 
duce  £4,310,000 ;  the  estimate  of  March  5 
was  £4,680,000,  and  the  amount  which 
was   actually  produced  was  £4,910,000. 
After  carefully  calculating  how  much  of 
that  revenue  was  really  due  to  last  year, 
my  advisers  assured  me  that  £240,000  of 
it  were  receipts  that  ought  to  have  come 
into  the  present  year  and  had   been  a 
wrongful  gain  to  the  year  that  has  closed. 
My  original  estimate  of  receipts  from  tea 
was  £3,970,000 ;  on  March  5th  I  estimated 
them  at  £4,200,000,  and  they  actually 
produced  £4,750,000.     My  advisers  con- 
sidered   that   out    of    that  the  sum  of 
£625,000  was  really  due  to  this  year,  and 
ought    to    have    come    into    this  yearns 
accounts.     Nearly  as  much  as  one-seventh 
of  the  total  consumption  of  tea  for  this 
year  is  tea  that  paid  duty  last  year,  and 
the  duty  on  it,  therefore,  does  not  come 
into  this  year  at  all.     Tobacco  has  been 
rather  a  failing  revenue.     My   original 
estimate  of  the  yield  of  tobacco  last  year 
was  £10,840,000;  the  estimate  of  March 
5th  was  £10,700,000,  and  the  actual  re- 
ceipts   turned    out  to  be    £11,510,000. 
That  was  solely  due  to  the  great  clear- 
ances on  the  3rd  and  5th  of  March,  as 
much  as  £760,000  of  the  proper  revenue 
of  this  year  being  put  into  the  revenue  of 
last  year.     The  original  estimate  of  the 
receipts  from  wine  was  £1,680,000,  and 
the      actual      amount      produced     was 
£1,740,000,  of  which  it  is  estimated  that 
£80,000  properly  belongs  to  the  receipts 
of   the  present  year.     Even    those  con- 
cerned in  dealing  with  dried  fruits  were 
so  alarmed  at  a  possibly  increased  taxa- 
tion that  as  much  as  £20,000  was  paid 
by    them    in    anticipation  of    increased 
duties,  which  went   wrongfully  into  the 
receipts    of    last    year.     The    total   Ex- 
chequer receipts  from    Excise  last  year 
were  £32,100,000,  or  £2,900,000    more 
than    the     receipts     for     1898-99     and 
£2,250,000  more  than  my  original  esti- 
mate.    Beer,  of  course,  was  not  affected 
by  anticipatory  clearances,  the  duty  being 
levied  in  a  different  way,  and  the  receipts 
from    beer    amounting  to  £11,890,000, 
were  very  slightly  above    what    I    had 
originally  estimated  them  to  be. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.)  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  give  the  total  figures  1 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  On  spirits 
the  total  receipts  were  £19,632,000,  or 


£2,212,000  over  my    original   estimate, 
and    £1,132,000    over    my   estimate  of 
March  5th.  Spirits  had  begun  to  be  cleared 
in  anticipation  of  an  increase  of  duty  as 
soon  as  the  middle  of  January,  and  that 
culminated  on  the  first  five  days  in  March. 
The  total  result  of  the  figures  I  have  de- 
tailed to  the  House  is  this — that  there 
was  something  like  £1,700,000  of  Cus 
toms  receipts  gained  to  the  year  that  has 
passed  at  the  expense  of  the  present  year, 
and  £l,500,000of  Excise.  There  have  been 
some    other    increases    in    the    revenue 
beyond   my   anticipations,  due   to  other 
causes.     Stamps  produced  £1 00,000  more 
than  lexpectedon  March 5th.— £8,500,000 
in  all.     I  stated  then  that  as  the  income- 
tax    was    almost   entirely  paid    in     the 
current   quarter  it  was  too  soon  to  tell 
how  much  the  income  tax  was  likely  to 
yield.     It   actually  did  yield   £150,000 
more  than   I  expected — £18,750,000  in 
all.     But  the  death  duties  defeated  me 
again.     I  put  the  death  duties  on  March 
5th    at   £13,300,000  to  the   Exchequer, 
and  £4,171,000  to   the   Local   Taxation 
Fund  —  £17,471,000    in    all.      Then    I 
remember  there  was  some  wonder  at  the 
extraordinary  increase  of  the  death  duty 
yield  for  the  year.     But,  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  already  have  seen,  their  yield 
amounted   to  even  more  than  that.     A 
sum    of   £14,020,000    went  to  the   Ex- 
chequer and  a  sum  of  £4,453,000  to  the 
Local  Taxation  Fund— £18, 47 3, 000  in  all 
from  death  duties.      There  was  a  very 
great  increase  in  the  total  amount  both  > 
realty  and   personalty  that    paid    estate 
duty  last  year.     In  the  previous  year  the 
amount  of  realty  paying  estate  duty  was 
£49,395,000 ;  the  amount  of  realty  pay- 
ing estate  duty  last  year  was  £57,760,000. 
The  amount  of  personalty  paying  estate 
duty  in  1898-99  was  £198,801,000;  last 
year  it  was  as  much    as  £229,600,000. 
With  regard  to  the  yield  of  these  duties, 
I  may  say  that  February  had  been  a  very 
good  month,  and  it  was  considered,  and  I 
think   rightly   considered    at    the   time, 
that   March   was   not   likely   also  to  be 
exceptionally  good.      But  in  March  the 
personalty  paying  estate  duty  increased 
no  less  than  50  per  cent,  over  the  corre- 
sponding   month    of    last    year.     There 
seemed  to  be  a  sort  of  feeling  during  the 
last  quarter  on  the  part  of  solicitors  that 
if  wills  were  not  brought  in  for  payment 
during  the  quarter  there  might  be  some 
increased  taxation,  and  during  March  no 
less  than£440,000  was  receivedfromest&tft* 
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paying  high   rates.      Tht?se   are  reaaoiis  j 
why  my  estimate  of  the  total  yield  of  the  | 

death  duties  has  l^eeii  so  much  estceeded.  , 
With  reganl  to  expenditure,  I  have  little 
variation  to  make  from  the  Estimates  | 
which  I  gave  on  March  5th,  but  that  varia-  i 
tion  is  on  the  right  side.  The  ordinary  | 
expenditure  of  the  year  is  £110,505,000  ; , 

^Ihe  war  expenditure,  J23,21 7,000  ;  total, 
M  33,7  22,000.      Agaimt  this  there  is  an 

lUxchequer     revenue    of     £119,840,000, 

Meaving  a  deficit  of  £13, 8 8 2,000-- nearly 
four  millions  better  than  the  Estimate  I 
present  on  March  5,  when  I  stated  to  the 
House  that  there  would  probably  lie  a 
deficit  of  over  £17,770,000,  That  deficit 
is  met  by  £8,000,000  of  Treasury  Bills, 
by  £2,550,000  fii-st  instalment"  of  the 
War  Loan,  and  by  a  temporary  draft  on 
our  balances  of  £3,332,000,  which  will  be 
repaid  or»  Tuesday  next  from  the  second 
instalment  of  the  War  Loan,  There  is 
unly  one  matter  with  which  1  have  tiaw 
to  detain  the  House,  and  that  is  a  matter 
which  ooncerns  the  future.  "What  effect 
is  this  illegitimate  gain  of  nearly 
£4,000,000  in  the  receipts  of  last  year 
likely  to  have  on  the  prolmble  receipts  of 
the  year  that  is  before  us  J  I  am  afraid 
we  shall  lose  iti  two  ways.  We  shall  lose, 
of  course,  to  some  extent  by  failing  to 
receive  from  those  goods  that  w^ere 
cleared  with  such  ardour  on  March  3rd  and 
5th  the  increase  of  duty  which  the  Cora- 
mittee  sanctioned  on  March  5th.  I  made 
allowance  for  that  loss  in  my  calculations 
on  March  5th,  because — 1  do  not  knaw^ 
w^bether  it  escaped  the  notice  of  hoiL 
Members — I  took  no  credit  at  that  time 
for  the  receipts  from  the  increased  duty 
between  March  5th  and  31st.  I  practically 
had  put  those  receipts  against  the  loss 
from  anticipating  clearances  which  I  felt 
sure  would  occur,  and  I  Imlanced  one 
-against  the  other.  Now,  owing  to  this 
great  amount  of  cl^mrsnces  there  has  been 
a  greater  loss  under  that  head  than  I  ex- 
pected, and  1  think  there  will  probabl)^  be 
.a  loss  of  Customs  on  the  coming  year,  by- 
reason  of  the  incre^ised  duty  having  been 
escaped,  of  something  like  £215,000. 
But  that  is  a  small  matter  compared 
with  the  loss  of  the  oiiginal  duty 
which  properly  belcngs  to  the  year  and 
which  has  gone  into  the  receipts  of  the 

I  previous  year.  The  effect,  of  course,  is 
to  transfer  the  proper  revenue  of  1900-1 
to  the  revetiue  of  the  year  1899-1900, 
because  u  considerable  part  of  the  dutiable 
goods  which  will  bo  consumed  during  the 

Sir  M.  Hides  Bmdi, 


year  have  already  paid  duty  and  fldll  iwl 
pr wince  vixiy  revenue  this  ye^ir.     On  liii 
I  other  hand  we  may  fairly  consider  t 
some  gain  may  be  expected  from  the  Ij 
creasing  prosperity  of  the  country.    Evei 
1  year  that  passes  really  seems  to  show 
I  greater  improvement  in  our  trade  and 
,  greater    powder    of     consumption 
I  although  I  have  shown  the  House  that 
I  have  practically  lost  for  the  year  that 
I  to  come  £1,700,000  from   Customs  ji 
'  £1 ,500,000    from     Excise  —  £3,200,000^ 
j  altogether— yet  I  do  think  we  have  in 
1  reason  to  which   I  have  just  referred 
j  set  off  against  a  considerable  portion 
that  loss.     1  think,  Sir,  that  if  I  reduce 
my  estimated  Customs  receipts  for  I  he 
\  year    in     w^hich     we      now     are     from 
'  £25,017,000,  the  estimate  of  March  5th,  t^ 
I  £23,620,000,  I  shall  make  a  fair  estimate 
of  the  probable  receipts  from  Customs  m 
the   year  before   us.      The    House  miist 
remember  that  the  Customs  revenue  is  nm 
as  growing  a  revenue  as  the  revenue  froi 
'  British   spirits   received   by   the    Excii 
I  In  spite  of  these  anticipattons  there 
been    a  very   consi^lerable   clearance 
i  British  spirits  during   March   and  up  to 
the   present  time,  and  1   think  M*e  mux 
safely  say  that  if  we  reduce  the  e&linist^' 
of  Excise  revenue  from  £31,350,000  lo 
;  £33,550,000  that  will  be  a  fair  estinuit* 
I  of     what    we     are     likely    to     reci£tra«. 
Then  I  am  bound  to  admit  to  the  H< 
that  there  is  another  matter  in  which 
think  it  necessary  to  make  a  change.     I 
'  think  some  surprise  was  expressed  at  m\ 
estimate  of  the  receipts  from  the  incoi 
tax,  and  I  have  seen  various  ealculatii 
to  prove  that  1  have  put  them  much 
low.     I  think  those  calculations 
sufficiently  take  intc*  account  the 
effect  of  a  large  increase  in  the  mte 
i  income  tiix  upon  the   receipts*      In 
I  first    placo,   there    is    a     much     gre*1 
I  temptation  to  evasion  and  to  the  re! 
I  of  smaller  profits  than  ji  man  has  mrtuall] 
.  received,    when    the    tax   is    a    shiJli 
inst-ead    of    eightpence   in    the   £, 
the  second  place,  there  is  also  a  gn**! 
risk  of  l)ad  debts  owing  to  iion-ei>llecti(: 
of   income  tax:  and,  further,   there  is  it 
I  nnach  greater  tendency,  when  the  inctinn' 
I  tax  is  nigh,  and  a  \my  proper  tendeiKT^ 
on  the  part  of  those  en titletl  to  exempiior 
'  or  abatement,  to  make  claims  for  rriie^ 
I  which  they  would   not   have  thought 
'  making  if  the  tax  stood  at  a  lower  kv 
For   all    these    reasons   I   consider^ 
March  that  a  shilling  tax  w^onld  pn>l 
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yield  about  £85,000  less  for  each  penny 
of  the  tax  than  it  had  yielded  when  at  8d. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  I  have  to  consider 
the  fact,  and  it  is  a  very  gratifying  fact, 
that  the  yield  of  the  income  tax  at  8d.  in- 
creased by  £750,000  in  1898-99  over  the 
previous  year,  and  by  £750,000  in 
1899-90,  or  £1,500,000  in  two  years  ;  and 
I  think  we  may  be  confident  that  that 
increase  is  still  going  on.  Therefore  I 
propose  to  raise  my  estimate  of 
the  receipts  from  inc<>me  tax  from 
£25,300,000  to  £25,800,000.  I  think, 
too,  that  the  present  aspect  of  the 
stamp  revenue  would  justify  an  increase  of 
£150,000  on  my  original  estimate  Now 
I  will  give  to  the  House  the  detailed 
figures  of  the  probable  revenue.  I  have 
explained  that  the  receipts  from  the 
larger  estates  under  the  head  of  death 
duties  during  the  year  were  entirely  un- 
expected, and  I  do  not  think  I  should  be 
justified  in  increasing  that  estimate. 
From  Customs  I  expect  £23,620,000, 
Excise  £33.550,000,  estate  duties 
£13,000,000,  stamp  duties  £8,550,000, 
land  tax  £800,000,  house  duty 
£1,650,000,  income  tax  £25,800,000, 
being  a  total  of  £106,970,000.  Adding 
to  that  £20,550,000  of  non-tax  revenue, 
which  I  think  should  be  left  at  the  same 
figure  I  gave  on  March  5th,  there  is  a 
total  estimated  revenue  of  £127,520,000. 
On  the  other  hand,  as  to  expenditure, 
there  are  Consolidated  Fund  charges, 
amounting  to  £21,360,000,  after  allowing 
for  the  suspension  of  £4,640,000,  the 
repayment  of  capital  wrapped  up  in 
terminable  annuities,  which  the  House 
has  practically  agreed  to  accept,  and 
to  that  I  have  to  add  £619,000  for 
interest  on  the  War  Loan,  making  the 
total  Consolidated  Fund  services 
£21,979,000.  The  Supply  services 
amount  to  £128,082,000,  making  a  total 
of  £150,061,000  expenditure.  The 
revenue  being  deducted  from  that  the 
deficit  will  work  out  at  £22,541,000.  Add 
to  that  the  actual  deficit  of  last  year, 
£13,882,000,andthere  willbe  an  aggregate 
deficit  for  the  two  years  of  £36,423,000, 
and  this  will  be  provided  for  partly  by 
Treasury  bills  for  £8,000,000,  and  the 
remainder  by  the  proceeds  of  the  War 
Loan,  which  will  leave,  after  replacing 
the  amounts  temporarily  taken  out  of 
balances,  a  margin  of  £1,127,000,  besides, 
of  course,  the  further  borrowing  powers 
of  £5,000,000  which  are  included  in 
the  War  Jjoan  Act,  and  which  have  not 


yet  been  exercised.  I  stated  on  March  5th 
that  we  should  no  doubt  require  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  that  sum,  quite  apart 
from  war  expenditure,  for  the  purpose  of 
increasing  military  and  naval  reserves,  of 

fns,  ammunition,  stores,  and  so  forth, 
have  to  thank  the  House  for  the 
patience  with  which  they  have  listened  to 
what  I  am  afraid  has  been  a  dry  state- 
ment ;  but  I  thought  it  right  to  put  before 
the  House,  what  I  was  unable  to  do  on 
March  5th,  details  of  the  actual  receipts 
of  the  past  year,  and,  of  course,  it  was 
necessary  that  I  should  make  the  correc- 
tions which  followed  from  the  increased 
revenue  we  have  received,  both  in  the 
general  financial  situation  and  in  the  pro- 
bable result  of  the  revenue  of  the  year  to 
come.  I  hope  the  House  will  consider 
that,  as  a  whole,  the  result  of  last  year 
has  been  most  satisfactory,  and  that  our 
prospects  for  the  future  are  by  no  means 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." —  {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  laid  before 
the  House  with  his  usual  frankness, 
clearness  and  ability  the  situation  as  it 
now  stands ;  but  I  do  not  think  we 
can  possibly  pass  this  occasion  by 
without  recognising,  whether  we  look 
at  expenditure,  or  whether  we  look  at 
revenue  or  debt,  that  it  is  one  of  the 
most  momentous  financial  events  which 
has  happened  in  the  last  half  of  this  cen- 
tury. I  do  not  find  fault  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  because  I  know  the  cir- 
cumstances which  have  led  him  to  make 
what  would  otherwise  be  regarded  as  a 
premature  Budget  statement ;  but  the 
result  has  been  that  we  have  not  been 
able  to  give  to  the  actual  financial  situa- 
tion even  the  ordinary  consideration 
which  would  be  given  at  a  time  much  less 
important  than  the  present.  We  are  now 
on  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Finance 
Bill,  and  for  the  first  time  we  are  receiving 
the  true  account  of  the  condition  of  our 
monetary  afiairs  in  the  past  year  and  the 
estimate  of  what  we  are  to  expect  in  the 
future ;  and  that  at  a  time  when  the 
revenue  of  the  country  has  been  beyond 
comparison  greater  than  at  any  former 
period,  when  we  are  imposing  taxes  I 
think  to  a  larger  amount  than  any  man 
now  in  this  House  \vaa  ev«^>ECisy«w^^JXv^ 
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increasing  the  Debt  by  an  amount  which  I  ♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  This  sur- 
has  not  been  known  since  the  great  war.  !  plus,  to  the  extent  of  more  tbin 
That  is  a  situation  which  certainly  ought ;  £3,000,000,  is  due  to  anticipatory  dear- 
to  demand  from  the  House  of  Commons  |  ances  which  would  never  have  existed 
very  mature  consideration,  as  regards  j  but  for  the  necessity  of  increasing  taxi- 
both  the  past  and  the  future ;  but  we  are  j  tion. 
not  able — I  am  not  complaining  of  that —  \ 
to  give  it  the  consideration  we  might  expect 


it  would  receive,  and  which  we  ought  to 
give  to  it,  because  it  has  always  been  a 
standing  rule,  founded  on  common  sense, 
that  when  we  hear  the  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  foi  the 
first  time  we  must  take  time  to 
consider  the  bearing  of  that  state- 
ment on  the  finances  of  the  future 
year.  Therefore  we  have  never  hazarded 
an  opinion  on  a  statement  such  as  we 
have  just  heard  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  without  taking  some  days 
to  master  the  figures,  but  we   are   now 


♦Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  That 
only  shows  the  difficulty  created  by  being 
obliged  to  deal  with  these  figures  at  a 
moment's  notice.  I  had  no  idea  until  this 
moment  that  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  put 
the  result  of  the  anticipatory  clearances  at 
upwards  of  £3,000,000.  At  any  rate,  that 
would  leave  a  surplus  of  JB6,000,000,  and 
that  is  a  comfortable  surplus  which  gives 
great  hope  for  the  future,  because  if  you 
can  get  apart  from  these  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances a  surplus  of  £6,000,000  you 
may  expect  an  additional  million  from  the 
increase  in   the  population   and    in  the 


going,  practically  speaking,  to-night,  after  |  ordinary  contributions  to  the  revenue, 
a  discussion  necessarily  biief,  to  dis- 1  The  £6,000,000  you  have  realised  would 
pose  of  the  greatest  question  of  i  have  gone  to  the  liquidation  of  the  debt 
revenue,    of    expenditure,    of    taxation. 


instead  of  their  being  an  increase  of  debt 
I  The  surplus  of  £6,000,000  in  the  year 
I  that  is  past  would  have  given  you  the 
'  expectation  of  a  very  large  revenue  in  the 
I  next  year — probably  larger  than  the 
I  present.  This  would  have  been  the 
I  prospect  you  would  have  had  but  for  the 
;  war.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
I  has  admitted  that,  whereas  he  put  the 
'  deficit  on  the  past  year,  including  the  war 
authorities  of  what  the  revenue  was  j  expenditure,  at  £17,000,000,  it  will  now  be 
likely  to  be  were  out  to  the  amount  of  |  only  £13,000,000.  The  consequence  ii 
£4,000,000.  We  used  to  reckon  in  the  ;  that  the  resources  he  requires  to  meet  the 
old  days  that  to  be  out  a  million  in  the  '  expenditure  of  the  present  year  will  be 
year  was  rather  bad,  but  when  you  come  !  £4,000,000  less  than  he  had  anticipated 
to  have  upon  a  single  year  a  surplus  of  j  in    his    provisional   statement.      Now,  I 


and  of  debt  that  has  ever  been  brought 
before  the  House  certainly  in  my  life 
time.  That  is  a  warning,  I  think,  against 
early  Budget  statements,  and  I  hope  there 
will  never  again  be  occasion  for  it.  Our 
minds  have  been  very  much  perplexed  by 
what  is  called  the  provisional  Budget. 
We  have  just  mastered  that  and  now  we 
find  that  the  expectations  formed  by  the 


£9,500,000,  you  may  call  that  a  very 
large  order  indeed.  I  cannot  help  look 
ing  at  this  matter  as  I  have  looked  at  it 
be):ore,  and  asking  myself  what  would 
have  been  the  situation  if  there  had  been 
no  war  with  a  realised  surplus  of 
£9,500,000.  What  could  you  not  have 
done  with  a  surplus  such  as  that.  You 
are  contemplating  a  mass  of  reforms 
in  this  country.  Such  a  surplus  might 
have  given  you  old-age  pensions  or  a  j 
system  of  secondary  education.  It  might  I 
have  given  you  many  things  for  which  i 


desire  to  ask  what  is  going  to  be  done 
with  those  £4,000,000  ]  Of  course,  what 
you  are  looking  to  is  the  operation  of 
what  would  have  been  a  surplus  upon  the 
debt,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  I  am 
right  in  suggesting  that,  if  you  have  a 
deficit  of  £4,000,000  less  than  was  esti- 
mated, it  would  be  reasonable  to  expect 
that  you  would  require  only  half  of  eight 
millions  of  Treasury  bills  that  you  raised 
for  the  purposes  of  the  year  which  is  just 
concluded.  If  that  be  so,  I  would  submit 
to   the   right,    hon.   Gentleman    that  it 


money  is  sorely  needed,  but  instead  we  i  might  be  possible  to  diminish  the  addition 
have  increased  taxation  and  a  great )  to  the  Treasury  bills  which  he  has 
accumulation  of  del)!/.     It  is  not  only  the  '  already  proposed. 


mouth  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  must  water  at  such  a  prospect  as  that 
— a  realised  surplus  of  up.vards  of 
£9,000,000. 

Sir  fniliam  Harcmirt, 


♦Sir  iM.  HICKS  BEACH :  I  intended 
to  intimate  that  our  position  is  better,  no 
doubt,  though  not  to   the  extent  which 
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I  think  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  sug- 
gests, and  I  think  that  possibly  I  may 
not  require  to  raise  some  of  the  five 
millions  of  Treasury  bills  which  I  still 
have  in  reserve.  But,  of  course,  the 
future,  as  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
knows,  is  most  uncertain. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I  am 
speaking  really  from  the  final  Paper  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  where  he  puts  it 
in  figures  that  his  deficit  is  now,  according 
to  present  calculations,  thirteen  millions 
as  against  seventeen  millions  which 
appeared  in  the  provisional  Estimate. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  But  a  con- 
siderable  portion  of  that  gain  is  a  loss  to 
the  revenue  of  this  year. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  After 
all,  the  foundation  of  all  our  finance  is 
in  dealing — whatever  may  be  the  causes 
of  shifting  revenue — with  the  actual  ex- 
penditure. The  keystone  of  the  whole 
is  that  each  year  should  be  complete  in 
itself;  and  that  therefore  you  cannot, 
unless  you  go  into  that  vicious  system 
which  in  foreign  countries  goes  by  the 
name  of  virementsj  and  transfer  the 
revenue  of  one  year  to  another.  You 
must  treat  the  revenue  and  expenditure 
of  one  year  as  complete  in  itself.  There- 
fore, I  am  looking  at  the  present  revenue 
of  the  year  il899-1900  by  itself.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  so  treated,  and 
properly  treated,  the  matter,  and  has 
given  us  the  figures  of  the  expenditure 
and  revenue  of  that  year  ;  he  has  drawn 
a  balance  and  shown  a  deficit  in  his  pro- 
visional statement  of  seventeen  millicns, 
but  now,  in  the  final  account,  it  is  reduced 
thirteen  millions.  If  it  had  been  a  surplus 
he  would  have  been  obliged  to  apply  it 
to  the  National  Debt;  at  any  rate, 
the  accounts  must  have  been  kept 
separate.  I  only  say  this  by  the  way. 
What  I  was  urging  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  that  he  must  have  bene- 
fited in  some  form  or  other  by  getting 
jC4,000,000  more  of  revenue  in  the  past 
year  than  he  expected ;  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  he  had  better  apply  those 
je4.000,000,  whether  he  has  got  them  in 
in  meal  or  in  malt,  to  the  diminution  of 
the  Floating  Debt,  rather  than  to  any 
other  purpose.  The  figures  of  the  whole 
revenue  are  certainly  most  astounding. 
It  is  impossible  that  anybody  could  have 
apprehended    that    the    wealth    of    the 


country  should  have  developed  itself  in 
the  degree  it  has  done  in  the  last  two 
years.  I  only  hope  that  we  shall  not 
abuse  the  willing  horse  by  treating  that 
revenue  in  the  way  that  people  do  of 
whom  it  is  said,  "  Money  easUy  got  is 
easily  lost."  I  come  now  to  the  question 
of  what  is  going  to  happen  in  the  year 
which  is  to  come.  I  never  venture  to 
challenge  the  estimates  of  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  He  has  sources  of  infor- 
mation which  are  open  to  nobody  else, 
but  we  cannot  regard  him  as  infallible. 
And  certainly  of  late  there  has,  it  seems 
to  me,  been  a  very  much  greater  difficulty 
in  forming  an  opinion  upon  the  probable 
revenue  of  the  country  than  used  to  be 
the  case.  That  may  arise  from  various 
causes.  It  has  happened,  no  doubt,  in 
the  present  case  to  the  exceptional  condi- 
tions of  this  rush  upon  dutiable  articles. 
But  that  is  a  thing  to  which  you  are  always 
subject.  Even  without  any  war,  there 
may  be  circumstances  which  suggest  the 
necessity  of  increasing  the  revenue,  and, 
remember,  it  was  not  only  on  March  2nd 
that  this  rush  took  place.  The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  has  told  us  in  his  speech  that 
it  began  as  early  as  the  middle  of 
January. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  On  tea. 

♦Sir  AVILLIAM  HARCOURT:  That 
is  so,  but  people  in  the  month  of  January 
begin  to  think  of  what  the  liabilities  of 
the  country  are  likely  to  be,  and  of  the 
consequences  which  will  follow  from  those 
liabilities.  Therefore,  this  is  an  element 
which  is  not  confined  to  the  present  year, 
though,  certainly,  it  has  probably  never 
assumed  the  startling  proportions  it  has 
done  in  this  year  of  war.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  clear  statement 
which  he  always  gives  to  the  House,  has 
not  given  that  which  I  should  like  to 
have  seen — that  is,  his  estimate  of  the 
revenue  of  the  future  upon  the  basis 
of  existing  taxation,  because  that  is  the 
real  basis  on  which  every  estimate  is,  and 
ought  to  be,  formed.  First  of  all, 
knowing  the  revenue  of  the  last  year,  you 
form  your  estimates  upon  what  you 
expect  to  be  the  revenue  of  the  next  year 
on  the  basis  of  the  present  taxation,  and 
according  as  there  is  a  deficit  or 
a  surplus  you  frame  your  taxation.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  given  us 
his  estimate  of  Customs  on  the  baaia  ol 
the  present  taxativotv.    T)kv&  ToaJ^w^'e^  \\»  ^». 
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extremely  difficult  thing  for  us  to  examine 
his  figures.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  have  only  a  modified  confidence 
in  the  continued  prosperity  of  the 
country.  I  see  he  makes  no  alteration 
in  the  death  duties.  He  has  put  them 
down  at  £13,000,000,  which  is  lower 
than  the  actual  result  of  their  yield 
in  the  year  which  has  just  concluded  by 
something  like  £1,000,000.  Has  he  put 
it  down  a  million  on  account  of  one  par- 
ticular death  ] 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  did  not 
want  to  repeat  myself.  I  explained  in  my 
previous  statement  the  very  exceptional 
amount  we  have  derived  from  the  estates 
of  millionaires,  beyond  the  single  one 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Member  refers. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I  know 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  talked  of 
a  windfall  that  was  not  likely  to  be 
repeated.  I  do  not  know,  but  there  may 
be  a  large  quantity  of  east-windfalls  in 
the  present  year.  With  reference  to  that 
particular  windfall  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke,  I  think  it  is  com- 
mon knowledge  that  there  accrue  in 
this  year  two  of  the  greatest  London 
estates  that  have  ever  fallen  or  are  likely 
to  fall  in.  No  man  can  criticise  the  cal- 
culations upon  which  the  finance  for  the 
coming  year  is  based  upon  a  statement  of 
this  character.  I  think  this  statement 
and  the  conditions  of  its  finance  ought  to 
have  more  mature  consideration  than  we 
can  bestow  upon  it  to-day.  I  was  about 
to  ask,  What  of  the  balances  1  According 
to  the  last  Return  they  are  lower  than  1 
have  ever  known  them — three  and  a  half 
millions. 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  We  shall 
replenish  them  on  Tuesday  with  four  and 
a  half  millions  from  the  War  Loan. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Is 
that  loan  to  be  used  to  steady  the 
balances  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  Yes. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  have 
endeavoured  to  shorten  the  observations 
I  had  to  make  on  this  complicated  state- 
ment, and  I  have  endeavoured  to  deal 
with  it,  I  hope,  in  no  captious  spirit.  I 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
upon  the  magnificent  revenue  which  he 

Sir  jnUiam  Harcourt, 


has  had  at  his  disposal,  and  I  hope  thoe 
may  be  happier  times  in  which  he  mj 
be  able  to  dispose  of  a  revenue  eqoilly 
great  for  what  I  will  call  happier  enda. 

!  Mr.  GIBSuN  BOAVLES  (Lynn  R^) : 
1 1  agree  with  many  of  the  observitioitt 
j  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
!  Monmouth,  all  the  more  as,  as  he  8ays> 
i  that  these  figures  are  entirely  new.  They 
are  the  most  serious  figures  ever  pat 
before  the  House  of  Commons,  and  it  it 
impossible  to  deal  immediately  with 
them.  Therefore,  I  am  merely  going  to 
pass  over  them  in  the  lightest  po«bk 
way.  The  first  thin^  that  occurs  to  me 
is  the  extraordinary  increase  in  the  error 
of  calculation.  It  is  sometimes  callad 
a  surplus,  but  whether  it  is  a  suiplns 
or  a  deficit,  it  is  always  an  error. 
The  Budget  estimate  of  revenue  for  tbe 
year  1899-1900  was  £111,200,000;  bat 
the  realised  revenue  was  J&l  19,800,000, 
so  that  the  total  error  amounted  to 
£8,600,000.  That  was  the  amount  br 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  out  in  his  calculations  for  the  yesr 
1899-1900.  The  right  hon.  Oentlemiii 
has  explained  part  of  it ;  but  the  hrger 
part  of  that  error  arose  out  of  the  nusol- 
culation  of  the  death  duties,  in  which  there 
was  a  mistake  of  no  less  than  three  milli(Ri» 
of  money  in  a  gross  total  of  eighteen 
millions,  or  something  between  25  and 
33  per  cent.  Up  to  1894  there  was  no 
item  of  revenue  that  could  be  so  closely 
calculated  and  which  left  so  little  margin 
of  error  as  the  death  duties ;  but  from 
1894  there  has  been  no  item  of  revenue 
that  has  given  rise  to  so  many  errors  in 
calculation.  There  has  never  been  a  le» 
mistake  than  a  million,  and  this  year  it  i» 
three  millions. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  It  is 
an  increase. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BpWLES  :  I  do  not  care 
whether  it  is  an  increase  or  a  decrease. 
When  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  says  thK 
he  is  satisfied  so  lon^  as  it  is  an  increase, 
and  that  so  Ions  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  under-estimates  his  revenue 
by  three  or  five  or  eight  millions,  he  is 
content,  does  he  realise  that  it  is  quite 
possible  that  the  error  may  be,  one  of 
these  fine  days,  on  the  other  sidet  I 
believe  that  it  is  just  as  likely  that  it  may 
be.  The  truth  is  that  the  death  duties 
are  placed  on  such  a  basis  that  you  rely 
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on  a  very  small  number  of  persons  for  a 
large  amount  of  this  revenue.  That  is  a 
very  dangerous  basis,  because  if  one  or 
two  of  these  persons  fail  to  die  within 
the  year  you  lose  an  enormous  amount  of 
revenue,  and  your  calculation  is  thrown 
out.  A  tenth  of  the  number  of  estates 
pay  nine-tenths  of  the  whole  duties,  and 
if  that  tenth  failed  the  whole  of  your 
calculations  would  be  thrown  out.  I 
must  say  that  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  under-estimated  the  pro- 
bable revenue  from  death  duties  next  year. 
This  year  they  produced  fourteen  millions 
payable  into  the  Exchequer,  besides  four 
and  a  half  millions  payable  to  the  Local 
Taxation  Account.  That  is  a  total 
revenue  of  eighteen  and  a  half  millions.  I 
cannot  suppose  myself  that  the  death 
duties  will  show  a  diminution  in  the 
present  financial  year,  as  compared  with 
the  last,  of  so  much  as  a  million.  It 
is  perfectly  true  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  a  considerable  number 
of  millionaires  last  year,  but  these 
millionaires  are  steadily  on  the  increase. 
Moreover,  there  are  two  enormous  estates 
that  are  going  to  be  paid  for  this  year,  as 
18  well  known.  In  addition  to  that  there 
is  that  great  ally  of  the  death  duties,  and 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  pro- 
bable disease.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
knows  that  in  the  mfluenza  year  his 
revenue  went  up  enormously,  and  if  we 
have  another  influenza  year  the  revenue 
will  grow  up  steadily.  I  cannot  suppose 
any  circumstances  which  will  justify  an 
anticipation  that  the  death  duties  which 
gave  us  fourteen  millions  this  year  will 
only  yield  thirteen  millions  next  year. 
This  brings  me  to  another  point.  I  com- 
plain that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
18  in  the  habit  of  under-estimating  his 
revenue. 


Sir    M.    hicks    BEACH: 
good  thing,  too. 


very 


Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  My  right 
hon.  friend  says,  "  A  very  good  thing."  I 
am  not  sure  that  it  would  not  be  a  matter 
of  consequence  if  you  had  a  surplus  of 
eight  or  nine  millions  which  would  go 
towards  the  diminution  of  the  National 
Debt.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
always  lays  his  hand  on  the  surplus,  and 
puts  it  to  something  else.  Therefore  it 
amounts  to  this,  that  you  are  being  taxed 
higher  than  you  need  be  in  order  to  give 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer    more 


than  he  actually  requires.  I  want  to  call 
attention  to  the  extraordinary  falsifica- 
tion of  the  national  accounts  which  re- 
sults from  the  habit  of  interception.  If 
the  intercepted  amoimt  had  been  added 
to  the  148  millions,  the  nominal  expendi- 
ture of  last  year,  there  would  have  been 
a  total  expenditure  of  156  millions ; 
and  if  the  expenditure  of  next 
year  were  treated  in  the  same 
way  it  would  amount  to  173  millions. 
So  that  there  is  a  gross  total  of 
£156,000,000  for  the  year  that  is  past 
!  and  of  £170,000,000  for  the  year  to  come. 
There  was  once  a  party  in  this  House 
which  made  itself  the  apostle  of  peace, 
retrenchment,  and  reform ;  the  derelicts 
of  that  party  are  still,  cast  up  by  the 
winds  and  waves,  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House,  but  they  have  given  up  their 
old  cry.  I  do  not  know  anybody  now 
who  is  fori  peace ;  I  do  not  know  any  party 
that  is  for  retrenchment ;  and  those  who 
are  for  reform  are  for  Socialism.  I  am 
glad  to  recognise  that  there  is  one  con- 
sistent advocate  for  retrenchment,  and 
that  is  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Monmouthshire,  and 
as  he  is  in  earnest,  I  will  tell  him  the 
only  way,  in  my  opinion,  to  insure  re- 
trenchment in  this  country.  It  is  a  fact 
that  at  present  the  country  is  bursting 
with  prosperity,  and  people  do  not  care 
how  much  taxes  they  pay,  or  how  those 
taxes  are  spent,  or  what  is  done  with 
them.  The  reason  is  that  the  vast 
majority  of  voters  who  send  represen- 
tatives to  this  House  do  not  pay  taxes  at 
all,  or  they  do  not  know  that  they  pay 
them ;  and  the  way  to  raise  in  the 
country  again  a  party  interested  in  ex 
penditure,  and  anxious  to  bring  about 
retrenchment,  is  to  make  people  pay 
taxes  and  make  them  know  that  they 
pay  them.  The  incomes  of  this  country 
amount  to  1,600  millions,  and  a  4d.  income 
tax  upon  that  would  give  £26,000,000. 
If  you  leave  out  800,000,000  of  people 
who  have  less  than  £160  a  year,  8d.  on 
the  remainder  would  give  £26,000,000 
also  ;  but  as  you  only  levy  income  tax  on 
500,000,000,  you  have  to  put  on  a  Is. 
tax  and  you  get  the  less  sum  of 
£25,000,000.  If  you  made  every  man 
feel  that  he  was  paying  his  quota 
of  taxation,  then  you  would  be  form- 
ing a  force  which  would  not  be 
long  before  it  would  produce  in  this 
House  a  party  in  favour  of  retrenchment. 
That  is  a  suggeatioiL  \v\v\a\i  \  tms^sa  v^w 
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hon.  Glentlemen  opposite  who  have  no 
cry.  This  is  the  first  real  Budget  that  has 
been  given  to  us,  because  the  other  was 
only  a  temporary  Budget ;  but,  as  we  are 
told,  the  circumstances  of  this  year  are 
<|uite  exceptional,  and  if  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  under-estimated  the 
estate  duties,  and  has  not  been  quite 
sound  in  some  of  his  financial  calculations, 
we  must  forgive  him,  and  we  must  take 
it  that  he  is  justified  in  taking  exceptional 
measures  to  meet  an  emergency.  Being 
above  all  anxious  for  retrenchment,  I  say, 
impose  taxation  all  round  in.  the  interests 
of  the  national  Treasury  and  economy  of 
expenditure. 

♦Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet) :  I  can  cordially  agree  with 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  in  his 
concluding  remarks,  I  l)eing  one  of 
the  only  Members  who,  in  season  and  out 
of  season,  have  protested  against  the  want 
of  support  this  House  now  aflbrds  to  any 
suggestion  of  retrenchment.  The  present 
expenditure,  of  course,  is  distinctly  ex- 
ceptional, and  that  being  so  I  shall  not 
deal  with  it.  It  is  the  automatic  and 
steady  increase  of  expenditure  which  I 
think  the  House  would  do  well  to  con- 
sider. Of  course,  the  supplemental 
statement  which  my  right  hon.  friend 
has  now  made  it  is  idle  to  criticise  at 
this  final  stage  of  his  financial  scheme. 
No  good  can  come  of  criticising  the 
figures,  which  we  are  l)oun(l  to  take  as  he 
gives  us.  But  I  think,  as  this  House  is 
<ibout  to  part  with  this  Finance  Bill, 
I  should  be  justified  in  drawing  the  atten- 
tion of  hon.  Gentlemen  to  the  dangerously 
narrow  ])asis  on  which  our  financial  sys- 
Uim  rests.  I  do  not  wish  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  putting  forward  any  views 
which  may  be  said  to  be  of  a  pessimistic 
nature,  and  1  am  not  going  to  suggest 
remedies  of  a  protective  character,  but  I 
hope  my  not  suggesting  them  will  not  be 
taken  as  evidence  that  I  have  abandoned 
my  views  on  that  subject.  But  without 
reference  to  any  system  of  that  kind,  I 
should  like  to  see  our  financial  system 
placed  on  a  sounder  basis.  Exception  has 
been  taken  to  my  speaking  of  this  as  a 
Little  England  Budget ;  but  I  do  call 
it  so.  It  is  a  Budget  framed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exche([uer  essentially 
without  having  regard  to,  or  any  idcii  of 
meeting  the  wishes  of,  the  other  com- 
lK)nent  parts  of  the  Empire.  The  great 
self-governing    colonies    have    suggested 

J/?\  Gibson  Bowles, 


time  after  time,  and  have  taken  €^ 
recently  in  the  direction  of,  preferentiil 
treatment  being  accorded  to  trade  within 
the  limits  of  the  Empire.  It  has  not 
been  put  forward  by  persons  without 
authority,  because  these  steps  were 
founded  on  resolutions  passed  at  a  ocNh 
ference  held  at  Ottawa  in  1894,  towhidi 
representatives  were  accredited  f rrai  aB 
parts  of  the  Empire,  and  which  was  pre- 
sided over  by  a  special  representative  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gk)vemment.  The  resoh- 
tions  were  adopted  practically  with 
unanimity,  and  are  an  index  of  the  dirM- 
tion  in  which  colonial  opinion  has  movei 
This  was  the  resolution — 

"  That  provision  should  be  made  b^  Impeiiil 
i  le^lation  enabling  the  Dependencies  oi  tht 
Empire  to  enter  into  agreements  of  commerail 
reciprocity,  including  the  power  of  makmc 
difierential  tarifis  with  Great  Britain  and  vitk 
one  another." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ClianceQor 
of  the  Exchequer  has,  I  am  sorry  to  ay, 
never  concealed  his  dissent  from  thoie 
views,  and  has  always  adopted  a  frigid 
attitude  with  regard  to  them. 


Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT: 
the  Colonial  Secretary,  too. 


And 


♦Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  says,  "And  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  too,"  by  which  he 
means,  I  take  it,  that  he  also  has  adopted 
the  frigid  attitude  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  always  displayed  in 
the  matter.  We  have  heard  a  good 
deal  from  the  Colonial  Secretar}'  of 
drawing  closer  the  ties  which  connect 
the  colonies  with  the  mother  countrr, 
and  I  certainly  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  is  doing  the  Colonisl 
i  Secretary  an  injustice  if  he  says  he  sym- 
'  pathises  with  the  frigid  attitude  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
Colonial  Secretary  said — 

"  There  l««  a  universal  desire  amongot  all 
part8  of  the  Empire  for  a  closer  union  between 
the  several  branches,  and  in  their  opinion  it  b 
desirable,  nay,  it  is  essential,  for  the  exiBtence 
of  the  Empire  as  such.  Exiierience  has  tansbt 
us  that  thi»  closer  union  can  be  most  hoiwfuk 
approached  in  the  Hrat  instance  u{)on  it-d  com- 
mercial side." 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Yoa 
should  have  heard  what  he  said  the  other 
night. 

♦Mr.  JAMF^  LOWTHER  :  Then  I 
presume  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  means 
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that  the  Colonial  Secretary  has  reversed 
his  opinion  on  that  subject,  but  I  do  not 
read  the  remarks  of  the  Colonial  Secretary 
in  the  sense  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  done.  I  rather  under- 
stood him  to  express  his  idea  of  a  system 
on  which  he  was  emphatic — the  abolition 
of  all  duties  between  the  various  portions 
of  the  Empire,  but  at  the  same  time 
putting  a  tax  upon  all  imports  from 
countries  not  British.  That,  however, 
is  altogether  impracticable,  because  there 
is  not  a  single  colony  which  would 
fall  in  with  such  a  system.  The  colonies 
depend  to  too  large  an  extent  for  their 
revenue  upon  the  levying  of  customs 
and  import  duties,  and  therefore  no 
colony  would  be  likely  to  fall  in  with 
any  such  system.  Now  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  ihe  other  day*  took  excep- 
tion to  my  referring  to  this  subject  in 
connection  with  the  duty  on  tea,  and  my 
right  hon.  friend  went  so  far  as  to  say 
that  there  was  not  one  of  the  self- 
governing  colonies  whose  representatives 
had  adopted  the  resolutions  I  quoted 
which  was  a  producer  of  tea;  but  I  took  the 
liberty  of  correcting  my  right  hon.  friend, 
because,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  tea- 
growing  industry  of  Natal  is  one  of  which 
very  great  hopes  are  entertained,  and  one 
to  which  its  Government  attaches  great 
importance.  Now  I  might  remind  the 
House  that  the  principles  embodied 
in  the  resolutions  of  the  Ottawa 
Conference  were  urged  with  still  greater 
emphasis  at  a  conference  of  the  Colonial 
Premiers  held  in  this  country  during  the 
Jubilee  celebrations  in  1897.  The 
Colonial  Premiers  in  conference  in  June, 
1897,  passed  the  following  resolution — 

**That  in  the  hope  of  improving  the  trad® 
relations  between  the  Mother  (Country  and  th® 
Colonies,  the  Premiers  present  undertake  to 
confer  with  their  colleagues  witli  the  view  of 
Heeing  whether  such  a  result  can  be  properly 
tiecured  by  a  preference  given  by  the  Colonies 
to  the  products  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

Notwithstanding  iny  disclaimer  in  con- 
nection with  direct  taxation  I  might 
remind  the  House  that  the  colonies  have 
in  some  instances  given  effect  to  this 
resolution.  One  is  the  Government  of 
Canada,  the  head  of  which  within  a  few 
days  of  the  passing  of  the  resolution  was 
personally  decorated  with  the  gold  medal 
of  the  Cobden  Club ;  this  recently  de- 
corated gold  medallist,  who  was  a  party 

*  See  page  387  of  this  volume 


to  this  resolution,  who  I  believe  in  fact 
took  the  chair  at  the  meeting  at  which 
that  resolution  was  unanimously  passed, 
has  given  effect  to  that  resolution,  the 
Finance  Minister  of  Canada  having  this 
very  year  introduced  a  Budget  under  the 
provisions  of  which  products  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  of  such  colonies  as 
conform  to  the  resolution,  were  to  be  ad- 
mitted not  only  at  an  advantage  of  25 
per  cent,  less  than  foreign  goods,  which 
advantage  was  accorded  two  years  ago 
amidst  lively  demonstrations  of  patriotic 
feeling  amongst  all  parties  in  Canada, 
but  are  from  the  present  time  to  be 
admitted  at  an  advantage  of  33|  per 
cent.  For  every  two  dollars  paid  on 
imported  British  goods  three  dollars 
would  be  paid  on  foreign.  That  is  the 
Budget  of  the  gold  medallist  of  the 
Cobden  Club,  and  I  am  bound  to  say 
from  an  Imperial  standpoint  that  it  is  a 
very  great  improvement  on  the  Budget 
of  my  right  hon.  friend,  who  might,  I 
think,  with  advantage  go  to  the  shrine  of 
the  Cobden  Club,  and  if  he  follows 
this  example  need  not  despair  of 
being  decorated  with  the  gold  medal. 
This  is  a  question  which  has  made 
enormous  strides  throughout  the  Empire 
during  the  last  few  years.  When  it  was 
first  brought  forward  in  the  Canadian 
Legislature  it  was  a  party  matter : 
the  Liberal  party  of  that  day  did  not 
identify  themselves  with  it.  What  has 
happened  since?  All  parties  are  so 
enthusiastic  in  its  favour  that  when  the 
recent  Budget  was  brought  in  members 
of  all  parties  rose  in  their  places  and 
joined  in  the  National  Anthem.  More- 
over, the  House  must  bear  in  mind  that 
Canada  is  by  no  means  alone  in  this 
j  patriotic  financial  action,  as  the  principle 
I  in  question  was  recognised  by  all  the 
Premiers  of  the  colonies  assembled  in 
London  three  years  ago.  During  the 
same  time  the  Government  of  this  country 
have  not  been  altogether  inactive  on  the 
question,  and  I  should  be  doing  them  a 
wrong  if  I  did  not  remind  the  House  that 
the  Government  have  abolished  the  treaties 
with  Germany  and  Belgium  which  pre- 
cluded our  entering  into  these  reciprocal 
relations  with  our  colonies.  The  Govern- 
ment has  removed  the  shackles  from  our 
hands,  and  we  are  free  to  move,  and  my 
right  hon.  friend  would  find  the  whole  of 
the  Empire  at  his  back  if  he  were  to 
make  a  step  in  this  direction.  It  was 
unfortunately,  as  w^  Vtvow^  wqX*  ^<^  Vstv^ 
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ago  the  fashion  to  treat  the  colonies  as  j  under-estimated  by  JC6y000,000,  and  tlni 
if  they  were  no  concern  of  ours ;  we  went  *  all  the  new  taxes  were  luinecennj. 
our  way  and  left  them  to  go  theirs,  and  ■  I  do  not  think  that  the  figures  we 
if  those  ways  led  to  different  courses  it!  have  had  placed  before  us  to-night 
did  not  matter.  That  is  not  the  view  '  really  rest  on  a  sound  basis^  and  to 
held  now.  When  e\  en  gold  medallists  of  |  illustrate  that  I  point  to  one  nuitter. 
the Cobden  Club  come  for wardand  identify  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  told  oi 
themselves  with    this   movement    what    that  these  payments  of  duty  commeneed  is 

f round  can  my  right  hon.  friend  have  for  the  month  of  January,  and  he  mentioMd 
olding  aloof  from  it  ?  It  may  be  said  tea  particularly.  I  wish  to  call  attentiaa 
that  the  exceptional  circumstances  of  this  ;  to  one  incident  which  occurred  in  thit 
year  are  not  favourable  to  embarking  in  >  business  which  really  aocounts  for  a  bip 
any  departure  from  our  financial  system, '-.  anticipatory  payment,  and  at  the  mm 
but  I  cannot  recognise  that.  I  believe  it .  time  does  not  justify  the  Chancellor  is 
would  be  well  received  throughout  the  drawing  the  conclusion  he  has  dnwn. 
Empire,  and  I  hope  further  time  will  not  There  is  a  fashion  among  certain  tei 
be  allowed  to  go  by  without  some  step  '  companies  of  rivalling  each  other  in  ngu^ 
being  taken  in  regard  to  it.  If  further  ;  to  the  amount  of  the  duty  cheques  ther 
time  is  allowed  to  go  by  great  disappoint- 1  paid  on  tea.  One  was  J&85,000  becuue 
ment  will  be  raised  in  the  colonies,  and  !  a  rival  trader  had  paid  J&75,000  hefait 
great  temptation  offered  by  other  com- 1  These  large  cheques  were  merely  antkspi- 
munities  who  are  notoriously  desirous  to  i  tions,  and  this  was  done  for  the  purpoK 
enter  into  fiscal  relations  with  portions  !  of  advertisement,  although  it  seems  to  m 
of  the  colonial  Empire,  to  the  prejudice  |  a  very  foolish  practice.  The  Ghanodkr 
of  the  mother  coimtry.  I  hope  that  this  i  of  the  Exchequer  is,  therefore,  not  juifr 
niggling  and  peddling  system  of  finance,  '  fied  in  saying  that  the  payments  ven 
without  any  reference  to  the  promotion  '  made  merely  to  anticipate  the  BudgeL 
of  trade  between  this  country  and  its  '  When  we  compare  the  amount  paid  into 
colonies,  or  the  growth  of  food  in  this  ^  the  Exchequer  in  the  last  week  of  the  jar 
country,  will  be  aoolished  in  future.  The  ^  ending  31st  March  with  the  week  befcie 
present  Budget  is  one  without  grasp ;  the  '  we  cannot  help  being  struck  by  the  ImA 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  put  burdens  on  '  that  a  very  much  smaller  amount  wm 
the  backs  of  the  people,  and  is  raising ,  paid  during  the  last  week  of  the  yeir. 
money  in  the  old  way  without  any  regard  '  No  money  was  paid  in  from  the  Pofi 
to  national  opinion,  and  I  hope  that  we  Office  or  the  Telegraph  Office,  and  a  veir 
have  seen  the  last  of  these  peddling  small  sum  from  Customs  and  Plxcise,  while 
Budgets.  J&^^1^,750,000  was  paid  in  the  week  before. 

That  makes  me  think  that  we  have  carried 
*Mii.  LOUGH  (Islington,  W.) :  We  can-  over,  from  the  year  ending  Slst  March. ' 
not  fail  to  recognise  that  we  are  in  a  '.  quite  as  large  an  amount  of  revenue  thu 
most  serious  situation  as  regards  the  .  will  give  benefit  to  the  next  year  as  anj 
financial  system  of  this  country  when  of  the  anticipatory  payments  of  Customs 
such  a  statement  as  that  presented  to  us  and  Excise  to  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
to-night  has  to  be  made  in  a  great  hurry  !  Exchequer  has  alluded.  If  this  be  tiw* 
on  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Finance  Bill. '.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  gre«tlr 
1  am  glad  to  sec  that  a  great  many  hon.  !  miscalculating  his  revenue. 
Members  have  recognised  what  struck  me  ; 

at  the  commencement,  that  this  Budget        Sir  M.    HICKS  BEACH  :    It  is  not 
was  brought  in,  and  that  great  burdens  ;  true, 
were  thrown  on  the  public  without  due 

consideration.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 1  *Mr.  LOUGH :  I  now  come  » 
chequer  has  made  a  greater  under-estimate  '  a  firmer  basis  of  fact.  We  hiw 
than  has  ever  been  made  before.  I  think  '  had  nearly  £10,000,000,  one  way  or 
this  is  a  very  serious  matter.  One  con-  another,  of  taxation  revenue  more  thin 
elusion  that  arises  from  it  is  that  last  1  was  expected  in  the  year  just  closri. 
year  we  had  a  peddling  and  unsatisfactory  I  I  have  stated  on  this  subject  before  thii 
Budget,  disturbing  trade  and  imposing  >  with  such  a  gigantic  revenue  the  Chan- 
many  fresh  burdens ;  we  had  a  number  \  cellor  of  the  Exchequer  might  have  be«i 
of  new  taxes  raising  about  a  million,  j  much  more  sparing  in  the  imposition  of 
and  we  now  find  that  che  revenue  was  I  new  taxes.     I  said  then  that  the  only  ne* 

Mr.  James  Lowihew 
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tax  required  was  2d.  on  the  income  tax. 
No  one  made  the  slightest  response  to  my 
^u^estion.  I  am  strongly  of  the  same 
opinion,  that  with  such  an  excess  revenue 
the  Chancellor  should  have  hesitated  before 
imposing  the  new  taxes  he  has  imposed. 
TVs    can    now    see    that   we   ended   the 

ryear    with    £10,000,000   available 
the  war  without  a  single  new  tax, 
And  there  would  have  been  JCI  1,000,000 
probably  available    next    year,   so  that 
without  any  new   taxes  we  might  have 
je30,000,000  in  three  years  available  for 
the  war.     What   is   the  spirit  animating 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  this 
inatter  1    The  House  appears  to    think 
that  the  taxpayer  makes  no  sacriiice  if  he 
is    not  called  upon   to  pay  new  taxes. 
This  is  a  great  fallacy.     It  is  one  of  the 
many  financial  fallacies  that  have  become 
common  in   this  country.     The  taxpayer 
will  in  the  first  place  have  to  sacrifice  the 
relief    to    which    he   would    have  been 
entitled.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
ex-Chancellor  alluded    to   the    splendid 
relief  that    might  have    been  given  if 
X6,000,000    or    £9,000,000     had    been 
Applied  to   the  relief  of  taxation.     The 
taxpayer  has  lost  that.     Everybody  has 
to  make  a  great  sacrifice  in  connection 
with  the  war.     There  have   been  large 
subscriptions  to  provide  for  the  depen- 
dents of  those  who  have  been  killed  or 
wounded  in  the  war.     There  has  been  a 
sacrifice  of  money  in  the  country  in  the 
withdrawal   of   breadwinners   who    have 
fought  the  battles.     There  is  scarcely  a 
family  in  the  land  that  has  not  made  a 
sacrifice,  and  in  such  a  year  it  would 
have  been  a  far  more  excellent  thing  to 
have  avoided    an   increase    of    taxation 
rather  than  add  to  the  many  burdens  to 
which  I  have  alluded.     Practically  every 
trade  in  the  country  from  which  revenue 
is    raised    has   been   disturbed    by   this 
Budget.      The  Chancellor  has  promised 
to  take  off  these  taxes  as  soon  as  he  can. 
There  is  a  great  disturbance  to  trade  in 
the  way  of  taking  off  taxes — perhaps  it  is 
nearly  as  great  as  in  putting  them  on. 
These   important    industries    should,    I 
think,    receive  more  attention  from  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    than  they  have 
hitherto     done.      I    desire    to    make     a 
protest  against  the  ready  way  in  which 
the  Chancellor  has    put   heavy  burdens 
on  the  country,  when  I  think  they  might 
to  a  large  extent  have  been  avoided.      I 
•desire  also  to  allude  to  the  protest  made 
hy  many  of  my  hon.  friends  from  Ireland. 


In  regard  to  Ireland  I  think  the  protest 
made  agair.st  every  one  of  these  taxes  forms 
one  of  the  most  extraordinary  incidents 
in  the  finance  of  this  country.  Nine- 
tenths  of  the  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
opposed  the  imposition  of  any  one  of  these 
taxes,  and  I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  to 
be  said  for  the  contention  that  they  are 
unnecessary.  They  protested,  on  grounds 
which  seemed  to  them  very  good,  against 
the  imposition  of  these  burdens.  No 
British  Member  paid  the  least  attention 
to  the  Irish  Members.  It  is  sometimes 
said  that  taxation  without  representation 
is  a  great  evil ;  but  there  is  a 
greater  evil  than  that — and  that  is  the 
paying  no  attei.tion  to  the  constitutional 
complaint  and  protest  of  people  who 
appear  to  enjoy  constitutional  and  repre- 
sentative rights.  All  the  hon.  Members 
devoted  their  attention  to  was  their  own 
country,  and  their  voice  was  not  heard  in 
regard  to  it.  That  is  a  very  serious  situa- 
tion. I  would  like  to  put  this  question  : 
what  do  you  think  that,  within  the  limits 
of  the  Constitution,  Irishmen  should  do 
next  1  They  practically  represent  the 
whole  country  unanimously,  and  no 
attention  has  been  paid  to  them.  I  desire 
simply,  for  my  own  part,  to  protest  in 
conclusion,  as  I  did  in  the  beginning, 
against  this  Budget.  I  think  a  great 
deal  more  money  is  to  be  raised  than  is 
necessary.  It  has  caused  a  great  dis- 
turbance of  the  commerce  of  this  country, 
and  I  think  it  will  prove  very  oppressive 
to  many  who  have  quite  sufficient  burdens 
to  bear. 

♦Mr.  HERBERT  LEWIS  (Flint 
Boroughs) :  I  rise  to  ask  if  the  Govern- 
ment will  consider  the  important  ques- 
tion of  the  graduation  of  the  income 
tax.  I  made  a  similar  appeal  some  three 
years  ago  to  the  Chancellor,  and  it 
received  a  favourable  response.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  extended 
the  principle  of  graduation  by  exemption 
in  a  manner  that  gave  satisfaction,  I 
believe,  to  both  sides  of  the  House  as  far 
as  it  went.  But  now  that  the  income  tax 
has  been  raised  to  Is.  in  the  £  the  ques- 
tion has  become  more  urgent  than  before. 
I  have  from  time  to  time  received  a  coi^- 
siderable  number  of  letters  on  the  subject 
from  people  all  over  the  country  who  are 
interested  in  it.  It  has  been  stated 
over  and  over  again  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  I 
make  the  same  complaint,  that  the  larger 
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incomes  are  not  taxed  in  prq>ortion  to 
their  ability  to  bear  taxation.  I  admit 
that  conaiderablo  steps  in  that  direction 
have  liaen  taketi  within  the  last  few 
years,  but  the  disproportion  still  remains, 
and  it  is  that  disproportion  which  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  remove  or 
minimise  as  far  aa  possible.  An  in- 
come tax  of  Is.  in  the  £  bears  very 
hardly  indeed  upon  persons  with  small 
incomes.  1  make  that  statement  taking 
into  accoimt  the  deductions  now  alio  wen 
in  respect  of  them.  But  there  is  a 
further  fjuestion  which  affects  the  bidk 
of  the  nation.  If  a  careful  inquiry  were 
made  into  the  amount  which  a  man 
receiving  wages  of  £1  a  week  has  to  pay  in 
taxation,  and  if  what  he  has  to  piiy  were 
compared,  let  us  aay»  with  what  is  paid 
by  persons  receiving  salaries  of  £100^ 
£200,  £300,  and  £500  a  year,  it  would 
be  found  that  the  working  man  in  pro- 
portion to  the  salary  he  recetveSj  pays 
taxation  enormously  in  excess  of  that 
which  is  paid  by  persons  in  a  better 
than  himself.  The 
Exchequer  has  done 
these  inequalities  of 


IS 

flnaneia!  position 
Chancellor  of  the 
a  little  to  remedy 


taxation,  and  I  am  grateful  to  him  for 


what  little  he  has  done,  but  thercs  is  still 
vast  held  for  the  exercise  of  Ma  relo 
talent  in  that  directioiu  I  recognise  t 
everything  cannot  be  dune  att 
this  regard,  but  I  would  appeal ' 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  I  app 
him  on  a  fonner  occasion,  to 
whether,  in  the  event  of  his  lieing  inl 
position  in  which  he  now  Bnds  hia 
twelve  months  hence,  he  will  not ; 
U^  the  House  of  Commons  a  very  < 
system  of  ta.s:ation  indeed  from  f| 
which  now  prevails  in  regard  to  It*  i 
dence  upnn  different  classes  of  th«  * 
munity.  I  would  a^k  him  to  distrib 
the  burden  more  equitably.  I 
entirely  mth  the  principle  that  ct« 
clas«  in  the  community  ought  to 
ita  full  and  equal  share  uf  taxation, 
that  I  ask  is  that  its  incidence  «honiii  b* 
proportionate  to  the  meiina  of  the  us- 
payer,  and  in  making  this  app^  1 
believe  I  have,  although  I  only  sptak  m 
an  individual,  behind  me  a  large  '  *  ' 
opinion  and  sentiment. 

Question  put. 

The     House     divided  :-^ Ayes,     IQ 
Noes,  16.      (Division  List  No.  99.) 


Arrol,  Sir  William 

Ansitin,Sir  -Jolm  (Yorkshire) 

iJaker,  Sir  Jnlm 

iiiiUotir.lU.Hon.A.J*(Maiidrr 

Barnes**  Fretlfcrit?  11  ore  11 

Bay  ley,  ThoiiiRii  (Derby^Lire) 

j!eac:h,Rt.Hn.8irM.H4HriHto! 

Bethell,  Coinimmtler 

Bliowimj^^jree,  Sir  M,  M. 

Bon<l|  Edwanl 

Ho  wl43sX  'ap  t .  H .  F .  I M  i  d  d  lesex 

BoivleSt  TJ  lib^oiil  King^SjLjnti 

Brodrick,  Kt  Hn.  St,  Jtilm 

raldweU,  Jamef^ 

Caven  d  iah ,  V .  C .  W(  Derby  «ii  ire 

C  i  lai  1 1 1  erl  ain ,  li  t  J I  on .  J  /( Binw 

Chamljerlain,  J  Austen  (Worc'r 

Charrini^boii,  Sjiencer 

Clare,  dctaviuH  Leijjjh 

Cog  bill,  Doijglasi  Harrj^ 

Coll  111^,  Kt.  HoiL  Jesfie 

Colston,  Cbas-  Edw.H*  Athole 

Colville,  John 

Cooke,  CW  Bjidclifte[Hereford ) 

Cox,  Irwin  tl^Uvard  Bain  bridge 

Curzon,  Mscount 

Da  vii*s,  M .  Vau  gb  an  ■  ( Card  \gai\ 

Dewar*  Arthur 

Dickinson,  Kobe rt  Edniorid 

Don  kin.  Ricbanl  Sim 

Doughty,  ijeori^e 

Douplas^  Kt.  Hun,  A.  Akent- 

Doxfurd,  Sir  Wni.  Tbf^iore 

Dyke,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Wni.  Hart 

Fuber,  iieorj^e  Denison 

Fel  lowes,  Hon.  A  il  wy  n  Ed  ward 

Mr.  Eerhert  Lewis, 


AYES. 

Finch,  George  H. 
Finlayi  Sir  Robert.  Bannatyne 
Fisbtjr,  William  Halves 
Fit74i>ftnric«,  Lord  Edinond 
Foster  Col  one!  (Lanoast^r) 
Foster,  Harry  S.  (Surtulk) 
Gartit,  William 
GibKHrKA.G.H(CityufLona. 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
nil  Hat,  Jolin  Saundei-s 
G  o\i\  8 \v  ort  hy ,  Ma}or-G  en  eraJ 
{Jordon,  Hon  John  Edward 
(.;omt.  lit.  Hon.  Sir  John  E, 
Grab  am,  Heirrj'  Robert 
Green ,  W  al  f ortiD  ( W  et  I  nesbti  rj' 
Hamilton^  Rt.  Hon-  Lord  G. 
Han  burj%  Ht.  Hon.  RobertWm. 

j  Haxell,  Walter- 

I  Heath,  Jamen 

;  H elder,  Augustus* 

j  Houston.  H.  r, 
Hudion^  Geurt;e  Bicker?  teth 
Kay^Sbuttlewcirtb.Kt  HnHirU 

I  Kimlier.  Henry 

'  KnoT^'le^»  Lee& 

!  Law i*euce,SirEDurmng'( Corn 

,  Ijaw^sMjnt  John  Grant  fVorka.) 
Lea,  Sir  Tbo*i.  (Londonderry) 
Leigb- Bennett,  Henrj^  Cm™ 
Lony,  Ht.  Hon.  \V*  (Ln  erpool) 
Lon^iale,  John  Brown  lee 
Loyd,  Arebie  Kirk  man 
Macartney*  W.  G.  Ellifion 
M*Killo|>/  >raniea 
Mellor,  Colonel  (lianca*bire} 
Middlemoro,  J.  Thro^norton 


Moncktf>n,  Bdwiyd  ,  „ 
Moore,  Wiiiiatti  (Antii 
Mor«,  Robt.  dasjt«f\Sh 
Mortou,  A rtbu rli .  A .  i i 
Murray,  it  t  Ha  A  Ur 
Furvii*,  Hobert 
Fym,  C.  Guy 
Kenab!iw%  l_fluirles  B!Ji# 
KttCjUie,  lit-  Hon.  V,  Tho, 
Uot»srt«on,  flGt  berC(HjKl 
Samuel,  liarry  8.  (Lini« 
Scbw^aiin*  Charles  K. 
Sidebotbauk,  J,  \V.  ^Chailum 
feiidebottoui,  Wm.  {Derbfil 
Sinelair,  Loan  (ikimfiiff^ 
Skewes-Cox,  Thomas 
Stnitb.  Hon.  W.  F,  D.(St 
Staaley,  Edw.  J««.  (So 
Stca4man,  WiUiauj  Cl 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Thornton,  Percv  M. 
Tondluson.VVni"  Edw.  Mi 
Tritton,  Ciiarlej*  EmoMt 
Ure,  Alexander 
Wel>^ter.  Sir  Hieh&rd  _ 
Weir,  James  Oallow*ay 
Whiteley^  Gcor^^e  i  Stockport » 
Whit  more,  Cbarleu  Algciw* 
Wbit taker,  Thoin&»  PaliMr 
Will  iaitifi,  Joseph  Powdit  I 
Wyadham,  Giiirge 

TELLEUJi      FOR     THE    AT 

.Sir  William   W^roml 
Mr.  Anslnither* 
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Abraham,  William(Cork.N.E. ) 
Austin,  M.  (Limerick,  W.) 
Cnrran,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal) 
Dooii^an,  P.  C. 
Kilbride  Denis 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M'Dermott,  Patrick 


{6  April  1900} 

NOES. 

Molloy,  Bernard  Charles 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
O'Malley,  WUUam 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion)  . 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Tanner,  Cliarles  Keai-ns 
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Wilson,  Henry  J.  ( York.W.  R.  > 
Wilson,  J.  H,  ( Middlesbrough  > 

Tellers    for  the   Noes— 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr. . 
James  O'Connor. 


Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

OLICE   RESERVISTS    (ALLOWANCE 
BILL. 

Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


NAVAL    RESERVE    (MOBILISATION) 
BILL. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [2nd  April],  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 

♦Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid) 
objected  to  the  practice  of  the  Grovern- 
ment  moving  important  Bills  after 
midnight,  or  as  on  a  previous  occasion 
with  this  Bill,  within  a  few  minutes  of 
that  hour,  without  offering  any  ex- 
planation or  affording  any  opportunity 
for  discussion.  Under  the  system  of 
party  Government,  the  duty  of  criticism 
constitutionally  devolved  on  the  Opposi- 
tion, not  in  their  own  party  interest,  but 
in  the  interests  of  the  country,  so  that 
no  legislation  should  be  passed  which  had 
not  been  well  considered  and  carefully 
criticised.  The  Bill  had  reference  to  the 
calling  out  into  actual  service  of  the 
volunteer  forces  of  the  Naval  Reserve. 
By  the  Act  of  1859,  the  number  of  such 
forces  is  not  to  exceed  30,000,  whilst  the 
number  actually  authorised  by  Parlia- 
ment for  the  year  now  current  is  27,700, 
being  an  increase  of  only  fifty  over  the 
past  year,  notwithstanding  that  the 
number  of  officers  and  men  of  the  Fleet 
have  been'  increased  this  year  by  3,499, 
and  now  stands  at  82,821.  They  were 
thus  dealing  not  only  with  a  large  body  of 
men,  but  with  a  body  of  men  which  had 
not  yet  attained  the  maximum  of  forty- 
one  years  ago,  which  was  not  increasing 
proportionately  to  the  increase  of  the 
Fleet,  and  which  was  a  force  which 
should  be  strictly  reserved  for  being 
called  into  actual  service  only  at  a  time 
of  great  emergency  or  national  danger. 


The  Bill  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
annual  drill  and  training,  which  were  left 
entirely,  as  at  present,  to  the  Admiralty. 
The  calling  out  of  the  Naval  Reserve- 
Volunteers  to  actual  service  meant  a  con- 
siderable sacrifice  to  the  men.  It 
was  a  great  loss  to  wives  and 
families,  and,  in  many  cases,  the  loss 
of  permanent  situations.  The  power  ought 
not,  therefore,  to  be  lightly  exercised. 
By  Section  4  of  the  Act  of  1869,  the  sole 
power  and  prerogative  of  calling  out  the 
Naval  Reserve  V  olunteers  is  vested  im 
Her  Majesty,  which,  of  course,  means  the 
Cabinet  as  a  whole.  Her  Majesty  may 
call  out  as  many  or  such  part  of  them  aa 
she  may  deem  necessary.  But  before 
even  Her  Majesty  may  call  them  out,  the 
occasion  must  first  be  communicated  to* 
Parliament  if  Parliament  be  sitting,  or  be 
declared  in  Council  and  notified  by  Pro- 
clamation if  Parliament  be  not  sitting  or 
in  being.  Once  the  Volunteers  are  so- 
called  out,  the  Act  of  1859  devolves  upon 
the  Lord  High  Admiral  the  duty  of 
making  all  the  necessary  arrangements  for 
collecting  the  men  and  utilising  their 
services.  The  important  point  to  observe 
is  that  it  is  Her  Majesty  who  fixes  the 
number  which,  in  her  opinion,  is  neces- 
sary  to  be  called  out  for  the  particular 
occasion,  the  Admiralty  having  no  dis- 
cretion but  being  bound  to  call  out  the 
number  so  fixed.  If  it  should  be  neces- 
sary to  call  out  more  Volunteers,  the 
same  form  has  to  be  gone  through,  the 
prerogative  of  calling  out  and  the  duty 
and  responsibility  of  fixing  the  number  of 
the  additional  men  to  be  called  out  resting 
with  Her  Majesty.  Nor  is  there  any 
reason  why  the  solemnity,  publicity,  and 
responsibility  of  calling  out  the  additional 
number  should  not  be  observed.  Indeed, 
it  was  the  more  necessary  in  the  case  of 
the  additional  number,  as,  obviously,  the 
crisis  must  have  become  more  acute, 
whilst  the  country  will  be  drawing  more 
largely  on  what  is  a  force  reserved  for  a 
time  of  national  danger  or  great  emer- 
gency. Nor  is  there  anything  in 
the   slightest   degree    cumbrous   in   the 
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•calling  oat  the  additional  number 
required.  If  Parliament  is  sitting,  Parlia- 
ment has  to  be  acquainted  with  tho  fai^t, 
jin  operation  not  only  extremely  simple 
in  itselij  and  involving  no  luiiiecessary 
delay^  but  a  most  proper  thing  to  do.  If 
Parliament  U  not  sittings  then  tho  addi- 
tional  number  of  men  are  deelared  by  ao 
vOidor  in  Council,  very  easily  obtained,  no 
matter  where  Her  Majesty  may  be,  and 
IS  made  public  by  Proelamation,  In  fact, 
*o  far  as  publicity  and  notice  to  the  men 
;are  concernecl,  the  Proclamation  would 
.appear  in  the  press  all  over  the  country 
ithe  next  morning,  before  tiny  call  or 
'Bummons  to  the  service  b3^  the  Admiralty 
-could  possibly  reach  them.  The  preaent 
Act  hati  been  in  operation  for  forty -one 
years,  and  up  to  the  present  no  ditfieulty 
had  been  felt,  nor  ha/1  any  complaint 
'been  made  witli  the  existing  hiw.  The 
.change  proposed  by  the  Bill  would  seem 
to  have  suggested  itself  owing  to  the  fact 
ihat  under  the  Act  of  1882  calling  out 
the  Army  Keserves,  Her  Majesty  has 
power  by  the  Proclaioation  U}  order  a 
■Secretary  of  State — 

**  From  tinie  to  time  to  giTU,  and  when  given 
to  rtivoke  or  rsiry  ^\ic\i  direct ioTi«  as  may  ^eem 
fnec  ertsiiry  or  proji^r  for  call  in  jr  out  tlie  forces 
or  torce  'mentioned  in  the  Prodaumtion»  or  all 
or  any  of  tha  Jiieu  beloDging  thereto/* 

Finding  this  piwer  of  delegation  in  the 
case  -of  the  Army,  the  Admiralty  evi- 
dently discover  for  the  first  time  that 
they  require  this  power  in  tho  case  of  the 
Navy,  and  tljat  it  is  impossible  longer  to 
Met  on  without  it,  although  no  dithcolty 
"has  been  known  or  felt  during  the  last 
iorty-one  years.  The  Admiralty  wish 
given  to  them  the  powers  which  are 
given  to  the  W^ar  Department ;  but  are  the 
Admiralty  willing  to  have  the  restrictions 
pliiced  upcui  the  calling  out  of  the  Naval 
lieserve  V^olunteers  which  are  imposed  in 
ithe  ease  of  the  Army  Reserves  ?  Therein 
lies  the  difference  between  the  two  cases, 
.and  accounts  for  the  difference  in  powers. 
As  he  had  pointed  out,  Her  Majesty  can 
.call  out  the  Naval  Reserve  Vohuiteers 
-"  on  such  oc-casions  as  she  deems  fit." 
tOn  the  other  hand,  by  Section  1 2  of  the 
Reserve  Forces  Act,  1882,  Her  Majesty 
.can  only  call  out  the  Army  Reserves  "  in 
case  of  imminent  national  datiger  or  of 
great  emergency,"  and  the  occasion  must 
not  only  first  be  communicated  to  Parlia- 
ment if  Parliament  be  sitting  or  declared 
in  Council  and  notified  by  Proelamati^n 

Mr,  CtiMwelL 


if  Parliament  be    not    sitting,   bui 
Section  13 — 

*'  Whenever  Her  Majeaty  ordera  the  A  ,^ 
Ka«ervi^  and  Militia  Reserve,  or  eitliv  i 
theni,  t<)  be  caljtid  cut  on  periuaDent  serried 
if  I^j-rliatuent  be  then  sepai^ed  by  soe^ 
acijournnient  or  prarogation  a^  will  not  expie 
witldn  ten  day^,  a  Proclamation  »liall  b 
LK.stie(i  for  the  meeting  of  F'arliainent  vitliia 
ten  day  4,  and  Parliament  a  hall  aeooniiJ^f 
meet  and  ait  u|>on  the  day  appointed  by  Mk 
Pr<>cbnuaticHu  and  -ihalf  continue  to  ist  < — ' " 
Jiet  in  like  manner  &«;  if  it  bac]  atood  odjd 
or  prorogued  to  the  same  day/' 


Obviously  there    is  a    great    diffc 

between  the  delegation  to  a  Secretary 
State  to  call  out  all  or  any  of  the  krmt 
Reserves  called  out  by  Royal  Pror'  " 
tion  in  a  time  **  of  imno^inent  nu\ 
danger  or  of  great  emergency/' and  hih  :i 
if  Parliament  be  not  then  sitting,  Yuria 
ment  ranst  be  called  together  within  ir? 
dayjs,  and  the  necessity  for  anv  ■  • 
delegation  in  the  case  of  the  > 
Reserve  Volunteers  whom  Her  Maj»;i»i 
may  call  out,  to  whatever  extent  ^^ 
pleases,  *^on  such  occasions  as  she  d 
fit,"  without  being  limited  to  times  ** 
imminent  national  danger  or  great  ec 
gency,"  and  without  being  under  i 
obligation  to  call  Parliament  together* 

Attention  called  to  the  fact  that  fo 
Members  were  not  present  (Mr,  Stm 
RtAN^  Tower  Hamlets,  Stepneyl  UooaB 
counted,  and  forty  Members  being  foaad 
present, 

*Mr.  CALDWELL  (continuing)  said  i 
would  be  absurd  to  have  to  call  Par&T 
ment  together  every  time  that  it  might 
be  found  necessary  to  call  out  wof 
additional  number  of  men.  l>elegatm 
a3  regards  numbers,  whilst  thus  appft- 
priatc  in  the  case  of  the  Ai-m>*  Reaerftf 
is  not  appropriate  to  the  cage  of  the  Nait 
Reserves,  not  fenced  with  the 
restrictions,  and  under  no  nece 
call  Parliament  together.  Parliame  _ 
wisely  imposed  upon  Her  Majesty  tJbr 
prerogative,  duty,  and  responsibility,  001 
only  of  CJdiing  out  the  Naval  Eeaenf 
Vohuiteers,  but  of  fixing  tho  mimbcr 
which  should  be  called  out  from  ttiiu)l» 
time,  a  new  proclamation  being  ren^uirtd 
every  time  an  additional  number  of  nKft 
are  called  out.  The  calling  out  of  iUir 
additional  number  by  Her  Majesty,  bow- 
ever,  is  encumbered  with  no  luineceistfj 
formab'ties,  and  produces  no  delay,  trh^ 
it  is  but  right  and  proper,  where vefjia  iwkfi> 


the  JgMH 

amei^l^l 


un 


A^avaJ  Eesetve 
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tioiial  number  ia  aUlecl  out,  that  the  fact 
should  l>e  intimated  to  Parliament  and  to 
thtj  country  by  Royal  Proclamation,  and 
not  kft  to  he  carried  into  effect  b!y  any 
secret  orders  from  the  Admiralty.  At 
present  no  more  than  the  number 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty,  is 
actually  required  can  be  called  out,  and 
the  Admiralty  haa  no  diBcretion  but  to 
liall  them  out.  The  Bill,  however,  would 
enable  Her  Majesty  to  call  out  the  whole 
of  the  Naval  Ileser\^e  Volunteers,  or  any 
large  portion  of  them,  even  although  the 
occasion  might  not  require  a  call  out  of 
more  than  5,000  or  1,000  men. 
It  would  always  be  explained  that, 
although  a  larger  number  were 
nominally  called  out  than  might  be 
deemed  necessary  at  the  time,  yet  it  was 
not  intended  actually  to  call  out  the  full 
number,  but  only  a  very  restricted  num- 
ber, which  the  Admiralty  hatl  power  to 


U7b 

keeping  the  power  where  it  was.  The 
hon,  (gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  re^d  a  second  time  thi& 
day  six  months. 

Mr.  COLVILLE  {Lanark,  N,K): 
I  beg  leave  to  aec*>nd  my  hon.  friend*s 
proposal. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'T«  leave  out  the  word  'now/  and  at  tha 
end  of  tbe  Qiieeiticiti  ta  add  the  words  '  upon 
t\m  day  six  months.'  '*—{Mr.  CaldimlL) 

Question  prop03e<l,  ''That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  l^uestion/^ 

The  ATTORNEY  GENKRAL  {Sir 
R  Webster,  lile  of  Wfght):  This  BiU 
is  brought  forward  in  order  to  enable  the 
Admiralty  to  call  out  such  a  numter  m 


do.     What  ho  feared  might  be  done  in  |  they  may   require.      The  object  of    the 


practice  was  that  the  whole  Naval  lie 
serve  Vohmteerii  might  be  eallt^l  out  in 
the  Royal  proclamation,  even  although  a 
.small  number  only  were  considercrl  neces- 
sary, and  that  once  such  a  proclamation  had 
been  issued,  the  Admiralty  woidd  there- 


Bill  ia  precisely  to  prevent  that   which 

the  hon.  Gentlenmn  supposes  will  be  ita 

result.     This  BiU  is  aimply  Uy  give  to  the 

Admiralty  the  same  power  as  is  already 

possessed  by  the  War  Office  in  regard  to 

...     1  ,        .'       .      the  calliiig  out  of  the  Armv  Reserve.     It 

after  have  unlnuited  power  from  time  to    -^  ,i      i/this,  that  after  the  Queen  with 

tmie^tocal  outaitdjtional  numbers  as  they    ^jj  ^he  responsibility  pmvided  by  section 


might  think  fit  without  acquainting  Parlia 
ment  or  the  country,  thu^  depleting  that 
part  of  the  naval  defence  of  the  cotuitry 
which  was  intended  to  be  used  only  in  a 
time  of  immiJient  national  danger  or  of 
great  emergency.  He  prottisteLl  against 
giving  such  a  power  to  a  mere  Depart- 
ment of  the  State,  Circumstances  of  late 
years  had  shown  that  we  ought  not  to 
give  unlimited  power  to  the  Admiralty 
by,  first  of  all,  getting  an  order  from  the 
Queen  to  call  out  the  Reaer^^e  forces,  anri 
then  allowing  the  Admiralty  to  call  ou'. 
as  many  as  they  please,  because  the 
Fleet  might  at  any  time  be  used  with- 
out the  knowledge  of  Parliament  for 
many  purposes,  and  some  times  for  making 
a  flemonjitration.  An  Emperor  might 
»end  a  telegram,  and  then  the  fieet  might 
bo  mobilised  and  the  VoSunteors  called 
out :  something  might  take  place  in  Ghin% 
and  all  the  Admiralty  would  have  to  do 
would  be  to  get  a  proclamation  from  the 
Queen,  and  then  they  would  have  the 
whole  thing  in  their  hands.  It  wa^  in  the 
int*5rests  both  of  the  Reserves  and  the 
country  that  a  check  should  be  kept 
upon  the  Admiralty,  and  that  is  why  lie 
objected  to  this  Bill  and  insisted    upon 

VOL,  LXXXL    [Fourth  Beries,] 


4  of  the  Act  of  1859 — not  one   jot   of 

which  responsibility  will  be  removed  by 

this  Act— has  directed  the  Naval  Vohm- 

teers  to  be  called  out,  the  Admiralty  may 

give  directions  as  to  the   number  to  be 

called  out,  so  that  it  will  not  be  necessary 

to  bring  all   the   Volunteers  away  from 

their   woik,  and  send  them  Imck  again 

j  when  they  are  not  all  ro([uired.      I   ain 

I  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Act  of 

I  1859  will  not  be  abrogat^td  by  anything 

*  contained  in  the  Bill  before  the    House 

I  but  it  will  apply  in  exactly  the  same  way 

I  as  before,  the  only  diftoreuce   being  that 

I  th«  Admiralty  will  have  discretion  as  to 

I  whether    they  will   call  out   10,000    or 

15,000  men, 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) :  I  am  indebterl  to  my  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  I^anark  for  the 
industry  and  acumen  he  has  brought  to 
bear  on  the  elucidation  of  this  Bill  It 
appears  to  me  that  two  points  arise  in 
connection  with  it ;  firstly,  the  intention 
of  the  Bill ;  and  secondly,  whether  the 
intention  is  expressed  in  the  language  oti 

3   M 
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the  Bill.  The  inteution  of  the  Bill  as  with  the  same  class  of  men  as  the  Aim? 
explained  by  the  Attorney  Greneral  corre-  Reserve.  The  Naval  Reserve  is  compoied 
sponds  very  much  with  what  was  laid  of  seafaring  men,  and  we  are  by  this  M 
down  by  my  hon.  friend.  The  law  i  putting  on  them  a  burden  which  they  miy 
according  to  the  Act  of  1859  is  that  the  i  not  have  to  bear,  because  their  senicei 
Queen  after  signifying  her  intention  by  {  may  not  be  required.  Under  the  prems 
message  to  Parliament  or  by  proclama-  |  system  10,000  men  are  called  out  by 
tion  may  call  into  active  service  I  proclamation,  and  the  Admiralty  proceedi 
the  whole  or  any  portion  of  the  i  to  call  them  out.  The  remaining  men 
Royal  Naval  Volunteers  called  in  |  are  under  no  obligation  except  that  con- 
the  Estimates  the  Naval  Reserve.  I  tained  in  the  Act  of  Parliament 
The  Queen  ha\'ing  called  out  the  whole  |  They  are  under  contingent  liability 
or  any  part  of  these  Volunteers  the  \  if  you  like ;  but  under  the  system  nwr 
Admiralty  is  then  authorised  by  the  Act !  proposed  the  men  will  be  runder  special 
of  1859  to  call  them  into  active  service.  |  notice,  which  must  necessarily  affect  the 
What  is  intended  now,  I  understand,  is  i  conditions  of  their  employment.  Thil 
that  instead  of  the  present  system  the  ;  appears  to  me  to  be  a  practical  objecdoo 
Admiralty  are  to  be  empowered  within,  I  i  outweighing  any  good  I  can  see  in  the 
assume,  the  limits  of  the  Queen's  procla-  |  propos^.  Perhaps  the  First  Lord  of  tiM 
mation  or  message  to  Parliament  to  call  j  Admiralty  will  be  able  to  tell  the  Hoiue 


into  active  service  such  portion  of  the  . 
Naval  Volunteers  as  may  seem  to  them  to  j 
be  required,  and  at  a  later  period  may  '• 
call,  always  within  the  limits  of  the  I 
proclamation  or  message,  a  further  portion  j 
if  required.      So   that  instead   of  there  , 


the  practical  reasons  for  this  propottL 
I  can  conceive  one  good  reason,  namely, 
that  it  is  just  as  well  to  have  a  oaigin, 
that  the  number  of  men  wanted  is  not 
actually  known,  and  that,  although  only 
5,000  may  be  wanted,  it  is  just  as  well  to 


being  only  one  order  and  one  proclama-  i  have  power  to  call  out  a  greater  number. 
tion  declaring  the  number  to  be  called  ;  That  would  appear  to  be  the  main  reuoo 
into  active  service,  there  will  be  a  j  for  this  change,  but  I  do  not  think  it 
governing  order,  which  naturally  will  |  overweighs  the  considerations  against  it 
take     the     largest      margin      possible.  !  Subject  to  anything  that  the  First  Lord 


In  other  words,  instead  of  calling  out 
20,000  men  power  may  be  taken  to  call 
out  the  whole  of  the  Reserve,  and  then 
the  Admiralty  can  call  out  10,000  to-day 
and  5,000  or  10,000  six  months  later. 
That  is  the  system  now  proposed  instead 
of  the  system  established  by  the  Act  of 
1859,  which  has  remained  unchanged  and 
uncriticised  all  these  years.  What  is 
the  reason  for  this  change  1  AVe  on  this 
side  are  supposed  to  be  a  party  favour- 
able to  legislative  change,  but  on  this 
occasion  we  are  opposed  to  a  legislative 
change  for  which  I  am  bound  to  siiy  the 
Attorney  General  has  not  given  any  ade- 
quate reason.  Perhaps  it  was  only  his  duty 
to  describe  the  nature  of  the  change, 
but  I  cannot  myself  discover  why 
this 
and 


of  the  Admiralty  may  say,  I  should  be 
inclined  to  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  in 
offering  opposition  to  this  Bill ;  but  look- 
ing at  the  Bill,  1  am  obliged  to  say  that  1 
am  not  clear  that  it  affects  any  altentkw 
in  the  kw  whatever.  It  is  a  very  cuiioai 
Bill,  and  there  are  many  things  in  it 
which  will  have  to  be  looked  after  in 
Committee.  The  phrase  "called  out" 
appears  to  me  to  be  new  in  a  Bill,  hot  I 
will  not  detain  the  House  on  that  ques- 
tion now.  If  we  compare  the  Bill  as  it  ii 
with  the  Act  as  it  stands,  it  is  a  littie 
dithcult  to  see  that  any  important  alten- 
tion  of  the  law  is  made  at  all.  The  A« 
of  1859  says  that  the  Queen  may  bv  pro- 
clamation   call    out    all   or   anV  of  the 


Naval  Reserves,  and  a  sul)sequent  sect  on 

change   should   be    brought   about,  j  orders  the  Admiralty  to  call  them  cm. 

my     hon.      friend      has     siigges-  \  The  Bill  simply  says  that  when  the  Qne« 


ted  many  reasons  against  it.  There  j  has  declared  that  all  or  any  of  the  Xt\"il 
is  one  further  point  not  mentioned  l)v  •  Volunteers  shall  be  called  out  for  aciiw 
my    hon.    friend    which    occui's   to   me.  ,  service,  then  Her  Majesty  may  authjri^ 


Assuming  that  I  am  correct  in  describing  i  the  Admiralty 
this  Bill  as  one   to   give  power  to    the  i  be   required. 


Crown  to  make  a  governing  proclamation 
which  the  Admiralty  may  administer  in 
detail  by  instalments,  I  would  ;isk  the 
House  to  consider  that  we  are  not  dealing 

Mr.  Edmund  Uohertso)x, 


to  call  all  or  any  as  mar 
Instead    of     the    i^atk 


ordering  all  or  any  of  the  Naval  Volun- 
teers to  be  called,  and  the  Admiraltv  »** 
mere  matter  of  machinery  calling' thea 
out,  the  Bill  provides  that  the  Admindtr 
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may  give  dirocfcions  as  to  the  calling  out 
of  the  men,  always  \dttiin  the  limits  of  the 
proclamation.     That  appears  to  me  to  be 
a  perfectly  fair  nnd  proper  interpretation  ' 
of  the  Bill.     The  Attorney  General's  ex- 1 
pla nation  was  characterised  by  his  iisuhI  I 
clciirne^  and  canclour,  but  it  does  not  lie 
with  him  to  say  why  the  change  is  pro- 
posed, and  I  am  sure  the  ilouse  will  be  | 
^lad  to  hear  the  reasons  for  it.  ' 

The  first  LORD   of  tiie  ADML  I 
RALTY   (Mr.   OofSCHEN,    St.    C^orgea, 

Hanover  Stinare) ;  I  ihall  be  very  glad  to 
^ve  the  House  the  reasons  why  this  Bill 
h  intnxlnced^  and  m  I  will  prove  to  the 
House,  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  the  very 
opposite  to  that  suggested.  It  is  for  the 
convenience  quite  m  much  of  the  Hoyal  ) 
Naval  Keserve  m  of  the  Admiralty.  Sup-  i 
pose  that't  he  country  were  in  such  a  position  i 
that  wo  wanted  5,000  men  certain »  under  | 
the  existing  law  there  h  scarcely  any  , 
<io[i]it  that  we  would  call  for  a  much 
larger  number,  because  otherwise  if  we 
wanted  another  5,000  men  we  should  have 
to  have u  new  pioclamation  and  we shoidd 
have  to  trouble  Her  ^Majesty  and  to  have 
Councils  at  a  time  of  national  emergency, 
wliich  would  i>e  very  inconvenient  in 
cnery  way*  Therefore,  under  the  pre- 
sent Act  a  ven^  much  larger  number 
of  men  than  is  actually  wanted  at 
a  particular  moment  would  be  called  for 
iij  the  pniclamatiou  which  Her  Majesty 
W4>uld  be  advised  to  make.  For  an}'' 
Cfcjv'emmentto  be  constantly  admitting, 
with  idl  the  pomp  and  ceremony  ol  a 
proclamation,  that  they  want  5,000 
men  mare,  h  not  desirable  at  a  time  of 
uatioiat  emergency.  It  would  be  far 
more  con^-enieiat  to  have  a  larger  number 
in  the  proclamajtion,  and  then  to  call 
them  out  as  they  are  wanted  —  5,000 
at  a  time  or  3,000  at  a  time — sparing  the 
met!,  which,  under  the  present  system,  we 
are  not  able  to  do.  Under  the  present  sys- 
tem it  has,  indeed^  already  happened  In  one 
cftse  in  the  Ai'my — in  the  Army  Resene 
Department  —  that  when  there  was  a 
possibility  of  a  certain  number  of  men 
T>eing  wanted,  the  men  were  called  up 
and  put  under  immediate  lial>ility, 
and  then,  as  they  were  not  wanted 
they  wore  sent  home  again.  It  is  pre- 
^i.'jely  to  avoid  that  inconvenience  that  wo 
have  introduced  this  Bill  It  i^  that  we 
may  be  able  to  call  the  men  up  as  they 
^re   wanted,   i^^  iiot  according   to  the 


necessities  of  a  proclamation,  which 
cAunot  be  final.  1  think  the  House  will 
see  that  the  constant  iasuing  of  proclama- 
tions is  very  undesirable,  and  that  the 
liability  put  on  the  men  by  these  con- 
stant proclamations  would  be  as  gi-eat  and 
greater  thati  the  Uabtlity  under  this 
measiu'e.  If  I  were  a  Naval  Reserve  man 
I  am  quite  certain  I  should  prefer  this 
Bill — I  will  not  say  its  theoretical  action^ 
but  its  certain  application  in  practice.  I 
can  assure  the  House  that  that  is 
the  only  object  of  the  Bill  It  may 
bo  askeu,  the  old  system  having  gone 
so  long,  why  change  it  now  1  Because 
we  have  been  looking  most  carefully 
into  our  system  of  mobilisation,  and  we 
have  found  that  more  men  are  called  out 
under  proclamation  than  are  wanted  at 
the  moment,  and  we  want  to  avoid  that. 
We  do  not  want  to  avoid  any  communica- 
tions with  Parliament,  because  Parliament 
will  be  notified  liy  the  usual  methods. 
\\"e  are  anxious  not  to  be  obliged  to  caU 
out  a  greater  number  of  men  than  is 
wanted  at  the  moment,  thei^by  causing 
unnecessary  inconvenience  to  the  men 
themselves.  Therefore,  although  theo- 
retically there  may  be  something  in  the 
argument  put  with  great  ability  by  hon. 
and  learned  Membei's  opposite^  in  fjwt  I 
can  assure  the  House  that  the  Bill  will  be 
better  than  the  old  Act.  With  reference 
to  the  wording  of  the  Bill,  it  is  rather  a 
matter  for  lawyers  to  decide,  but  the 
Attorney  General  assures  me  that  the 
language  is  perfectly  correct,  but  if  it  is 
not  correct  it  will  be  altered.  I  hope  the 
House  will  not  refuse  to  pass  this  per- 
fectly innocent  meaiure,  both  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  Itoyal  Naval  Reserve  and 
for  the  easier  administration  of  our  Re- 
serves in  time  of  emergency. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis)  t 
I  look  with  great  jealousy  on  any  Bill 
connected  with  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve, 
because  I  have  always  taken  a  special 
interest  in  that  body  ;  but  having  looked 
at  this  Bill  1  am  Ixjund  to  say  that  there 
is  no  real  ground  for  the  objections 
advanced  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
Let  the  House  look  at  the  present  situa- 
tion. Section  4  of  the  Act  of  1859  states 
that  it  shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  to 
call  into  active  service  so  many  of  the 
Naval  Volunteers  as  Her  Majesty  may 
I  deem  necessary*     Under  the  Atit  t\iax^  >5^ 
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power  to  call  out  aU  or  atiy^  of  the  Royal 
Naval  Reser\^e>  and,  the  ""all  or  any" 
having  l>een  called  out,  it  then  rests  with 
the  Admiralty  to  carry  out  Her  Majesty*8 
instructions.  This  Bill  does  not  substitute 
any  other  authority  for  that  in  the  Act.  It 
flimply  provides  that  when  Her  Majesty 
hae  done  the  act  contemplated  by  the 
section  power  is  given  to  the  Admiralty, 
which,  how  eve  Fj  does  not  come  into  exist- 
ence until  what  ifl  contemplate<i  by 
Section  4  of  the  Act  of  1859  has  been 
iiCtuaUy  effected.  When  that  act  has 
Ijeeti  done  by  Her  Majesty,  and  when  the 
orrler  has  been  communicated  to  Parlia- 
ment, if  Parliament  is  sitting,  then  this 
Bill  will  come  into  operation.  Any- 
thing which  has  to  be  done  now  wiU  not 
be  unnecessary  after  the  BiU  paases.  All 
that  has  to  bo  done  now  will  have  to  be 
done  in  the  future,  and  the  only  effect  of 
the  Bill  will  be  that  instead  of  making  it 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  Admirttlty 
to  c«dl  out  the  exact  number  of  men 
named  in  the  proclamation,  the  Ad- 
miralty will  have  p*>wer  to  call  out  the 
men  in  such  numbers  as  may  be  con- 
venient to  the  Admiralty  and  to 
the  men.  Is  that  unreasonable  ? 
It  must  stand  to  reason  that  the 
Admiralty  will  not  call  out  more  men 
than  are  rerjuired^  because  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  has  a  wholesome  dread  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  and  his  Scotch 
colleagues,  and  is  not  likely  to  propose 
higher  estimates  than  are  re<[uired.  It 
may  be  desirable  to  call  out  5,000  men 
now,  5,000  more  in  three  months^  and 
another  5,000  in  six  months.  How  much 
better  that  would  he 'than  calling  out  the 
whole  15,000  at  once,  thereby  preventing 
A  larger  number  of  men  from  shipping 
for  distant  \'oyagea.  Is  it  unreasonable 
to  give  this  power  to  the  Admiralty, 
which  is  exactly  analogous  to  the  power 
poasesEecl  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  f  All  who  love  the  iea  and  wish  to 
magnify  the  Navy  should  join  together 
in  claiming  from  time  to  time  for  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  his  Board  of 
Naval  Advisers  equal  powers  to  those  given 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
That  is  practically  what  this  Bill  pro- 
poses, I  came  to  the  Bill  with  jealousy  \ 
it  seemed  to  me  in  one  of  its  aspects  as 
though  it  would  somewhat  curtail  the 
powers  of  Parliament,  and  as  likely  to 
inHict  some  disadvantage  or  inconvenience 
on  the  Naval  Reserve  men  which  I  should 
strongly  resist ;  but  really  having  looked 

Mr,  Gibson  Bowles. 


into  it  I  see  it  is  for  the  convenien^it  i 
the  Admiralty,  and  for  iacreiising 
dignity  of  the  Admiralty  by  gi™g 
power  now  given  to  the  Secretary  d 
State  for  War,  who  always  confiidara  \m^ 
self  superior  to  the  First  Lord  o(  At 
Admiralty,  whereas  he  is  far  infa 
connection  with  the  national 
Seeing  that  the  Bill  is  for  the  good ' 
State  and  for  the  convenience  ooth  td  I 
Admiralty  and  the  Royal  Naval  Reaem^" 
I  have  entirely  divested  myself  of  snj 
suspicion  I  had,  and  I  do  think  the  HoQfti 
ought  to  pass  this  Bill. 

Mr,  HAVELOGK  WILSON  (Mid 

brougb) :  I  cannot  agree  that  the  BiU  ' 
quite  the  innocent  measure  it  is 
presented  to  be,  and  I  can  quite  imL^ 
that  it  may  inllict  great  hardship 
Naval  Reserve  men.  I  have  an  idea  «_ 
this  Bill  is  being  brought  forward.  And  - 
do  not  quite  agree  with  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  on  that  point. 

Mr,  GOSCHEN  :   Why  not  ?     I  Un 

stated  the  truth. 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  I  do  i 
deny  that.  I  make  no  suggestion  to 
contrary.  What  I  say  is  this,  that 
Admiralty  ha  vesomeconsiderablediffitr 
in  getting  firemen  and  stokers  at  the  i 
sent  time.  I  know  they  cao  get  plcDiy j 
men  who  are  not  accustomed  to  stokfl 
work  on  boai-d  vessels^  they  can  giel  \ 
raw  material,  but  they  have  some  dii 
in  getting  trained  stokers.  If  this  Bill  I 
sanctioned  by  the  House  of  Commons  j 
will  be  possible  for  the  Admiralty  to  i 
on  the  stokers  alone  without  interferij 
with  the  able  seamen^s  section  at 
Again,  there  is  no  mention  in  the  BUI  irf 
the  matter  having  to  be  brought  hdsn 
Parliament,  whereas  the  Act  says  that  tfas 
must  be  done,  and  therefore  ParUaiiMtf 
could  have  something  to  say  i4>  it 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  :  The  ho- 

Gentleman  is  quite  under  a  mliiafai 
The  reference  to  Parliament  is  jmt  tk 
same  as  under  the  Aet. 

Mr.  HiiVELOCK  WmsON :  I 
stand  this  Bill  repeals  the  Act  of 
If  that  is  not  so,  I  do  not  see  W 
Bill  is  brtmght  forward  at  all. 
Admiralty  have  already  sufficient 
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I   can  see   that  some  hardship  will    be 
inflicted  on  the  Naval  Reserve  men  if  this 
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Mr.  STEADMAN:    I  would  Hke  to 

k    the  First  Lord    of  the   Admiralty 

passes.     The  Naval  Reserve  is  not    whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  at  the 

present  time  there  is  a  difficulty  in  man- 
ning the  ships  of  the  Fleet  either  with 
seamen  or  stokers  ? 


Bill 

divided  into  sections  like  the  Army 
Reserve,  and  I  should  therefore  like  to 
know  how  a  section  can  be  called  up. 
There  will  be  a  general  proclamation 
issued  that  the  Naval  Reserve  is  to 
mobilise,  and  a  large  number  of  men,  not 
knowing  what  section  is  to  be  called  up, 
will  be  delayed  in  getting  employment, 
because  many  of  the  men  go  on  long 
voyages,  for  twelve  or  eighteen  months, 
and  they  may  have  some  difficulty  in 
getting  ships,  as  they  may  be  told  that 
their  services  may  be  required  by  the 
Admiralty.  For  that  reason  I  strongly 
oppose  the  change,  and  as  an  ex-Naval 
Reserve  man — I  have  served  five  years  in 
the  Reserve — I  should  resent  the  condi- 
tions on  which  I  joined  being  altered  by 
Parliament  Avithout  being  myself  con- 
sulted as  one  of  the  men.  I  do  not  think 
any  substantial  reason  has  been  given  for 
this  change,  and  I  cannot  get  away  from 
the  impression  that  it  is  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  the  Admiralty  power  to  call  up 
an  additional  supply  of  stokers. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  question  of  the  supply 
of  stokers  never  entered  my  mind,  or  the 
minds  of  any  of  my  advisers,  for  one 
moment.  The  point  is  absolutely  with- 
out foundation,  and  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  accept  my  explanation 
that  that  is  not  the  cause  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  Bill. 

♦Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) :  1  really  cannot  understand  the 
objection  which  is  being  raised  to  this 
Bill,  because  it  appears  to  me  to  be  simply 
a  matter  of  convenience.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Middlesbrough 
said  it  would  inflict  great  hardship  on  the 
men,  but  he  did  not  give  a  single  scrap 
of  evidence  in  support  of  that  statement. 
I  think  the  Bill  will  be  an  advantage  to 
Naval  Reserve  men.  The  Act  states  that 
any  man  called  out  is  liable  for  a  year's 
service,  and  if  the  Admiralty  call  out 
more  than  they  want  many  men  will 
imagine  that  they  are  required  for  one 
year,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  are 
not  requireid  at  all.  I  see  no  objection 
whatever  to  the  measure. 


Mr.  GOSCHEN :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  MADDISON  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  have  tried  to  listen  as  carefully 
as  I  could  to  the  right  hon.  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  I  gather  that 
the  Act  of  1859,  and  all  the  machinery 
required  by  the  Act,  is  left  untouched, 
and  that  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  only 
change  is  when  you  come  to  the  question 
of  direction  by  the  Admiralty.  This  is  a 
point  that  I  want  cleared  up  in  my  own 
mind.  As  I  understood  him,  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  said  that  under 
the  present  Act  the  number  of  Naval 
Reservists  which  Her  Majesty  is  advised 
to  call  out  must  be  called  out ;  and  then 
the  First  Lord  said  that  as  a  business 
matter  you  should  always  call  out  more 
than  you  actually  want ;  you  must  always 
allow  some  margin.  My  fear  is  that 
under  the  present  Bill  there  might  be  a 
tendency  on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty, 
at  certain  times,  to  call  out  a  very  much 
larger  number  of  men  than  they  actually 
require,  as  a  kind  of  demonstration 
against  other  naval  Powers. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  It  is  just  the  oppo- 
site. Under  the  present  Act  the  tendency 
would  be  to  call  out  more  men  than  we 
wanted.  Under  the  new  proposal  the 
Admiralty  would  only  call  out  those  men 
whom  we  really  want.  That  is  our 
object. 

Mr.  MADDISON :  One  does  not  like 
to  differ  from  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  as  to  what  he  would  do ;  but  I 
still  adhere  to  my  opinion  that  under  the 
present  system  you  might  call  out,  as  a 
business  matter,  a  larger  number  of  men 
than  you  want.  Seeing  that  the  total 
number  you  require  can  be  called  out  by 
instalments  as  you  require  them,  I  cannot 
see  how  the  First  Lord  can  say  that  the 
system  operates  in  the  opposite  direction. 
I  am  bound  to  say,  however,  that  to  the 
Naval  Reserve  men  it  does  not  make 
much  difference  which  8yateTCL\&YCLiss^^^* 
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SikG.  KAY^HUTTLEWOBTH  (Laii 
caahire,  Clitheroe) ;  I  agiee  that  tli^  new 
-system  proposed  by  the  Bill  iiiider  dja- 
cusaioii  will  lead  to  administrative  bene- 
fit in  the  Admiralty,  and  bo  a  convenience 
to  the  men  themaolves.  My  hon.  friend 
behind  me  seemed  to  he  a  little  afraid 
that  if  a  proclamation  was  issued  by  Her 
Majesty  calling  out  the  Reserve  and 
Volunteers  for  active  service,  the  Admi* 
ralty  might,  for  some  purpose  with  which 
Parliament  was  thoroughly  iicquainted, 
call  out  a  smalt  force^  and  then,  when 
some  totally  new  question  or  some 
difficulty  had  arisen  with  a  foreign  Power, 
call  out  a  larger  portion.  I  think  if  my 
hon.  friend  will  look  at  the  wording  of 
the  Naval  Volunteers  Act  he  will  see 
that  Her  Majesty  is  to  communicate  the 
•occasion  of  calling  out  to  Parliament,  if 
Parliament  U  sitting,  or  declare  it  in 
Council  if  Parliament  is  not  sitting.  And 
therefore  it  would  not  be  possible  to  call 
■out  the  remainder  of  the  Eeserves  without 
either  a  declar-atlon  in  Parliament  or  in 
Council. 

Sir    EICHAKI)    \\^ERSTER-     Hear, 

hear  I 

SiE     IT.     KAY-SHUTTLEWOETH 1 

There  is  one  point  which  I  would  ask 
the  First  Lord  to  carefully  consider,  as  it 
occurs  to  me  there  may  he  some  force  in 
it.  After  a  pmclamation  has  been  issued 
calling  out  the  whole  of  the  Reserve, 
whcrc^  the  Admiralty  only  require  a 
small  portion,  it  may  be  only  a  amalJ 
squadron,  the  rest  of  the  Royal  Naval 
Reserve  having  been  called  into  actual 
service  by  proclamation  might  have 
some  difheulty  in  obtaining  employment 
at  sea,  and  so  of  pursuing  their  ordinary 
avocation,  I  think  that  is  a  subject 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty^  although  1  do  not  aee 
how  they  would  be  in  a  worse  position 
than  they  are  now.  Before  I  sit  down  I 
venture  to  ask  whether  the  right  hon. 
i.tentleman  contemplates  further  legisla- 
tion  this  session  in  regard  to  the  plans 
for  strengthening  the  Reserves  which  he 
foreshc-wlowed  in  his  speech  in  the  early 
period  of  the  session,  or  whether  those 
plans  can  be  accomplished  without  further 
legialation. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Batteraea) : 
There  is  a  lingering  suspicion  on  this  side 
*of  the  House  that  this  Bill  dispenses  with 


the  notification  to  Parliament,  i  will 
put  it  directly  to  the  Attorney  Oe^enl, 
**  Does  it  1 " 


Sir  RICHARD  AVEBSTER:   I  tin 

already  answered   that   question    twic« 
but  I  have  no  objection  to  state  far 
third  time  that  it  does  not. 


1 


Mil  GOSCHEN  :  In  reply  to  the  rigU 
hon*  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Clitheroe, 
1  may  say  that  a  plan  in  regard  to 
strengthening  the  Naval  Keserve  ii 
developing.  It  is  diflictdt  to  expresi  oj^ 
self  without  ab owing  what  the  pUau, 
but  I  may  say  that  it  may  require  mrtW 
legislation. 

Question  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Qnestion  put^  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commiit«d 
for  Monday,  30th  April 

LAND  CHARGES  BILL  iLortH 

Order  for  Becond  Eeading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  QncBtion  piopoeeil 
*'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a.  aeoood 
time." — {Mr,  Aiiumetj  Ctfhemt) 

*MiL  GALD^\^ilLL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid): 
This  Bill  relates  to  England  only,  and  ti 
of  a  highly  technical  chaiacter,  Althou|)i 
consisting  of  only  six  clauses  and  « 
schedule,  it  deals  with  and  repeals,  in  a 
greater  or  lesser  degree,  no  fewer  thaA 
ten  different  Acts  of  Parliament,  Tb« 
present  Bill  was  a  great  improve ment  or 
the  Bills  introduced  by  the  Govemraisat 
in  former  years,  thus  illustrating  the  ad 
vantage  of  not  rushing  legislation,  bul  d 
having  a  preliminary  discussion  in  one 
session,  iuid  of  framing  and  passing  a  ncir 
Bill  in  a  subsequent  session,  in  the  ligiU 
of  the  criticism  which  a  former  Bill  lasf 
have  received.  Whilst  the  Bill  of  kit 
year  left  the  transference  of  the  busitiea 
of  the  registrar  of  judgments  to  be  carrM 
out  by  Order  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  by 
the  present  Bill,  Parliament  make»  Uii 
transfer  itself,  leaving  to  the  Lord  Chtt- 
cellor,  by  Older,  to  make  the  necQittiT 
changes.  Consequently,  the  sehediw 
contained  the  abolition  of  the  office  of 
re|;istrar  of  judgments.  A  queiitiQB 
might  arise  whether  the    new    airmtig*' 
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nts  under  Clause  1  do  not  involve  an 
litional  burden  on  the  Exchequer,  re- 
ring  a  money  resolution  in  Committee, 
I  whether  an  addition  to  Clause  1  is 
;  required  that  the  expenses  are  to  be 
>vided  out  of  moneys  to  be  annually 
.ed  by  Parliament.  The  Bill  of  last 
ir  dealt  also  with  charges  on  land 
respect  of  land  improvement, 
b  the  present  Bill  does  not  deal  with 
)se,  the  same  having  been  dealt  with  in 
J  Land  Improvement  Act  of  last 
sion.  Clause  2  of  the  Pill  deals  with 
>  operation  of  a  judgment  or  recog- 
ance  as  a  charge  upon  land.  In  con- 
ering  the  effect  of  this  clause,  it  is 
iessary  to  review  the  law  on  the  sub- 
t  which  existed  prior  to  the  passing  of 
J  Land  Charges  Registration  and 
irches  Act,  1888,  and  as  the  law 
jsently  exists  consequent  on  the  changes 
de  by  that  Act.  Section  1 3  of  the  Judg- 
nts  Act,  1838,  enacts  that  all  judgments 
bered,  or  to  be  hereafter  entered,  in 
5r  Majesty's  Supreme  Courts  at  West- 
nster,  shall  operate  as  a  charge  upon  all 
ids  which  the  debtor  shall  at  the  time 
entering  up  such  judgment,  or  at  any 
le  afterwards,  be  seized,  possessed,  or 
bitled  for  any  estate  or  interest  at  law 
in  equity,  and  the  same  shall  be  as 
iding  as  against  the  person  against 
lom  judgment  is  entered,  and  all  persons 
iming  under  him  after  such  judgment, 
also  against  the  issue  of  his  body,  and 

other  persons  whom  without  the  con- 
it  of  any  other  person,  he  might  cut 

or  debar  from  any  remainder  of  such 
ids.  The  judgment  creditor  is  to  have 
5h  and  the  same  remedies  in  a  Court  of 
uity  against  the  lands  as  if  the  persons 
linst  whom  judgment  was  entered 
1  by  writing  agreed  to  charge  the  same 
bh  the  amount  of  such  judgment  debt, 
i  interest  thereon.  There  are  two  pro- 
ves— first,  that  proceedings  in  equity 
J  not  to  be  taken  until  tne  expiry  of 
B  year  from  the  time  of  entering  up 
3  judgment ;  and,  second,  that  the 
igment  is  not  to  operate  as  a  preference 
bankruptcy  unless  such  judgment  shall 
70  been  entered  up  one  year  at  least 
tore  bankruptcy.  By  Section  18  of  the 
it  of  1838,  decrees  and  orders  of  the 
urt  of  Equity  are  to  have  effect  as 
u*ges  upon  land  in  the  same  way  as 
igments ;  by  Section  21  of  the  same 
!t,  the  like  effect  is  to  be  given  to 
igments  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 

the  Counties  Palatine   of    Lancaster 


and  Durham  ;  and  by  Section  2  of  the 
Judgments  Act,  1 855,  the  like  effect  is  con- 
ferred upon  the  decrees  and  orders  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery  of  the  Counties 
Palatine.  Judgments  of  the  inferior 
Court  when  removed  to  the  Supreme 
Court  also  have  the  like  effect.  The  fore- 
going sections  of  the  Acts  of  1838  and 
1855,-  so  far  as  the  effect  has  been 
described,  were  not  repealed  by  the  Land 
Charges  Registration  Act,  1888,  nor  are 
they  repealed  by  the  present  Bill.  Whilst 
judgments  and  decrees  and  orders 
of  the  Supreme  Courts  of  Law 
and  Equity  in  England,  including 
those  of  the  Counties  Palatine,  had  and 
are  still  to  have  the  effect  mentioned  of  a 
charge  upon  land,  it  was  provided  by 
Section  19  of  the  Judgments  Act,  1838, 
that  no  judgment,  decree,  or  order  was 
to  affect  real  estate,  otherwise  than  a& 
before  the  Act,  as  against  purchasers, 
mortgagees,  or  creditors,  until  the  same 
had  been  registered.  Registration  is 
prescribed  as  the  entering  of  certain 
particulars  in  a  memorandum  or  minute 
which  is  left  with  the  Senior  Master 
of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  at 
Westminster,  who  enters  the  particulars 
in  a  book  arranged  in  alphabetical 
order  in  name  of  the  person  whose  estate 
is  to  be  affected.  A  similar  registration 
in  a  book  to  be  kept  by  the  Senior 
Master  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
was  necessary  under  Section  8  of  the 
Judgments  Act,  1839 ;  the  Law  of 
Property  Amendment  Act,  1860;  the 
Judgments  Act,  1864  ;  and  the  Crown 
Suits,  etc..  Act,  1865 ;  in  order  to  make 
effectual  as  against  hoivA  fide  purchasers 
for  valuable  consideration,  or  mortgagees 
or  creditors,  any  judgment  for  debt  in 
favour  of  the  Crown  and  other  persons, 
and  of  hereditary  titles  or  acceptance 
of  office  from  or  under  the  Crown. 
To  be  effectual  as  against  pur- 
chasers, mortgagees,  or  creditors,  in  the 
case  of  land  situate  within  the  Counties 
Palatine  of  Lancaster  and  Durham,  a 
similar  registration  had  to  be  made  in  a 
book  kept  by  the  prothonotary  of  each 
county  in  which  the  lands  were  situated. 
The  fee  for  registration  is  fixed  by 
statute  at  5s.,  and  in  some  cases  2s.  6d. 
in  the  case  of  the  books  kept  in  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas,  and  at  2s.  6d. 
in  the  case  of  each  of  the  Courts 
Palatine.  The  effect  of  the  Bill  in 
sweeping  away  the  statutory  limit  of 
the  fee  of   registration  will  have  to  be^ 
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oonsiderecl  in  Cornmittee.      M^ntltne,  it 
is  important  to  observe  that,  in  order  to 
zoake  judgment.^  of  the  Supreme  Courts 
elTectual  as  charges  upon  laiid  in  England, 
it    ^was  necessary  to  register  the  same  in 
clitfcrent  books  or  registers  in  the  Gouxt 
of    Common  Pleas,  and  in  eaeh    of    the 
Courts  Palatine  of  Laneajster  and  Durham 
— -seeing  that  the  judgment  affected  not 
merely^    any    lands     possessed    by    the ' 
debtor    at    the     time    of    entering    up ' 
tlie   judgment  J    but   also  any    land^    or 
interests     in      land     which     he     might 
trhereafter  actiuire  or  become  possessed  oL  | 
Registration  was  only  effectual  as  against 
purchasei-s,   mortgagees^  or  creditors  for  . 
five  years,  but  there  might  Ik?  re-registra-  i 
tion  from  time  to  time,  which  had  effect  ' 
fur  five  ye^rs  from  the  date  of  the  last 
re- registration.      The  pnietical   effect  of 
registration  was,  and  at  present  is,  that  It 
is  notice  to  intending  purchasers?,  morl^  i 
gageest  or  creditors.     Bo  much  has  regis- 
tration merely  the  effect  of  notice  that 
doubts   were   at   one   time   mised   as  to 
'  -whether  rogti^tration  was  necessary  in  the 
f  case   where  a   purchaser,  mortgagee,  or 
creditor  had  notice.     To  set  these  doubts 
at    rest,   Section    '2    of    the    Judgments 
Act,    1840,    enacted     that     registration 
was  necessary ,  '*  any  notice  of  any  such 
judgment      to      any     such     purchaser, 
mortgagee,  or  creditor  notwithstanding."  I 
It  is  importiint  to  observe  that  the  effi- 
cacy  of   judgments    in   opemtiiig    as    a ! 
charge  upon  land  rests  upon  Sections  13, 
IH,  and  21  of  the  Judgments  Act>  1838,  i 
and  upon  Section  2  of  the  Judgments  j 
Act,  1855,  and  that  a  judgment  entered  ! 
up  is  effectual  as  against  the  debtor  him- 
self, the  issue  of  his  body  and  all  others  ^ 
deriving  right  from  him  other\^  ise  than 
for    a    valuable    consideration,    without 
any     registration    whatever.      Kcgiatra- 
tion     was     only    necessary    under    the 
older     Acts     to     protect    a     judgment 
creditor    against    purchasers.      By    the 
Land  Charges  Kegisstration  and  Searches  ; 
Act,  1888,  from  and  after   1st  January,  • 
1889,   the    commenc43ment   of    the  Act, 
there  is  (Section   5)  to  be  kept  at  the 
office  of  the  Land  liegistry  a  register  of 
writs    and   ordei^  aff'ccting    lands^   and 
there  may  be  registered  therein,  in  the  ' 
prescril>ed  maruier,  any  writ  or  order  to 
enforce  any  judgment.      Registration   is  ; 
to  cease  to  have   effect  at  expiration  of  \ 
five  years  from  date  of  registration,  but ' 
may  be  renewed  from  time  to  time,  and  j 
if  renewed  to  have  effect  for  five  yeari  | 
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from  date  of  renewal,  Eegistration  is  to 
have  the  same  effect  as,  and  to  miike 
unnecessary,  registration  thereof  in  thr 
central  office  of  the  Supreme  Court  d 
Judicature  in  pursuance  of  any  other  Ad. 
Section  6  enacts  that  everj*  such 
writ  and  order  in  Section  5,  and 
every  deh'very  in  execution  or  othw 
proceeding  shall  be  void  as  against  a  pur- 
chaser for  value  (defined  in  the  inteTptl^ 
tation  of  terms  to  include  mortgagee  or 
lessee,  or  other  person,  for  valuable  cm- 
sidemtion),  unless  the  writ  or  order  is  im 
the  time  being  re^grstered  in  pursuance  d 
that  Act,  the  Act  of  1888.  Then  folloi 
a  proviscj  that  where,  at  the  commene 
ment  of  the  Act,  a  writ  or  oitiiar 
registered  in  terms  of  the  Judgm^n 
Act,  186i,  the  Act  of  1888  shali 
affect  the  opemtion  of  such  writ  or  m^ 
until  the  expiry  of  the  periorl  for  whi^ 
it  is  so  registered  ;  and,  as  registration  i 
effective  for  five  years  only,  this  means i 
the  very  latest  1st  January,  ISOi.  11, 
result  is  that,  since  the  latter  date,  all 
registrations  of  judgments,  to  be  effectii4l 
m  agaitiist  purchasers  for  value,  muijt  b^- 
registered  in  the  Land  Registry,  Th(  A  :r 
of  1888,  however,  as  also  the  previuii. 
Acts,  did  not  interfere  with  the  operatiun 
of  judgments  as  a  charge  upon  Und 
without  i-egistration  in  a  question  wttb 
the  debtor  himself,  the  issue  of  his  bodfi 
or  thasc  acquiring  right  fi*om  him  withe 
valuable  consideration,  as  enacted  unci 
Section  13  of  the  Judgments  Act,  183 
which  the  Bill  does  not  repeal.  Clause? 
of  the  Bill,  however,  would  seem  to  takt 
away  all  operation  of  a  judgment  4s 
charge  upon  land,  even  in  a  question  wit! 
the  debtor  himself,  ludeaa  and  until  it : 
registered — 

2— (IJ  Ailudgmentor  UecoKniftanc«,  whpt 
obtained  uremer«il  into  on  beTntlf  af  the  f^' 
or  otherwiiW!,  and  wlietber  oUtaine^l  or  f 
into  Ijefore  or  after  the  conunein^eruent  k_ 
Act  shall  not  ofiemte  m*  it  ehjirge  on  l»n«.^ 
iin  &ny  interest  on  land*  or  on  thir  «n|Kii<l  uu 
diiUie  money  for  any  land   unh        - 
writ  or  order  enfoR*int;  it  i>,  j . 
Section  5  of  the  l^iml  Char^i 
and  Searches  Act,  1888- 

The  clause  seems  absolute  in  its 
and  not  restricted,  4is  in  the  case  of  lli 
Act  of  1888  or  the  previous  Acts,  wbc^ 
registration  is  only  made  necessary  in  j 
question    with     purchasers     for     va' 
mortgagees,     or    creditors*       As     mi 
Ist  January,  1894,   all    registrations 
judgments,  writs,  and  orders  in  order 
be  effectual  as  against  purchasiers  for  valiie' 
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require  to  be  registered  in  the  Land 
Kegister,  the  registers  kept  under  the 
Acts  of  1838,  1839, 1860,  1864,  and  1865 
have  ceased  to  be  efifectual  for  registra- 
tration  purposes,  and  the  Bill  proposes  to 
repeal  these  statutes,  so  far  as  relates  to 
registration  in  these  registers.  The 
•eii'ect  of  this  repeal  will  be  to  leave  these 
registers  with  only  historical  interest, 
and  not  with  any  validity  as  registers. 
JBut  registration  in  these  redsters  may 
affect  the  validity  of  existing  titles  to  land, 
and,  in  repealing  the  statutes  it  may  be 
necessary  to  reserve  their  efficacy  so  far 
as  anything  done  or  rights  may  have 
been  acquired  under  them  in  respect  of 
registration  or  non-registi-atlon  there- 
under. These  old  registers  being  public 
legisters,  and  forming  an  important  link 
an  existing  titles,  it  seems  a  strong 
atep  to  close  them  against  search  with- 
out an  order  of  the  High  Court,  which 
might  mean  an  expensive  and  disputed 
application.  Besides,  a  man  asked  to 
credit  a  landowner  might  wish  to  ascer- 
tain from  the  public  register  to  what 
extent  that  landowner  may  in  previous 
years  have  been  denuded  of  any  part  of 
nis  property  in  virtue  of  any  judgment, 
80  that  he  might  determine  how  far  to 
give  credit.  If  the  intending  creditor 
had  to  apply  for  an  order  of  the  High 
Court  intimation  would  doubtless  have  to 
be  given  to  the  intending  debtor,  which, 
of  course,  would  prevent  such  an  applica- 
tion being  made.  There  seemed  no 
reason  why  what  was  or  had  been  a  public 
register  should  be  closed  against  the 
public  who  had  not  an  order  of  the  High 
Court,  even  although  the  register  only 
possessed  historical  interest.  He  thought 
the  Bill  was  not  clear  as  regards  regis- 
tration of  lis  pendens.  Section  7  of  the 
Judgments  Act,  1839,  prescribes  that 
purchasers  are  not  to  be  affected  by  any 
lis  pendens^  unless  such  suit  is  duly 
registered  in  terms  of  that  Act.  Section 
4  of.  that  Act,  relating  to  registration 
every  five  years,  is  imported  into  Section 
7,  but  the  section  so  imported  is  by  the 
schedule  to  the  Bill  repealed,  without  any 
reservation  of  the  claases  repealed  re- 
maining effective  as  regards  any  enact- 
ments which  may  continue  in  force.  In 
the  Statute  Law  Revision  Acts  there  is 
such  a  reservation,  which,  however,  seems 
only  to  apply  to  that  Act,  and  not  to 
repeals  in  statutes  generally.  Indeed, 
if  there  was  a  general  declaratory  Act 
reserving    the     effect     of    such    repeal 
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as  regards  enactments  which  are 
not  repealed  but  still  continue  in 
force,  there  would  seem  to  be  no  reason 
for  annually  repeating  the  reservation 
in  the  Statute  Law  Revision  Acts.  Sec- 
tion 3  of  the  Judgments  Act,  1855,  is  by 
the  schedule  to  the  Bill  repealed,  except 
so  far  as  it  relates  to  its  pendens,  but  the 
schedule  to  the  Bill  repeals  everything  in 
that  section  except  the  reference  to 
Section  7  of  the  Judgments  Act,  1839, 
which,  as  has  been  pointed  out,  can  only 
be  read  by  reading  in  Section  4  of  that 
Act  which  the  schedule  of  the  Bill 
repeals.  He  thought  it  would  be  better, 
instead  of  attempting  to  keep  lis  pendens 
alive  under  the  existing  Acts,  rather 
to  put  a  couple  of  clauses  into  the 
Bill  defining  the  manner  and  effect 
of  such  registration,  and  if  the 
Attorney  General  found  any  difficulty  in 
framing  the  clauses,  he  (Mr.  Caldwell) 
would  be  glad  to  give  him  assistance. 
In  repealing  the  Sections  in  the  Act  of 
1855  the  schedule  said  "  Sections  four  to 
eight."  He  did  not  know  whether 
Section  eight  was  meant  to  be  included 
in  the  repeal.  He  rather  thought  it  was. 
The  schedule,  however,  did  not  include 
it,  and  if  it  were  meant  to  include  it  the 
word  "inclusive  "would  have  to  be  added. 
The  concluding  proviso  of  Section  2  of 
the  Judgments  Act,  1855,  has  been 
omitted  to  be  repealed.  He  thought  for 
simplification  the  Middlesex  Registry 
might  now  be  transferred  to  the  Land 
Registry.  These,  however,  and  some 
other  points  were  more  matter  for  Com- 
mittee. He  congratulated  the  Attorney 
General  on  the  effort  which  he  was  making 
to  simplify  and  perfect  the  registration  of 
titles  to  and  charges  on  land.  Much 
still  remained  to  be  done  in  that  direc- 
tion, but  it  was  a  great  step  to  concen- 
trate the  registration  of  all  writs  and 
orders  creating  a  charge  upon  land  under 
one  system  in  one  register.  He  had 
gone  thus  technically  into  the  subject, 
because  he  considered  it  was  the  duty 
of  Members  of  the  Opposition  carefully 
to  consider  and  criticise  a  measure 
which,  although  it  had  nothing  of  a 
party  interest  about  it,  was  nevertheless 
a  measure  which  had  for  its  object  the 
giving  of  greater  simplification  and 
security  to  the  ever  increasing  value 
of  land  rights  in  the  country. 

Mr.   bond    (Nottingham,   E.)  asked 
the  Attorney-General  to  give  tha  Hssv\s»<^ 
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Mr.  LLOYDGEORGE  (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) :  I  think  the  object  of  the  Bill 
is  extremely  desirable.  At  the  present 
time  you  have  two  or  three  different 
registers  to  which  you  have  to  refer  in 
order  to  discover  charges  on  the  pro- 
perty, which  makes  it  both  difficult  and 
expensive;  but  I  am  not  certain  that 
there  is  absolute  confidence  in  the 
registers  established  a  year  or  two  ago. 
Smicitors  have  not  absolute  confidence  in 
the  registers  as  they  are  being  worked  at 
the  present  time.  The  legal  profession  is 
exceedingly  conservative,  and  it  may  take 
years  to  establish  confidence  in  this  Act. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  registration  of 
the  courts  does  give  complete  satisfaction.  | 
It  never  creates  difficulties,  is  worked  | 
with  great  care,  and  there  is  never  a 
mistake. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  I  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  confusing  two 
registries.  The  Land  Registry  has  been  in 
existence  many  years. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  That  being 
so,  I  shall  make  no  further  observation. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  etc. 


LAND    REGISTRY    (NEW    BUILDINGS) 
BILL. 

[Second  Reading.] 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Akers  Douglas,  Kent, 
St.  Augustine's) :  I  ask  that  this  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time.  Its  object  is  the 
acquisition  by  compulsory  purchase  of 
property  adjoining  the  present  Land 
Registry  Office,  new  buildings  being 
necessary,  the  present  building  being 
entirely  inadequate,  inconvenient,  and  a 
constant  source  of  difficulty  and  expense. 
It  is  proposed  to  acquire  the  property 
adjoining  the  present  offices.  I  do  not 
think  the  House  wishes  me  to  urge  this 
point  too  strongly,  because  we  always 
feel  that  when  we  have  to  acquire  pro- 
perty compulsorily  for  the  purposes  of  the 
nation,  if  we  insist  too  much  upon  the 
necessities  of  the  case,  the  price  of  the 


property  goes  up.  The  other  clauses  in 
the  Bill  are  in  exactly  the  same  form  as 
in  all  these  Buildings  Bills. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Akers  Douglas.) 

*Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid) : 
I  thoroughly  approve   of  the  object  the 
right   hon.  Gentleman  has   in   view.      I 
quite  approve  of  what  he  says  as  to  the 
j  inadvisability  of  laying  too  much  stress 
:  upon  the  necessities  of  the  case.      This 
'  Bill  will  go  before  a  Select  Committee, 
I  and  after  it  has  been  carefully  considered 
i  by  them  there  will  be  another  opportu- 
nity  of    discussing  it  upon    the   Third 
Reading  if  it   is  thought  necessary.     It 
is    premature,    therefore,   to   make    any 
remarks  on  the  matter  until  it  comes  up 
in  a  more  definite  form. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  five  Members, 
three  to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and 
two  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 


Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  against  the 
Bill  five  clear  days  before  the  meeting  of 
the  Committee  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
I  mittee ;  that  the  Petitioners  praying  to 
i  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel  or 
I  Agents,  be  heard  against  the  Bill,  and 
;  Counsel  heard  in  support  of  the  Bill. 

I 

:      Ordered,    That  the   Committee    have 

I  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 

I  records. 

I 
I 

I      Ordered,  That  three  be  the  quorum. — 

j  {Mr.  Akers  Douglas.) 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    (SCOTLAND) 
ACT  (1894)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

[Second  Reading.] 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee), in  moving  the  Second  lieadintj  of  the 
Bill,  said :  The  purpose  of  the  Bill  is 
to  change  the  law  with  respect  to  the 
election  of  parish  councils.  By  the  existing 
law  the  election  of  parish  councils  takes 
place  on  the  same  day  as  tbe  <il^<iXASiw  <2^ 
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town  councils.  That  is  the  effect  of  the 
section  of  the  Act  of  1894  which  I  propose 
to  repeal.  This  Bill  proposes  that  the 
election  of  parish  councils  should  take  place 
on  a  different  day.  That  is  the  whole 
object  and  scope  of  the  Bill.  I  will  only 
add  that  it  has  been  drafted  and  brought 
before  mo  at  the  instance  of  the  Associa- 
tion of  Burgh  Officials  of  Scotland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.^'-^( Afr.  Edmund  Robertson.) 

*The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A. 
Graham  Murray,  Buteshire) :  It  is  my 
fate  really  to  preserve  the  legislation  of 
the  late  Government,  of  which  the  hon. 
Grentlemau  who  has  just  spoken  was 
a  member.  This,  as  the  House  will 
remember,  was  a  debated  question  in  the 
Committee  upstairs  on  the  Bill  of  1894, 
and  it  was  really  one  of  the  provisions — 
the  provision  for  having  both  classes  of 
elections  on  the  same  day — which  Sir 
George  Trevelyan,  who  had  charge  of  the 
Bill,  thought  was  a  great  feather  in  his 
cap.  The  matter  was  debated,  and  a 
division  taken  upon  it,  and  the  over- 
whelming sense  at  that  time  was  that  the 
provision  was  a  good  one.  Subsequently 
we  at  the  Scotch  Office  were  bom- 
barded with  applications  to  undo 
the  legislation  of  my  right  hon.  friend 
and  to  make  some  arrangement  whereby 
the  elections  should  take  place  on  separate 
days.  All  sorts  of  disasters  were 
prophesied  if  we  allowed  the  matter  to 
stand  as  it  was,  and  allowed  the  elections 
on  the  same  day.  The  view  the  Govern- 
ment took  was  that  it  would  not  be  fair 
to  try  to  undo  what  our  predecessors  had 
done  without  good  reason,  and  that  it 
should  be  put  oS'  to  give  the  arrangement 
a  trial.  Accordingly  we  resisted  these 
demands.  The  term  of  three  years  ran 
out,  and  now  tliere  has  been  an  actual 
election.  What  was  the  result  1  The 
result  wiis  that  all  those  disasters  that 
were  prophesied  did  not  come  to  pass. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  the  arrangements 
made  in  the  original  Bill  were  found 
to  work  very  satisfactorily.  That  being 
the  case,  I  really  cannot  feel  it 
•consistent  with  the  (luty  of  the  Govern- 

Mr.  Edmund  Bohe/isoiL 


ment  to  give  a  Second  Beading  to  thcBiil, 
because  although    the   hon.   Member  ii 
correct  in  saying  that  it  represents  Hk 
feeling  of  certain  burghs,  I  am  not  pn> 
pared  to  assent  to  the  proposition  thitk 
represents    the    feeling  of   most  of  tk 
burgh  officials.     I  do  not  think  it  repre- 
sents the  feeling  of  most  of  the  burgh 
and  I  should  never  think  it  right  to  oTcr- 
tum  the  legislation  of  another  Goverir 
ment  unless  there  was  some   very  goad 
reason  for  it.     The  truth  is  that  die  ex- 
periment has  been  found  to  work  Tciy 
satisfactorily,    and    therefore  I  am  Ml 
prepared  to  agree  to  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill. 


Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derbyduw^ 
Ilkeston) :  I  was  about  to  ask  one  or  two 
questions  about  the  Bill,  but  the  speed 
of  the  Lord  Advociite  has  to  sooh 
extent  answered  them.  In  EnghuMl 
we  have  got  nothing  like  the  uniformitj 
of  elections  on  one  day  which  many 
people  desire.  When  you  have  attained 
that  to  some  extent  in  Scotland,  this  Bill 
would  seem  to  be  a  somewhat  retrograde 
step,  and  going  back  from  the  ided  pre- 
viously placed  before  the  Committee 
upstairs  which  we  sought  to  attain.  On 
the  other  hand,  there  may  be  a  certain 
amount  of  inconvenience  felt  in  certain 
burghs.  My  hon.  friend,  in  placing  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  says  there  is  a 
desire  to  have  a  change,  and  not  to  have 
these  elections  running  at  the  same  time 
as  other  elections.  I  think  the  House 
will  be  guided  by  the  amount  of  evidence 
my  hon.  friend  and  others  are  able  to 
bring  forward  on  this  subject.  If  thtrre 
is  a  large  amount  of  evidence  in  favour 
of  the  change,  I  should  not  be  on 
academic  grounds  inclined  to  oppose  it, 
but  if  there  is  not  that  evidence,  I  think 
the  position  taken  up  by  the  Lord  Aclvch 
cate  is  the  position  one  would  feel  bound 
to  sustain. 

Notice  taken  that  forty  Memlx^rs  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  forty 
Members  not  being  present — 

The  House  was  adioumed  at  a 
quarter  after  Eleven  of  the 
clock,  till  Monday  next. 
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{9  April  1900} 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


The   Lord    Chancellor   acquainted 
the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Cer- 
tificates from  the    Examiners   that    the 
.    farther  Standing  Orders    applicable    to 

Ethe  following  Bills  have  been  complied 
with: — 
* 

'        Brighton  Corporation. 

I        North  Warwickshire  Water. 

f       The  same  were  ordered  to  He  on  the 

E    Table. 
SCOTTISH     AMERICAN    INVESTMENT 
COMPANY,  LIMITED,  BILL  [H.L.]. 

I        Committed. 


OSSETT  CORPORATION  GAS  BILL. 

Bead  2",  and  committed ;  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection. 

WETHERBY    DISTRICT    WATER  BILL. 

WAKEFIELD  CORPORATION  MARKET 
BILL. 

Bead  2a,  and  committed. 
DORKING  WATER  BILL  [h.l.]. 

EXMOUTH  URBAN  DISTRICT  WATER 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

FISHGUARD   WATER  AND    GAS    BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Bead  3a,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

GREAT     CENTRAL      RAILWAY     BILL 

[H.L.]. 

DEARNE     VALLEY     RAILWAY     BILL 

[H.L.]. 

NEATH    HARBOUR  BILL  [h.l.]. 

TAFF    VALE    RAILWAY     BILL     [h.l.]. 

FISHGUARD    AND     ROSSLARE     RAIL- 

WAYS  AND  HARBOURS  BILL  [h.l.]. 

RHYMNEY  RAILWAY  BILL  [h.l.]. 

CORK    ELECTRIC     TRAMWAYS     BILL 

[h.l.]. 

SOUTH  ESSEX  WATER  BOARD  BILL 
[h.l.]. 

SOUTH  ESSEX  WATER  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, That  the  Lord  Northbourne  be  pro- 
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posed  to  the  House  as  a  member  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bills  in  the 
place  'of  the  Lord  Barnard;  read,  and 
agreed  to. 

MORLEY  CORPORATION  BILL  [h.l.]. 

PRESTON  CORPORATION  BILL  [h.l.]. 

GREAT  GRIMSBY  STREET  TRAMWAYS 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

ROTHERHAM   CORPORATION  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

SHEFFIELD  CORPORATION  BILL  [h.l. 

RAWMARSH  URBAN  DISTRICT  COUN- 
CIL (TRAMWAYS)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

WALSALL  CORPORATION  BILL  [h.l  ]. 

SOUTH   STAFFORDSHIRE  TRAMWAYS 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, That  the  Lord  Barnard  be  proposed 
to  the  House  as  a  Member  of  the  Select' 
Committee  on  the  said  Bills  in  the  place 
of  the  Lord  Northbourne;  read,  and  agreed 
to. 

AIRDRIE    AND    COATBRIDGE    TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

HOYLAKE     AND     WEST     KIRBY    IM- 
PROVEMENT BILL. 

WIDNES    AND    RUNCORN    BRIDGE 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1<*  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

GAS    AND    WATER    ORDERS   CONFIR- 
MATION BILL  [H.L.]. 

A  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under 
the  Gas  and  Water  Works  Facilities  Act, 
1870,  relating  to  Hoy  lake  and  West 
Kirby  Gas  and  Water,  Manningtree  and 
Mistley  (Essex)  Gas,  South  Elmsall,  South 
Kirby,  and  North  Elmsall  Gas,  and 
Steyning  and  District  Water — was  pre- 
sented by  the  Earl  Waldegrave  (for  the 
Lord  Balfour) ;  read  1*  ;  to  be  printed ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners.    (No.  52.) 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


NAVY  (ESTIMATES,  1899-1900). 
Statement  showing  the  original  and 
revised  programme  of  estimated  expendi- 
ture in  cash,  and  in  net  value  of  stores  to 
be  issued  for  shipbuilding,  etc.,  during 
the  year  1899-1900. 

MINES  AND  QUARRIES. 
Keports  of  Her  Majesty's   Inspectors 
for  the  year  1899. 

30 
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INDIAN  EXPENDITURE  (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 

Final  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
on  the  Administration  of  the  Expendi- 
ture of  India  (Vol.  IV.),  and  Minutes  of 
Evidence  (Vol.  III.). 

AGRARIAN  OFFENCES  (PROVINCES) 
(IRELAND). 

Return  for  the  year  ended  31st  De- 
cember, 1899. 

EGYPT,  No.  1  (1900). 
Reports  by  Her  Majesty's  Agents  and 
Consul-General  on  the  finances,  adminis- 
tration, and  condition  of  Egj^t  and  the 
Soudan  in  1899. 


ordinarily  to  be  acquired  in  the  pub 
service  are  requisite. 

Laid  before  the   House    (pursuant 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table* 


FINANCE  BILL. 
Read  2<*  (according  to  order);  Co 
mittee  negatived ;  then  Standing  On 
No.  XXXIX.  considered  (according 
order),  and  dispensed  with.  Bill  read 
and  passed. 

ARMY    (ANNUAL)  BILL. 

Read   3<*  (according    to    order),   a 
passed. 


AFRICA,  No.  3  (1900). 


I  PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  BILL  [H.L.] 

,,  ,  .      0.1  1  i      Read  3"  (according  to  order)  :  Amei 

Correspondence  respecting  Slavery  and  ,  ^^^^^  ^^^^    gi^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^  ^ 

the  Slave  Trade  m  East  Africa  and  the  ,  Commons 

Islands  of  Zanzibar  and  Pemba  [in  con-  { 

tinuation  of  Africa,  No.  8.  (1899)J. 


CHINA,  No.  2  (1900).  | 

Correspondence  with  the  United  States 
Government  respecting  foreign  trade  in 

China.  ! 

I 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES).    | 

No.    2396.     Turkey    (Trebizond    and  I 

Sivas,  1899).  i 

INDIA  (USE  OF  GOVERNMENT  i 

CHURCHES).  I 

Papers  relating  to  the  use  for  Presby- ' 
terian  and  Wesleyan  services  of  garrison 
churches  in  India  which  have  been  con- 
secrated for  the  service  of  the  Church  of 
England. 

Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

AGRICULTURE  AND  TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION    (IKELAND)    ACT,    1899. 

Regulations  for  the  appointment  of 
Members  of  the  Council  of  Agriculture, 
the  Agricultural  Board,  and  the  Board  of 
Technical  Instruction. 

SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury  Minute,  dated  3rd  April, 
1900,  declaring  that  for  the  due  and 
eiiicient  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the 
posts  of  Senior  Examiner  and  of  Junior 
Examiner  in  the  Board  of  Education 
(Science  and  Art  Department),  profes- 
sional or  other  peculiar  qualifications  not 


CENSUS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Read    3<*   (according    to    order),  a 


NEfF  BILL, 


COUNTY    COURTS    (INVESTMENT  ( 
DEPOSITS)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  with  regard 
the   investment   of  money    paid   into 
county    court — Was   presented    by    t 
Lord   Chancellor ;    read  1<* ;    and    to 
printed.     (No.  53.) 


House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 
House  resumed. 

nOYAL  ASSEXT. 


COMMISSION. 
The  following  Bills  received  the  Ro, 
Assent : — 

1.  Finance. 

2.  Army  (Annual). 

3.  Census  (Ireland). 

4.  Military  Lands  Provisional  Ord 

5.  Colonial  Bank. 

House  adjourned  at  twei 
minutes  past  Three  oi  i 
clock,  to  Monday  the  9 
instant,  a  quarter  past  F 
of  the  dock. 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  [Lords]  (STANDING 
ORDERS  NOT  PREVIOUSLY  IN- 
QUIRED INTO  COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Re- 
port from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 
tions for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of 
the  following  Bills,  originating  in  the 
Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First  Reading 
thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not  pre- 
viously inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied 
with,  viz. : — 

Army  and  Navy  Investment  Trust  Bill 

[Lords]. 
Cleethorpes  Gas  Bill  [Lords]. 
Cowes  Pier  Bill  [Lords]. 
Edinburgh  District  Lunacy  Board  Bill 


Falkirk     and    District     Water      Bill 


Great  Berkhampstead  Water  Bill 
[Lords]. 

Gun  Barrel  Proof  Act,  1868,  Amend- 
ment Bill  [Lords]. 

Imschenetzky's  Uralite  Patent  Bill 
[Lords]. 

Kingston-upon-Thames  Corporation 
BiU  [Lords]. 

Motherwell  Water  Bill  [Lords]. 

New  Russia  Company  Bill  [Lords]. 

Southampton  Harbour  Bill  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a 
second  time. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  (NO 
STANDING  ORDERS  APPLICABLE). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  no  Standing 
Orders  are  applicable,  viz.  : — 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  2)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Thursday,  26th  April. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  (STAND- 
ING  ORDERS  APPLICABLE  THERETO 
COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Keport  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 


Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing 
Orders  which  are  applicable  thereto  have 
been  complied  with,  viz. : — 

Electric  Lighting   Provisional   Orders 
(No.  3)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Thursday,  26th  April. 

MESSAGE    FROM    THE    LORDS. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill  intituled, 
"An  Act  to  confirm  the  issue  by  the 
Rhymney  Iron  Company,  Limited,  of 
certain  shares  credited  as  partly  paid  up." 
Rhymney  Iron  Company  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
enable  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal  Com- 
pany to  acquire  the  Manchester  Race- 
course and  other  lands,  and  to  construct  a 
new  dock,  railway,  and  works ;  to  estab- 
lish a  thrift  fund  for  their  ofiicers  and 
servants  ;  and  for  other  purposes."  Man- 
chester Ship  Canal  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  .Act  to 
authorise  the  Urban  District  Council  of 
Mountain  Ash  to  construct  additional 
waterworks  and  gasworks ;  and  for  other 

f purposes."  Mountain  Ash  Water  Bill 
Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  con- 
fer further  powers  upon  the  Corporation 
of  Burnley  and  neighbouring  authorities 
with  respect  to  tramways  and  street  im- 
provements within  and  beyond  the 
borough ;  and  for  other  purposes." 
Burnley  Corporation  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
extend  the  boundaries  of  the  Citv  and 
Royal  Burgh  of  Edinburgh  and  Cfounty 
of  the  City  of  Edinburgh;  to  authorise 
the  Lord  Provost,  Magistrates,  and 
Council  of  the  City  to  purchase  and 
acquire  lands  at  Saughton ;  to  erect  and 
maintain  a  Tramway  Power  Station  at 
Portobello  ;  to  construct  works  and 
Tramways ;  to  acquire  lands  ;  to  amend 
Acts ;  and  for  other  purposes."  Edin- 
burgh Corporation  Bill  [Lords]. 

AJso  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
make  new  provisions  with  respect  to  the 
Governing  Body  of  the  Schools  of  Kinff 
Edward  the  Sixth  in  Birmingham,  and 
with  respect  to  the  management  of  the 
Schools  property  and  revenues  under 
their  control ;  and  to  confer  further 
powers  on  the  said  Governing  Body ;  and 
for  other  purposes."  Birmingham  (Kinff 
Edward  the  Sixth)  SchooU  §^V^  Nyiot^v.^. 

3  0  2 


1507 


Private  BUI 


{COMMONS} 


Business. 


1508 


Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
transfer  all  the  property  and  liabilities  of 
Mason  University  College,  in  the  City 
of  Birmingham,  to  the  University  of 
Birmingham,  and  to  repeal  the  Mason 
University  College  Act,  1897 ;  to  confer 
certain  powers  on  the  said  University  ; 
and  for  other  purposes."  Birmingham 
University  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
authorise  the  Kingston-upon-Thames  Gas 
Company  to  raise  additional  capital,  con- 
vert their  existing  capital,  acquire  lands, 
amend  their  existing  Acts ;  and  for  other 
purposes."  Kingston-upon-Thames  Gras 
Bill  [Lordsl. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  for  em- 
powering the  Dorking  Water  Company 
to  raise  additional  capital ;  and  for  other 
purposes."     Dorking  Water  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
authorise  the  Exmouth  Urban  District 
Council  to  purchase  the  undertaking  of 
the  Exmouth  and  District  Waterworks 
Company,  and  to  supply  water  within 
their  district;  and  for  other  purposes." 
Exmouth  Urban  District  Water  Bill 
[Lords]. 

And  also  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
enable  the  Fishguard  Water  and  Gas 
Company  to  extend  their  limits  of  supply, 
to  construct  additional  waterworks  and 
gasworks,  to  change  the  name  of  the 
Company;  and  for  other  purposes." 
Fishguard  Water  and  Gas  Bill  [Lords]. 

RHYMNEY  IRON   COMPANY  BILL 

[Lords]. 

MANCHESTER  SHIP  CANAL  BILL 

[Lords]. 

MOUNTAIN  ASH    WATER  BILL  [Lords]. 
BURNLEY  CORPORATION  BILL  [Lords]. 

EDINBURGH  CORPORATION  BILL 

[Lords]. 

BIRMINGHAM    (KING    EDWARll    THE 
SIXTH)  SCHOOLS   BILL  [Lords]. 

BIRMINGHAM  UNIVERSITY  BILL 

[Lords]. 

KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES    GAS    BILL 

[Lords]. 

DORKING  WATER  BILL  [Lords]. 

EXMOUTH  URBAN   DISTRICT   WATER 
BILL  [Lords]. 

FISHGUARD  WATER    AND    GAS    BILL 

[Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 


CHARING  CROSS,  EU8T0N.  AND  HAMP- 
STEAD  RAILWAY  BILL. 

GLASTONBURY     CORPORATION    GAS 
BILL. 

HASTINGS  HARBOUR  BILL. 

MAIDENHEAD  uAS  BILL. 

UNIVERSAL  LIFE  ASSURANCE  SOCIETY 
BILL  [Lords]. 

WELLINGBOROUGH  AND  DISTRICT 
TRAMROADS  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  retd 
the  third  time. 

GOVERNMENTS  STOCK  AND  OTHER 
SECURITIES  INVESTMENT  COM- 
PANY BILL  [Lords]. 

LINCOLN  CORPORATION    TRAMWAYS 
BILL  [Lords]. 

NEWPORT    (MONMOUTHSHIRE)     GAS 
BILL  [Lords]. 

SOUTHPORT     AND     LYTHAM    TRAM 
ROAD    BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  conunitted. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 
Ordered,  That  Standing  Ordera  39,. 
I  129,  and  230  be  suspended,  and  that  the 
i  time  for  depositing  Petitions  and 
I  Memorials  against  Private  Billa,  or 
1  against  any  Bill  to  confirm  any  Ph)- 
j  visional  Order  or  Provisional  Certificate, 
i  and  for  depositing  dupbcates  of  any 
,  Documents  relating  to  any  Bill  to  confirm 
'  any  Provisional  Order  or  ProviaioDal 
i  Certificate,  be  extended  to  the  first  day 
I  on  which  the  House  shall  sit  after  the 
Recess.  —  {The  Chairman  of  JFays  and 
■  Means.) 

TOTTENHAM    URBAN     DISTRICT 
COUNCIL  BILL. 

Petition  for  additional  Provision ;  n- 
j  ferred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for 
I  Private  BiUs. 

I  MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to — 

!      Finance  Bill. 
i      Army  (Annual)  Bill. 
i      Census  (Ireland)  Bill,  without  Amend- 
ment. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill  intituled, 
"  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
Public  Libraries,  Museums,  and  Gym- 
nasiimis,  and  to  regulate  the  Liability  of 
Managers  of  Libraries  to  Proceedings  for 
LibeL^    Public  Libraries  Bill  [Lords]. 
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Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
missionors. 

The  House  went ;  and,  being  returned, 
Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent 
to— 

1.  Finance  Act,  1900. 

2.  Army  (Annual)  Act,  1900. 

3.  Census  (Ireland)  Act,  1900. 

4.  Military  Lands  Provisional  Order 

Confirmation  Act,  1900. 
6.  Colonial  Bank  Act,  1900. 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICQLTURAL   HOLDINGS    RILL. 

Petition  of  the  Scottish  Chamber  of 
Agriculture,  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

ECCLESIASTICAL    ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Earlston ; 
Weem;  and  Haddington;  to  lie  upon 
the^Table. 

LOCAL    AUTHORITIES    OFFICERS* 
SUPERANNUATION    BILL. 

Petition  from  Leicester,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

LONDON  GOVERNMENT  ACT,  1899 
(BOROUGH  OF  HACKNEY  DRAFT 
ORDER  IN  COUNCIL). 

Petition  from  Hackney,  against  alter- 
ation ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PUBLIC  HOUSES  (SCOTLAND)   LATER 
OPENING    BILL. 

Petition  from  Edinburgh,  against ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE    OF     INTOXICATING     LIQUORS 
ON     SUNDAY    BILU 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Portsmouth  ; 
and  Peckham  Rye  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 
T  i  CHILDREN  BILL  AND  SUNDAY 
CLOSING  (MONMOUTHSHIRE)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Gainsborough,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE    OF     INTOXICATING     LIQUORS 
TO  CHILDREN  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Gkrstang; 
West  Hartlepool  ;      Bolton  ;      Ulster ; 


Ripon ;  Preston  ;  Southport  ;  and  Batley ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE     OF    INTOXICATING     LIQUORS 
TO  CHILDREN  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Sheffield 
(thirteen)  ;  Oldbury ;  Pisckham ;  Swan- 
sea ;  Gloucester  ;  Manchester  ;  Bristol  ; 
and  Penrith ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE     OF     INTOXICATING    LIQUORS 
TO  CHILDREN  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Churnside,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUNDAY  CLOSING  (MONMOUTH- 
SHIRE) BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Ripon; 
Saxilby ;  Garstang ;  Earby ;  Manchester ; 
Preston  ;  Gloucester ;  and  Swansea  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Tabl8. 

TOWN   COUNCILS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Kinross,  in  favour;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

VETERINARY  SURGEONS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

Petition  of  Highland  and  Agricultural 
Society  of  Scotland,  in  favour;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

VIVISECTION. 
Petition  from  Hornsea,  for  prohibition ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table, 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


INDIAN  EXPENDITURE  (ROYAL 
COMMISSION).    , 

Copy  presented,  of  Final  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  the  Adminis- 
tration of  the  Expenditure  of  India 
(Vol.  IV.),  and  Minutes  of  Evidence 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MINES  AND  QUARRIES. 
Copy  presented,   of    Reports  of    Her 
Majesty's   Inspectors  of  Mines  for    the 
year  1899  [by  Command];   to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

AGRARIAN  OFFENCES  (PROVINCES) 
(IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Retiu-n  by  Pro- 
vinces of  Agrarian  Offences  in  Ireland 
for  the  year  ended  31st  December,  1899 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  \y^w\)ckfe'^^ii^^* 
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ARRESTS  FOR  DRUNKENNESS 
(IRELAND). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  15th  March ;  Mr,  William 
Johistoiie] ;  to*  lie  upon  the  Table,  and 
to  be  printed.     [No.  131.] 

AGRICULTURAL  AND  TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1899. 

Copy  presented,  of  Regulations  for 
the  Appointment  of  Members  of  the 
Council  of  Agriculture,  the  Agricultural 
Board,  and  the  Board  of  Technical  In- 
struction [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed.     [No.  132.] 

MERCHANT  SEAMEN. 
Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
on  the  question  of  Continuous  Discharge 
Certificates  for  Seameii,  with  Minutes  of 
Evidence,  Appendix,  and  Index  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EAST  INDIA  (USE  OF  GOVERNMENT 
CHURCHES  IN  INDIA). 

Copy  presented,  of  Papers  relating  to 
the  use  for  Presbyterian  and  Wesleyan 
Services  of  Garrison  Churches  in  India 
which  have  been  consecrated  for  the 
service  of  the  Church  of  England  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUPERANNUATIONS. 
Copy  presented,  of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  3rd  April,  1900,  declaring  that  for 
the  due  and  efficient  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  the  posts  of  Senior  Examiner 
and  of  Junior  Examiner  in  the  Board  of 
Education  (Science  and  Art  Department), 
professional  or  other  peculiar  qualifica- 
tions not  ordinarily  to  be  acquired  in  the 
Public  Service  are  requisite  [by  Act]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

CROWN'S  NOMINEE  ACCOUNT. 
Abstract  Account  presented,  of  Re- 
ceipts and  Payments  of  the  Treasury 
Solicitor,  in  the  year  ended  31st  Decem- 
ber, 1899,  in  the  Administration  of 
Estat-es  on  behalf  of  the  Crown,  and 
Alphabetical  List  of  Intestates'  Estates  in 
respect  of  which  Letters  of  Administra- 
tion were  granted  to  the  Treasury 
Solicitor  as  Crown's  Nominee,  and  of 
other  cases  (partial  Intestacies,  etc.)  in 
which  Accounts  were  opened  in  the 
Books  of  the  Treasury  Solicitor  in  the 
same  year  in  respect  of  moneys  received 
by  him  as  Crown's  Nominee  [by  Act] ;  to 


lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printoi 
[No.  133.] 

CHINA    (No.    2,    1900). 
Copy    presented    of     Correspondenn 
with  the  United  States  Grovemment  n- 
specting    Foreign  Trade   in   China  [br 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

AFRICA  (No.  3,  1900). 
Copy  presented  of  Correspondent 
respecting  Slavery  and  the  Slave  Tndi 
in  East  Africa  and  the  Islands  of  Zanii- 
bar  and  Pemba  (in  continuation  of  Afnci» 
No.  8,  1889)  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIBS^ 
Copy  presented,  of  Diplomatic  loi 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  Xa 
2396  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  Ike 
Table. 

EGYPT  (No.  1,  1900). 
Copy  presented,  of  Reports  by  Hff 
Majesty's  Agent  and  Consul  Genenl  oi 
the  Finances,  Administration,  and  Condi- 
tion of  Egypt  and  the  Soudan  in  18M 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 

NAVY  (ESTIMATES,  1899-1900). 

Copy  presented,  of  Statement  showinc 
the  original  and  revised  Programme  « 
p]stimated  Expenditure  in  cash,  and  in 
net  value  of  Stores  to  be  issued  for  Ship- 
building, etc.,  during  the  year  1899-19(iD 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

COAL  TABLES. 
Copy  ordered,  "  of  Statement  showing 
the.  Production  and  Consumption  of  CoaL 
and  the  Number  of  Persons  employed  in 
Coal  Production,  in  the  Principil 
Countries  of  the  World,  in  each  veir 
from  1883  to  1898,  as  far  as  the  partico- 
lars  can  be  stated  ;  together  with  a  State- 
ment showing  the  Production  of,  ind 
Trade  in,  Petroleum  in  the  United  Sutei 
and  in  the  Russian  Empire  for  a  series  d 
years  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary 
Paper,  No.  118,  of  Session  1899)."--(Jff. 
Ritchie.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  134.] 

PAUPERISM  (ENGLAND  AND   WALES* 
(MONTHLY   STATEMENT). 
Return  ordered,  "  of  monthly  compan- 
tive  statements  of  the  number  of  Paupers 
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of  all  classes  (except  lunatics  in  asylums, 
registered  hospitals,  and  licensed  houses, 
and  vagrants)  in  receipt  of  relief  in 
England  and  Wales  on  the  last  day  of 
every  week  in  each  month  of  the  several 
years  from  1857  to  1900,  both  inclusive 
(in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  100,  of  Session  1899)."— (l/r.  T.  IF. 
Russell, ) 

Return  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  135.] 

PAUPERISM  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
(HALF-YEARLY    STATEMENT). 

Return  ordered,  "  of  Statement  of  the 
number  of  Paupers  relieved  on  the  1st 
day  of  January,  1900,  and  similar  State- 
ment for  the  1st  day  of  July,  1900  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  100,  of  Session  1899)."— (iJfr.  T.  IF, 
BusselL) 

Return  presented  accordingly  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  136.] 

POOR    RELIEF    (ENGLAND     AND 
WALES). 

Return  ordered,  "  of  Statement  of  the 
amount  expended  for  In-maintenance  and 
Out-door  Relief  in  England  and  Wales 
during  the  half-year  ended  Lady  Day, 
1900. 

"  And  similar  Statement  for  the  half- 
year  ending  Michaelmas,  1900." — {Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell.) 

Return  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
apon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
137.] 

HOUSING    OF    THE    WORKING 
CLASSES. 

Returns  ordered,  "showing,  (1)  in  re- 
spect of  the  local  authorities  in  England 
and  Wales  who  have  carried  out  or  are 
carrying  out  improvement  or  reconstruc- 
tion schemes  under  Parts  I.  and  II.  of 
the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act, 
1890,  the  size  of  the  area  included  in 
each  scheme ;  the  number  of  persons  of 
the  working  classes  who  were  resident  on 
such  area  at  the  date  of  making  the 
scheme,  and  the  number  provided  for  or 
to  be  provided  for  under  the  scheme ;  the 
nature  of  the  accommodation  provided ; 
the  amount  authorised  to  be  borrowed, 
and  the  amount  actually  borrowed  for  the 
purpose    of    the    scheme ;   the    rate    of 
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interest  thereon ;  the  periods  allowed  for 
repayment;  the  amount  of  loans  out- 
standing on  the  31st  March,  1900;  the 
estimated  or  actual  expenditure  under  the 
scheme  in  respect  of  (a)  land,  (b)  build- 
ings; the  income  from  rents  or 
other  sources  during  the  year  ended, 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1900,  and 
the  expenditure  (other  than  that  defrayed 
out  of  borrowed  money)  during  the  year 
in  respect  of  the  scheme,  the  amount  ex- 
pended in  repayment  of  the  loans  and 
interest  thereon  being  distinguished  ;  and 
(2)  the  names  of  the  local  authorities  in 
England  and  Wales  who  have  adopted 
Part  III.  of  the  Act  and  as  regards  each 
of  those  authorities  who  have  provided  or 
are  providing  lodging  houses  for  the 
working  classes  under  that  part  of  the 
Act,  the  number  of  lodging  houses 
acquired,  erected,  or  being  erected,  the 
number  of  persons  provided  for  or  to  be 
provided  for,  the  amount  authorised  to 
be  borrowed  for  the  purpose  of  the  pur- 
chase of  land  or  the  acquisition  or  erec- 
tion of  lodging  houses  and  the  amount 
actually  borrowed,  the  rate  of  interest 
thereon,  the  periods  allowed  for  repay- 
ment, the  amount  of  loans  outstanding  on 
the  31st  day  of  March,  1900 ;  the  esti- 
mated or  actual  cost  of  (a)  land,  (b) 
buildings  ;  the  income  from  rents  or  other 
sources  during  the  year  ended  on  the  31st 
day  of  March,  1900  ;  and  the  expenditure 
(other  than  that  out  of  borrowed  money) 
during  the  year,  the  amount  expended  in 
repayment  of  loans  and  interest  thereon 
being  distinguished." — (Mr.  Hazell.) 

CONTRACTS  FOR  LOCAL  AUTHORITIES 
(WAGES)  (IRELAND). 

Return  ordered,  "  showing,  in  respect 
of  each  County  Council,  County  Borough 
Council,  Rural  and  Urban  District  Coun- 
cil, body  of  Town  Commissioners  not  an 
Urban  District  Council,  and  Poor  Law 
Union  in  Ireland,  whether  the  Contracts 
entered  into  by  the  Authority*  for  the 
execution  of  works  specify  any  conditions 
as  to  the  Wages  to  be  paid  by  the  Con- 
tractor, or  other  conditions  with  regard  to 
persons  employed  by  him  ;  and,  if  so, 
what  are  the  conditions  so  specified." — 
(Sir  diaries  Dilke.) 

LAND    REGISTRY    (NEW    BUILDINGS) 
[ADVANCES]. 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising 
the  issue,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
of  such  suras  as  may  be  required  for  the 
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purpoees  of  any  Act  of  the  present 
Session  for  the  acquisition  of  property  for 
building  a  new  Land  Registry  Office 
and  other  Public  Offices  in  London, 
and  of  authorising  the  Treasury  to 
borrow  money  by  means  of  Terminable 
Annuities,  such  Annuities  to  be  paid  out 
of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament, 
and,  if  those  moneys  are  insufficient,  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund  (Queen's 
Recommendation  signified),  upon  Thurs- 
day, 26th  April. — {Secretanj  Sir  Matthew 
IFhUe  Ridley,) 
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CONTRACTS  FOR  LOCAL  AUTHORI- 
TIES (WAGES). 

Return  ordered,  "  sho^ving,  in  respect 
of  each  administrative  county  and  each 
Poor  Law  Union  in  England  and  Wales, 
whether  the  Contracts  entered  into  by  the 
Authority  for  the  execution  of  works 
specify  any  conditions  as  to  the  Wages  to 
be  paid  by  the  Contractor,  or  other  condi- 
tions with  regard  to  persons  employed  by 
him  ;  and,  if  so,  what  are  the  conditions 
so  specified." — (Sir  Churks  Dilke.) 


QUESTIONS. 

SOUTH  AFRICAN  WAR— BOER  PRISON- 
ERS-PLACE OF  CUSTODY. 

Mr. WILLIAM  ABRAHAM  (Cork  Co., 
N.E.)  ;  On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo,  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the   Treasury   whether,  in  view  of    the 
severe   epidemic   which  has  broken   out  \ 
amongst  them,  Boer  prisoners  at  present . 
confined  in  Simons  Bay  will  be  removed ' 
from  the  ships  and  transferred  to  healthy  ] 
quarters  on  shore  in  Cape  Colony. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  This  question  was  fully  answered  by 
my  hon.  friend  the  Under  ^Secretary  for 
War  last  week,*  and  I  really  have  nothing 
to  add  to  the  reply  he  read  to  this  House. 

KOORN    SPRUIT    DISASTER. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  Boers  cap- 
tured at  Kooni  Spruit  with  the  convoy 
any  British  secret  papers,  maps,  or  tables 
containing  plans  for  the  invasion  of  the 
Free  State  and  the  Transvaal  1 


The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Mr.  Wtndhax, 
Dover) :  No  report  to  this  effect  has  ben 
received  from  Lord  Roberts. 

CAPE  RAILWAY  MANAGEMENT. 
Mr.  M'KENNA  (Monmouthshire,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether,  in  view  of  the  maimer 
in  which  the  work  of  the  Railway  Depait- 
ment  in  South  Africa  has  been  condncted, 
any  public  recognition  will  be  made  d 
I  the  services  rendered  by  Mr.  T.  R  Price, 
j  chief  traffic  manager  of  the  Cape 
I  Gk>vernment  Railways,  and  the  other 
'  responsible  officials. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  While  higU; 
appreciating  the  services  referred  to^  it 
would  be  premature  for  the  GovemineDt 
to  consider  such  a  matter  at  the  present 
moment. 

MILITIA—OFFICERS'   GRATUITIES. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeenshiw. 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretaij 
of  State  for  War  whether  embodied 
Militia  officers  are  to  receive  a  gratuitf 
of  £100  ;  and  whether  a  portion  of  tUi 
can  be  paid  within  six  months  of  embodi- 
ment. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM:  Yes,  Sir;officen 
:  of  embodied  Militia  will  receive  a  gratoitr 
i  of  £100,  but  it  is  payable  only  ondis- 
!  embodiment. 

I 

MILITIA  REGULATIONS, 
i  Mr.  LAMBERT  (Devonshire,  South 
1  Molton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether,  as  no 
copies  of  the  Militia  Regulations  were 
obtainable  at  the  commencement  of  the 
embodiment  of  the  Militia,  he  will  be 
able  to  issue  new  Regulations  at  an  early 
date. 


*  See  pa<?es  1253  and  1394  of  this  Volume. 


Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  Militia  re^meott 

when  embodied  come  under  the  Kegnb- 

tions  for  the  Regular  Forces  (Army  Acl>. 

I  and  do  not  require  the  Militia  Regulatioiii 

I  A  new  edition  is  in  course  of  preparatioD. 

INNS  OF  COUKT  RIFLE  VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr.  LEES  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.): 

'  I   l)eg   to   ask   the  Under  Secretary  oi 

■  State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware  thii 

the  Inns  of  Court  Rifle  Volunteers  have 
!  been  refused  permission  to  go   to   Win- 
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cheater  for  a  week's  drill  at  Easter  at 
their  own  expense,  on  the  ground  that 
they  cannot  engage  to  join  a  brigade 
camp  fixed  for  a  time  when  the  Law 
Courts  are  sitting;  and  whether,  seeing 
that  they  have  expressed  their  willing- 
ness to  join  any  brigade  camp  held  when 
the  Law  Courts  are  not  sitting,  he  can 
see  his  way  to  grant  the  permission  for 
which  they  ask. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  This  permission 
has  not  been  refused,  nor  will  it  be 
refused. 


STRENGTH    OF    VOLUNTEER 
BATTALIONS. 

Mr.  GREirON  (Derbyshire,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  authorise  the 
increase  of  establishment  of  Volunteer 
battalions  to  1,000  men. 

Mr.  WVNDHAM  :  Such  an  increase 
will  be  authorised  wherever  there  is  a 
rei^nable  prospect  of  thd  numbers  being 
raised  without  prejudicing  the  recruiting 
of  neighbouring  corps. 

Mr.  GRETTOX  :  Will  that  enable  an 
increase  in  the  strength  of  existing  com- 
panies instead  of  adding  to  the  number 
of  companies  ? 

Mr.  WVNDHAM  :  I  should  like  to 
have  notice  of  that  question.  There  are 
objections  to  swelling  the  size  of  the 
companies  beyond  certain  limits. 

VOLUNTEER    BUCLDINGS-LOANS. 
Mr.  C.  J.    MURRAY  (Coventry):    I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  authorities  in  November  last 
raised  by  one-quarter  per  cent,  the  annual 
rate    of    interest    on  loans  incurred  by 
Volunteers  for  purchase  of  land  and  for 
buildings  for  military  purposes  ;  whether 
they  have  now  again  raised  this  interest 
by  another  quarter  per  cent,  in  the  past 
month  ;  whether  the  rate  of  interest  laid 
down  in  A.  0.  72  in  some  cases  reaches 
three  and  three-quarters    per  cent.,   ex-  j 
elusive    of    instalments    of  capital ;  and 
whether,    as    such    increase  in  the  rate 
charged  may  tend  to  discourage  Volun- 
teer battalions  in   their  efforts  to  attain 
increased  efficiency  by    the  provision  of  I 
proper  drill  halls  and  storage  for  equip-  j 
ment,  he  will  take  stops  for  a  reduction  I 
in  the  rate  of  interest.  i 


Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (St.  Andrews 
Burghs)  (for  Mr.  Hanbury)  :  The  rates 
for  these  loans  have  been  raised  in  the 
manner  described  in  order  to  preserve 
the  solvency  of  the  Local  Loans  Fund. 
The  highest  rate  of  interest  now  charged 
amounts  to  3J  per  cent.,  but  this  only 
applies  to  cases  in  which  the  repayment 
is  spread  over  a  period  of  fifty  years.  To 
reduce  the  rates  to  such  a  point  that  the 
Government  would  be  a  loser  by  these 
loans  would  be  equivalent  to  making  a 
grant  to  Volunteer  corps  under  the  dis- 
guise of  a  loan — a  course  to  which  there 
would  oj  serious  financial  objections. 

INDIA— USE  OF  GOVERNMENT 
CHUR  ^HES  FOR  MILITARY  SERVICES. 

Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notting- 
hamshire,  Mansfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  the 
consecration  of  churches  in  India  renders 
illegal  the  performance  therein  of  services 
other  than  those  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land ;  and,  if  not,  will  Government 
churches  be  used  as  heretofore  under  the 
control  of  the  military  authorities  for 
services  for  Her  Majesty's  troops. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex,  Ealing) :  The  hon.  Member  will 
find  full  information  on  the  subject 
of  his  question  in  the  papers  which 
I  have  to-day  laid  on  the  Table. 
The  consecration  by  the  Church  of 
England  of  churches  in  India  does  not 
prevent  other  denominations  from  using 
them,  provided  they  do  so  ^with  the 
assent  of  the  ecclesiastical  authority  to 
whom  these  buildings  have  been  trans- 
ferred. This  principle  equally  applies  to 
all  other  churches  which  have  been 
handed  over  to  other  denominations 
for  their  special  use.  There  has 
been  no  departure  under  the  new 
rules  from  past  practice,  except  that 
the  authorities  of  the  Church  of  England 
are  prepared  to  assent  to  a  more  lioeral 
use  by  other  denominations  of  the 
churches  appertaining  to  them  than  was 
previously  the  case. 

WEST  INDIES— FEE  FOR  REGISTRA- 
TION OF  INDUSTRIAL  BANKS  AND 
ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  has  con- 
sidered the  desirability   of   eucoxsx^^w^ 
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the  formation  of  friendly  society  banks  [  there  is  no  prohibition  of  the  empkr- 
and  industrial  and  provident  supply  asso- '.  ment  of  counsel  or  solicitors ;  bat  in  the 
ciations  in  Barbados  and  other  British  •  court  of  a  district  commissioner  sitdng 
West  Indian  islands  ;  whether  the  ',  \v4th  native  chiefs  counsel  or  solicitonare 
fee  of  one  guinea  for  registration,  im- .'  not  allowed  to  appear  in  any  case  other 
posed  in  the  various  Colonial  Acts,  has  than  one  involving  the  punishment  of 
been  found  a  deterrent  in  the  poorer  dis- 1  death,  except  by  leave  of  the  district  con- 
tricts  of  these  islands ;  and  whether  he  .  missioner.  (3  and  4)  The  answer  to 
will  make  fiuther  representations  to  the  '  the  third  question  is  yeSj  and  to  the 
several  legislatures.  '.  fourth  question,  no. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,  W.)  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  desirability  of  en- 
couraging the  formation  of  such  societies 
in  the  West  Indies,  and  in  June  last  I 
addressed  a  despatch  to  the  Grovemors  of 
the  several  colonies  calling  their  atten 


AUSTRALIAN  FEDERATION  —  WES- 
TERN  AUSTRALIA— PRO  POSED  DIVI- 
SIGN  OF  THE  COLONY. 

Mr.  HOaAN  (Tipperary,  Mid) :  I  b«g 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether,  in  view  of  the  import- 
ance of  the  document  arriving  before  the 
tion  to  the  high  fees  charged  in  some  of  discussion  on  the  Federal  Enabling  Mi* 
them  in  connection  with  the  registration  ,  *»««"»  ^®  <»"  ?»  anything  to  acoelerite 
of  these  associations.  In  some  cases  the  ■  the  transmission  of  the  petition  to  the 
fees  have  since  been  reduced  ;  in  others  it  •  Q^^n,  which  is  now  m  the  bands  of 
is  stated  that  the  existing  fees  are  not  I  Western  Australian  Ministers,  pnym? 
deterrent.  i  '^^  t"®  admission  of  the  Groldnelds  Dii- 

.  tricts  of  Western  Australia  to  the  new 
commonwealth  as  a  distinct  and  septnte 
State. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  have  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  there  will  be  any 


SIERKA    LEONE-CRIMINAL    JURIS 
DICTION  AND  APPEALS. 

Mr.  HEDDERWICK  (Wick  Burghs) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  ,  _. 

the   Colonies  whether    district    commis- ,  ^^due  delay  in  forwarding  the  petitwo. 


sioners  in  the  Protectorate  of  Sierra 
Leone  have  jurisdiction  in  capital  cases, 
and  whether  there  is  any  right  of  appeal 
from  the  judgment  'of  a  district  commis- 
sioner in  the  Protectorate  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Sierra  Leone  ;  whether  a  defen- 
dant charged  with  a  criminal  offence  and 
tried  before  a  district  commissioner  can 
avail  himself  of  the  services  of  counsel  .or 
solicitor  ;  whether  officers  of  the  Frontier 
Police  in  the  Protectorate  of  Sierra 
Leone  may  be  appointed  district  commis- 
sioners exercising  judicial  functions  ;  and 
whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what  test  of  legal 
knowledge  is  imposed  before  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  district  commissioner. 


and   I   have 
transmission. 


no  power   to  accelerate  iu 


Mr.   J 
court  of 


CHAMBERLAIN 

district 


(1)    The 
commissioner   sitting 


AUSTRALIAN   MAILS— CALLING 
PORTS. 

Mr.  HOGAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  as  representing  tlw 
Postmaster  General,  whether  he  can  8tat« 
-  the  actual  loss  of  time  that   would  result 
'  from  the  substitution  of  Fremantie  for 
Albany  as  the  Western  Australian  calliiu; 
port  for  mail  steamers,  and  whether  there 
'  is  any  prospect  of  the  eastern    colonies 
I  wai\ang  their  objections  to  the  proposed 
:  change. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The  extn 


steaming  time  involved  in  the  substitQ- 
-  tion  would  be  about  seven  hours,  and* 
with  native  chiefs  has  jurisdiction  tohe^r  i  fm^her  margin  of  five  hours  would  be 
and  determine  capital  cases.  There  is  |  required  for  contingent  delavs  arisiiu: 
no  right  of  appeal  from  this  court  to  the  I  - 
Supreme  Court,  but  no  sentence  of  death  | 
can  be  carried  into  effect  except  upon  the  i 
warrant  of  the  Governor.  A  district  | 
commissioner  sitting  alone  can  only  take  | 
evidence  in  a  capital  case  and  commit  the  | 
accused  to  the  Supreme  Court  for  trial.  ■ 
(2)    In  a   district   commissioner's    court  j 


from  the  greater  exposure  of  Fremantle 
Harbour.  The  matter  is  still  under 
discussion. 


PACIFIC  CABLE  COMMITTEE. 
Mr.     HOGAN :    I   beg    to    ask    the 
Secretary 


of    State    for     the     Colooitf 


1521 


Questions, 


{9  April  1900} 


Questions, 


1522 


whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  report  any 
progress  in  connection  with  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Pacific  Cable  Committee,  and 
whether  the  difficulties  that  arose  from 
certain  concessions  to  a  competing  scheme 
by  some  of  the  Australian  Governments 
have  been  satisfactorily  adjusted. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  under- 
stand that  the  Pacitic  Cable  Committee 
has  made  considerable  progress,  and  is 
now  considering  the  terms  of  a  Report  on 
the  matters  referred  to  it.  The  Report 
will  deal  with  the  question  of  the  offer 
made  by  the  cable  companies  to  the 
Australian  Governments. 

UGANDA  RAILWAY. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  what  number  of  miles 
of  the  Uganda  Railway  were  completed 
on  31st  March,  1899 ;  what  amount  of 
miles  remained  to  be  completed  at  that 
date ;  what  number  of  miles  have  been 
completed  since  that  date;  and  what 
amount  of  the  sums  voted  for  making 
this  railway  remains  in  hand  at  present ; 
and  whether,  in  estimating  this  amount, 
all  unpaid  liabilities  are  included. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guildford) :  On  31st 
March,  1899,  279  miles  of  the  Uganda 
Railway  had  been  completed,  leaving 
303  miles  to  finish  the  railway.  Since 
that  date  83  miles  have  been  completed 
and  the  remaining  220  miles  are  under 
construction.  All  the  locomotive  and 
constructional  plant,  and  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  permanent  way  materials 
necessary  to  complete  the  railway  have 
been  obtained,  and  it  is  estimated  that 
the  £3,000,000  originally  voted  by 
Parliament  has  now  been  spent.  A  Bill 
to  make  further  provision  to  complete 
the  work  will  be  introduced  at  once,  and 
a  Memorandum  explanatory  of  the  excess 
and  of  the  causes  which  have  led  to  it 
will  be  attached  to  it. 

THEATRICAL  CENSORSHIP. 
Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  aware 
that  in  some  theatres  the  production  of 
plays  of  a  depraving  character  is  on  the 
increase,  which  the  licensing  powers  of  the 
Lord  Chamberlain  seem    inadequate    to 


check:  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  speech  recently  delivered  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  in  which  he  criticised 
adversely  the  character  of  a  number  of 
plays  now  played,  expressed  doubts  as  to 
the  advantage  of  the  present  system  of 
censorship,  and  questioned  its  efficacy  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  improvement 
in  the  conduct  of  the  London  music  halls 
since  they  were  placed  under  the  control 
of  the  County  Council,  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  extending  the  control 
of  the  Council  to  the  theatres. 

Mr.  T.  B.  CURRAN  (Sligo,  S.) : 
Before  the  question  is  answered,  may  I 
ask  whether  the  objection  on  the  one 
hand  and  the  approval  on  the  other  is  the 
result  of  the  hon.  Member's  own  in- 
vestigation ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  That 
is  not  a  proper  question. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOxME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M. 
White  Ridley,  Lancashire,  Blackpool) : 
I  have  no  information  or  any  reason  to 
believe  that  things  are  as  stated  in  the 
first  paragraph.  The  Lord  Chamberlain 
has  full  power  in  the  matter  of  licensing 
stage  plays,  and  is  prepared  to  justify  his 
exercise  of  those  powers.  I  have  not 
been  able  to  find  any  such  remarks  as  are 
attributed  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  the 
second  paragraph  in  the  question ;  and  in 
reply  to  the  third  paragraph  I  can  only 
say  that,  as  at  present  advised,  I  adhere  to 
the  view  which  I  expressed  in  answer  to 
a  similar  question  of  the  hon.  Member  on 
April  20th  last.* 

HOUSES    OF    PARLIAMENT -DECOKA^ 
TiON  OF  CENTRAL  LOBBY. 

Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  whether  it  is  pro- 
posed to  continue  the  decoration  of  the 
Central  Lobby  ;  and,  if  so,  what  designs, 
have  been  submitted  for  that  purpose. 

I     The    first    COMMISSIONER    of 

[WORKS  (Mr.  Akers  Douglas,  Kent, 
St.  Augustine's) :  I  regret  that  I  have  not 
seen  my  way  to  ask  for  funds  for  pro- 
ceeding with  the  decoration  of  the 
Centred    Lobby    this    year,    and    conse- 

j  quently  I  have  not  obtained  designs  for 

!  the  remaining  panels. 

*  See  The  Parliamentart/  Debates  [Fourth 
Stries],  Vol.  Ixx.,  page  oO. 
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Dr.  FARQUHARSON  :  Mav  I  ask 
the  n§ht  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in  \\ew 
of  the  great  expense  involved,  be  will 
consider  the  possibilitv  of  employing 
some  cheaper  material,  like  canvas :  and 
whether  he  will  give  facOities  to  private 
enterprise  to  fill  up  the  space  in  a  cheap 
and  efficient  manner  1 

Mr.  AKERS  DOUGLAS:  No.  In 
this  case  I  think  the  old  saying  applies, 
that  it  is  a  pity  to  "  spoil  the  ship  for  a 
ha'porth  of  tar." 


LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL-CASE  OF 
MR.  BALIAN. 

Mr.  FLOWER  (Bradford,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  whether 
his  attention  has  l>een  called  to  the  resig- 
nation by  Mr.  G.  Balian  of  his  seat  on 
the  London  County  Council  for  St. 
George's  in  the  East,  and  whether  a 
warrant  has  been  issued  for  his  arrest, 
and  if  it  is  obligatory  upon  a  county 
council  to  accept  the  resignation  of  a 
member  under  such  circumstances. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  It  is 
not  obligatory  upon  a  county  council  to 
accept  the  resignation  on  the  ground 
that  a  warrant  has  been  issued.  A 
warrant  to  arrest  is  not  equivalent  to  a 
conviction. 

Mr.  FL0^^^]R  was  understood  to  ask 
further  if  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
County  Council  to  make  inquiry  as  to 
the  bona  fries  of  the  tender  of  resignation. 

Sir  RICHARD  WERSTER :  I  must 
ask  for  notice  of  that  question. 

FOOT  AND  MOUTH  DISEASE-ARGEN- 
TINE IMPORTS. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  I  })eg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture whether  he  can  give  the  number 
of  animals  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth 
disease  that  Ciime  from  Argentina,  that 
were  recently  seized  and  slaughtered  at 
Deptford ;  and  whether  that  meat  was 
allowed  to  be  distributed  for  sale,  or 
destroyed  as  unfit  for  human  food. 

*The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Loxo,  Liverpool, 
West  Derby) :  One  hundred  and  fifty-four 
he^d  of  cattle  were  certified  to  be  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease  out  of  the  244 


brought  to  Deptford  from  Baenos  Ajni 
by  the  "  Ethelhilda."  The  examuu^ 
of  carcases  from  the  point  of  view  of 
their  fitness  for  human  food  does  not  Mt 
with  my  Department,  but  I  undentaad 
that  the  meat  of  animals  affected  witk 
foot  and  mouth  disease  is  not  as  a  cook- 
quence  rendered  unfit  for  human  oon- 
sumption,  and  that  in  the  case  in  question 
none  of  the  carcases  were  condemned  br 
the  sanitary  authorities. 

SCOTTISH  POLICE— ALLEGED  XEGU 
GENCE-CASE  OF  LAWRENCE  HEN- 
DERSON. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  (GlaMoir, 
Bridgeton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Loid 
Advocate,  with  regard  to  the  case  of  the 
absconding  bankrupt,  Lawrence  Hender 
son,  of  Leith,  whether  a  reward  of  £50 
was  offered  for  information  as  to  hii 
whereabouts,  and  whether  this  rewiid 
was  offered  or  advertised  by  the  poliee  or 
public  authorities;  whether  Mr.  Janui 
Law,  of  Edinburgh,  having  discoTerad 
that  a  passenger  who  had  travelled  witk 
him  from  America  under  the  name  d 
Hume  was  in  fact  Lawrence  Hendemn, 
called  at  the  head  office  of  the  Criminil 
Department  in  Edinburgh  late  on  27tk 
February  and  gave  information  dut 
Henderson  had  gone  to  Glasmw,  and 
was  requested  to  call  back  on  the  follow- 
ing day :  whether  on  doing  so  Mr.  Liw 
was  informed  that  Henderson  was  ex- 
pected to  give  himself  up  that  day,  that 
the  charge  had  been  withdrawn,  and  that 
the  reward  was  void  ;  and  whether  anj 
public  intimation  had  been  given  of  the 
withdrawal  of  the  award;  and,  if  not, 
whether  Mr.  Law,  having  put  himself  to 
the  trouble  of  giving  the  information  for 
which  the  reward  was  offered,  will  be 
paid  it 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A 
Graham  Murray,  Buteshire) :  A  reward 
of  £50  was  offered  by  the  ProciuTitor 
Fiscal  "  for  such  information  as  shall  ^^ 
suit  in  the  arrest  of  Lawrence  Henderson." 
Mr.  Law  called  at  the  police  office,  Edin- 
burgh, about  10.30  p.m.  on  the  28th— 
not  27th — February,  and  made  the  com- 
munication referred  to.  Mr.  Law  called 
again  on  the  following  day,  when  he  was 
informed  that  the  execution  of  the 
warrant  had  meantime  been  suspended 
owing  to  Henderson  having  undertaken 
to  surrender.  Mr  I^w  spoke  of  the  re- 
ward, but  was  told  that  the  police  could 
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not  express  any    opinion  as  to  it.     No 

Sublic  intimation  was  given  of  the  with- 
rawal  of  the  rewai-d,  and  none  was 
required.  The  offer  was.  necessarily 
suspended  until  it  was  seen  whether 
Henderson  surrendered  voluntarily  in 
terms  of  the  undertaking  given  by  him. 
As  the  information  supplied  by  Mr.  Law 
did  not  result,  and  has  not  resulted,  in 
Henderson's  arrest,  he  has  no  claim  to  the 
reward. 


POST  OFFICE  RETIREMENT  RULES. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  as  representing  the  Post- 
master General,  whether  the  repeated 
assurances  of  the  Postmaster  General, 
most  recently  embodied  in  the  reply  to  a 
memorial  from  a  deputation  appointed  by 
the  Fawcett  Association  to  wait  on  him, 
dated  16th  February,  1900,  that  no  officer 
will  be  called  on  to  retire  before  the  a^e 
of  sixty  years  who  is  capable  of  efficiently 
performing  the  ordinary  duties  of  his 
class,  is  to  be  regarded  as  an  assurance 
that  the  performances  of  early  morning 
duties,  which  are  admittedly  excep- 
tional, and  have  been  condemned  by  the 
official  medical  officers  in  the  evidence 
tendered  to  the  Tweedmouth  Committee, 
will  not  be  enforced  as  a  test  of  an 
officer's  fitness  for  the  postal  service. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  HaNt 
bury)  :  The  assurance  was,  that  no 
officer  would  be  retired  before  sixty  who 
is  capable  of  efficiently  performing  the 
ordinary  duties  of  his  class.  In  some 
cases  those  ordinary  duties  must  involve 
early  morning  attendance,  and  it  would 
be  impossible  to  retain  officers  who  are 
permanently  incapable  of  performing  that 
particular  duty. 


POST  OFFICE— HEALTH  STATISTICS- 
PHTHISIS. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
,the  Treasury,  as  representing  the  Post- 
master General,  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  omission  from  the 
Forty-eighth  Report  of  the  Post  Office  of 
the  tables  referring  to  "Deaths  from 
Phthisis"  and  "Superannuation  from 
Phthisis " ;  whether  he  can  state  the 
reason  for  the  omission  of  this  informa- 


tion ;  and  whether   he    will   direct   that 
they  be  inserted  in  the  next  Report. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han^ 
bury)  :  Tables  referring  to  deaths  and 
superannuation  from  phthisis  among  the 
Post  Office  staff  were  omitted  from  the 
last  Report  in  order  to  increase  the 
space  available  for  particulars  of  more 
general  interest,  and  because  there 
seemed  to  be  no  sufficient  reason  for 
bringing  phthisis  into  special  prominence. 
The  number  of  deaths  and  superannua- 
tions during  the  year  from  this  disease,  as 
well  as  from  others,  was  given  in  Appen- 
dix F  to  the  Report,  and  the  Postmaster 
General  is  disposed  to  think  that  the  in- 
formation there  given  is  sufficient. 

AMERICAN    MAIL    SERVICE— WHITE 
STAR  LINE. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
as  representing  the  Postmaster  General, 
what  are  the  terms  of  the  arrangement 
under  which  the  mails  to  America  vik 
Queenstown  are  conveyed  by  the  Wednes- 
day "  White  Star  "  express  service  from 
Euston  ;  will  he  state  the  length  of  time- 
during  which  this  arrangement  is  to  con^ 
tinue  in  force ;  what  is  the  coot  of  such 
service,  and  is  the  same  provided  for  ia 
the  Postal  Estimates,  and  under  what 
head  ;  and  whether  such  arrangement  is 
in  addition  to,  or  in  substitution  for>  con- 
tracts under  which  such  mails  were  pre- 
viously  carried,  or  have  the  same  been  in 
any  way  varied  in  consequence  of  such 
arrangement. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
bury)  :  The  mails  for  America  leaving 
London  on  Wednesday  for  conveyance 
from  Queenstown  by  packets  of  the  White 
Star  Line  are  despatched  from  Euston  in 
the  afternoon.  They  are  carried  by  the 
4.15  p.m.  passenger  train  to  Chester,  and 
from  Chester  they  are  conveyed  by 
special  train  to  Holyhead,  and  by  special 
steamer  to  North  Wall.  No  period  has 
been  fixed  for  the  continuance  of  this 
arrangement.  The  payment  for  the 
service  has  not  yet  been  settled,  and  it 
does  not,  therefore,  appear  in  the  Post 
Office  Estimates.  The  contract  for  the 
mail  service  between  London  and  Dublin 
remains  unaltered,  but  the  special  service 
from  Chester  to  North  Wall  has  to  be 
provided  for  by  means  of  a  new  agree- 
ment with  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railwe^  Company. 
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POST   OFFICE-RISK   ALLOWANCES. 

Mr.  LOUIS  SINCLAIR  (Essex,  Rom- 
f  oi-d)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  as  representing  the  Postmaster 
General,  whether  an  answer  can  now  be 
given  to  a  petition  with  reference  to  risk 
allowances  which  was  sent  to  the  Post- 
master General  in  November,  1899,  by  the 
local  secretary  of  the  Postal  Telegraph 
Clerks'  Association  on  behalf  of  the  local 
members. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
bury)  :  A  reply  will  be  given  very 
shortlv. 


i*(>ST    OFFICE  —  TELECiRAPHISTS' 
INCREMENTS. 

Mr.  LOUIS  SINCLAIR :  I  beg  to 
aisk  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as 
representing  the  Postmaster  (Jeneral, 
-whether,  seeing  that  a  number  of  London 
telegraphists  acquired  certificates  during 
the  Science  and  Art  Examinations  of  May, 
1899,  which  entitled  them  to  a  double 
increment,  he  will  explain  why  some  of 
the  clerks  in  the  London  district  offices 
have  not  received  the  money,  notwith- 
standing repeated  applications,  and 
whether  the  Postmaster  General  will 
investigate  the  cause  of  the  delay. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
Br  ky)  :  The  increments  have  been  allowed 
and  take  effect  from  the  date  of  the  certi- 
ficate of  qualification  in  each  case.  The 
d(ilay  arose  from  the  correspondence 
which  was  necessiirily  involved  with  the 
various  institutes  concerned. 


POST    OFFICE -WEST    CENTRAL    DIS- 
TRUST OFFICE  MEN'S   GRIEVANCES. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  representing 
the  Postmaster  General,  if  he  will  con- 
sider the  case  of  a  number  of  auxiliary 
postmen  in  the  West  Central  District 
()ttice  who,  after  tiiking  on  fresh  duties 
this  year  on  a  signed  agreement  that  they 
should  be  entitled  to  all  the  privileges 
granted  by  Lord  Tweedmouth's  Com- 
mittee to  auxiliary  postmen  working  five 
hours  and  upwards  daily,  have  now  had 
the  agreement  revoked  on  the  ground 
tliat  they  ar^  not  entitled  to  the  benefits, 
as  they  were  not  working  five  hours  daily 
previous  to  1st  April,  1897. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
iu'RY)  :    These  auxiliaries  were  paid    at 


special  rates,  with  the  condition  that  the? 
had  no  claim  to  the  privileges  of  anniBl 
or  sick  leave,  boot  allowances,  pensioii, 
or  gratuity,  and  that  their  senices  mu^ 
be  dispensed  with  at  any  moment.  Un- 
fortunately the  auxiliaries  referred  to  ib 
the  question  were  given  a  wrong  form  to 
sign  in  the  first  instance ;  but  the  error 
was  corrected  as  soon  as  it  was  discovered 
and  before  it  could  have  taken  effect. 

LIVERPOOL  POSTAL  STAFF. 
Mr.  STEADMAN :  On  behalf  of  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  the  Walthamstow  Diri- 
sion  of  Essex,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretaiy 
to  the  Treasury,  as  representing  the  Port- 
master  General,  how  many  persons  are 
employed  temporarily  at  Liverpool  on  the 
work  of  sorting  clerks  and  teiegraphisto: 
whether  some  of  these  pei*sons  are  sa^ 
plied  by  the  Liverpool  Clerks'  Associatkn 
at  £1  per  week,  also  what  is  their 
maximum  sendee ;  and  whether  the  tinM 
has  arrived  when  a  permanent  addition 
to  the  staff  should  be  made. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Hax- 
bury)  :  Nineteen  men  and  six  women  ve 
employed  temporarily  at  Liverpool  m 
sorting  clerks  and  telegraphists.  Six  of 
the  men  were  obtained  through  the 
Liverpool  Clerks*  Association  at  £1  i 
week.  The  service  of  these  p)ersoiif 
ranges  from  three  months  to  two  yean 
and  ten  months.  Opportunity  is  afforded 
to  them  to  compete  at  each  examination 
for  established  appointments,  but  tlie 
majority  do  not  avail  themselves  of  it 
As  was  stated  in  the  House  on  the  27ih 
ultimo,*  a  revision  of  the  Liverpool  staff  ii 
under  consideration  in  connection  with 
the  removal  to  the  new  post  office. 

(  LONES  POST  OFFICE. 
Mr.  MACALEP;SE  (Monaghan,  X.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trei- 
sury,  as  representing  the  Postmaster 
General,  whether  premises  in  Clones 
which  were  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Department  as  suitable  for  the  e^e^ 
tion  of  the  long-talked-of  new  post  oflfice 
in  that  town,  have  passed  to  another 
tenant,  and  are  now  undergoing  altera- 
tions for  carrying  on  business:  and 
whether  the  Clones  Urban  Council  have 
recently  sent  him  a  communication  com- 
plaining of  the  inconvenience  of  the  pre- 

*  See  page  443  of  this  volume. 
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sent  postal  accommodation ;  and  what 
steps  do  the  Department  now  intend  to 
take  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
buryJ  :  The  premises  referred  to  have 
been  let  to  a  tenant  who  is  about  to  adapt 
them  for  his  private  business.  A  com- 
munication on  the  subject  of  the  postal 
accommodation  was  received  from  the 
urban  council  in  September  last,  and  the 
matter  has  been  pressed  forward  as  much 
as  possible.  The  Department  will  now 
proceed  to  consider  other  sites  which  are 
still  on  offer. 


IRISH  MONITORS  AND  CIVIL  SERVICE 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O^BRIEN :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
the  attention  of  the  Treasury  authorities 
has  been  directed  to  the  unequal  position 
of  persons  who  have  served  as  monitors 
in  Irish  national  schools  in  competing  for 
Civil  Service  appointments  as  compared 
with  members  of  the  Royal  Iri^  Con- 
stabulary under  like  conditions  ;  and 
whether  he  will  intimate  to  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  the  advisability  of 
extending  to  monitors  the  same  facilities 
as  regards  age  allowances  as  are  at  present 
extended  to  members  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  when  competing  for  Civil 
Service  appointments. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr  Han- 
bury)  :  Irish  monitors  do  not  enjoy  the 
special  privileges  in  competing  for  Civil 
Service  appointments  which  have  been 
conferred  on  members  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary.  My  right  hon. 
friend  is  not  prepared  to  admit 
that  the  cases  are  similar;  and  it  is 
evidently  undesirable  that  persons  who 
have  been  trained  at  public  expense  for 
the  position  of  teacher  should  be  given 
special  encouragement  to  quit  that  profes- 
sion for  the  Civil  Service. 

MINISTRY  OF  TRADE  FOR  IRELAND. 
Mr,  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  I  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  as 
representing  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  he 
has  seen  the  resolution  of  the  Dublin 
Trades  Council  regretting  that  the  Act 
establishing  the  Board  of  Agriculture  and 
Industries  in  Ireland  contains  no  provision 
for  giving  the  same  encouragement  and 


representation  to  the  interests  of  trade  as 
it  gives  to  agriculture,  and  urging  the 
Government  to  amend  the  Act  so  as  to 
provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  Minister 
of  Trade  for  Ireland ;  and  whether  the 
Government  will  favourt^bly  consider 
the  suggestion  of  the  Dublin  Trades 
Coimcil. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 

IRELAND  (xMr.  Atkinson,  Londonderry, 

N.) :  My  attention  has  been  called  to  the 

resolution  referred  to.     The  matter  was 

j  fully  discussed  in  Committee  on  the  Bill,* 

I  and  it  seems  rather  premature  to  suggest 

j  an    amendment  of  an  Act  that  is   only 

eight  days  in  operation. 

;  Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  Except  on 
the  pnnciple  that  a  stitch  in  time  saves 
nine. 


KILKENNY  UNION— LABOURERS* 
COTTAGES. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  I  bee  to 

,  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  as 
representing  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

I  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  he 
can  explain  the  cause  of  the  delay  on  the 
part  of  the  Kilkenny  Union  Board  in  pro- 
viding a  ftottage  for  a  labourer  named 
James  Lanigan,  whose  application  was 
lodged  in  November,  1898,  and  was  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Board  and  a  site  selected  in 
July,  1899  ;  and  whether  he  will  see  that 

{  the  building  of  this  cottage  is  proceeded 

'  with  at  once. 

Mr.     ATKINSON:      A    Provisional 

!' Order     sanctioning    the     erection    of    a 

I  number    of    cottages    in    the    Kilkenny 

,  rural  district  is  in  course  of  preparation. 

'  Amongst  the  applicants    for  these    cot- 

I  tages    is    an    inaividual    named    James 

Lanigan,  but  it  will  rest  with  the  rural 

district  council  to  decide  whether  or  not 

I  they  will  let  one  of  the  cottages  to  this 

man    when    built.      The    repfy   to    the 

:  second  paragraph  is  in  the  negative. 

i  Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  :  But, 
having  decided  on  building  the  cottage, 
and  selected  the  site,  have  the  board  any 
option  but  to  proceed  with  it  ? 

•  For  discusHion  on  the  Agriculture  and 
Technical  Instruction  (Ireland)  Bill  (1899)  on 
consideration  as  amended  by  the  Standing 
Committee,  see  The  Parliamentary  Debates 
[Fourth  Series],  Vol.  Ixxv.,  paee  96 ;  refer  also 
to  the  consideration  of  Loros  Amendments, 
Vol.  Ixxvi.,  page  40. 
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Mr.  ATKINSON  :  If  they  have  got 
the  Order  they  must  proceed. 

MEATH  COUNTY  COUNX^IL 
SECRETARYSHIP. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  :  I  bee  to 
ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  as 
representing  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  he 
can  explain  the  delay  of  ihe  Meath 
County  Council  in  appointing  a  secre- 
tary ;  and  whether  he  will  see  that  a 
secretary  is  appointed  at  once. 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  observed  with  regret 
the  delay  that  has  been  allowed  by  the 
Meath  County  Council  to  take  place  in 
appointing  a  secretary,  and  the  Board 
have  remonstrated  with  the  council  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  And  what 
was  the  explanation  given  1 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  I  cannot  say. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  TEACHERS' 
SALARIES. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  I  bee  to 
ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  will  see  that  the  orders  for 
payment  of  National  teachers'  salaries  are 
sent  out  in  time  to  be  paid  to  the 
teachers  before  Easter  Sunday,  Easter 
Monday,  the  ordinary  date  for  payment, 
being  a  holiday. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  This  is  altogether 
a  matter  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Commissioners  of  National  Education, 
who  inform  me  that  it  will  not  be 
practicable  to  remit  teachers'  salaries 
until  the  17th  instant. 

THE  FRENCH  GOVERNMENT  AND 
THE  LATE  SIR  D.  STEWART. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
p].) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  thanked  the  French  Govern- 
ment for  the  respect  paid  by  the  mili- 
tary authorities  of  Algiers  to  the  memory 
of  Field  Marshal  Sir  Donald  Stewart  in 
according  to  him  all  the  honours  paid  to 
a  marshal  of  France  ;  whether  the  French 
Government  offered  to  send  the  body  to 
this  country  in  a  French  man-of-war; 
and,  if  so,  why  this  offer  of  international 
courtesy  was  declined ;  whether  one  of 
Her   Majesty's   ships   has  been  commis- 


sioned to  bring  home  the  body  boa 
Gibraltar,  and  what  steps  are  being  Uka 
to  accord  to  that  distinguished  officer  Hk 
funeral  honours  in  his  own  country  as  \axt 
been  so  generously  rendered  to  him  \k 
the  French  nation. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes,  Sir.  The 
cordial  thanks  of  Her  Majesty's  Goven- 
ment  have  already  been  conveyed  to  the 
French  Government  for  the  honour  n 
generously  paid  to  the  remains  of  the 
kte  Field  Marshal  Sir  D.  Stewart  I  am 
not  aware  that  any  offer  was  made  for 
the  conveyance  of  the  remiuns  to  thii 
country  in  a  ship  of  the  French  Navj. 
The  remains  were  in  fact  removed  from 
Algiers  to  Gibraltar  in  the  "Juno,"* 
first-class  cruiser,  and  are  now  being  con- 
veyed to  this  country  in  the  '*  RameieL" 
I  am  informed  that  on  the  receipt  of  the 
news  of  the  Field  Marshal's  death  atqn 
were  taken  to  accord  a  military  fonenl 
befitting  his  rank,  after  ascertaining  the 
wishes  of  his  family  as  to  the  place  d 
interment.  The  funeral  service  takee 
place  in  the  chapel  of  Chelsea  Hospital 
of  which  he  was  governor,  and  will 
follow  generally  on  the  lines  which  hare 
been  observed  at  the  ceremony  of  (he 
funerals  of  his  predecessors. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (ComWall,  Bodnnn): 
On  what  day  will  the  funeral  of  Sir 
Donald  Stewart  take  place  ?  The  news- 
papers announce  Thuraday.  I  am  told 
that  the  day  will  be  Saturday. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  sorry  I 
have  not  the  information  my  right  hon. 
'friend  desires.  I  can  no  doubt  find  out 
and  convey  the  news  to  him,  but  it  hw 
not  been  furnished  to  me. 


METROPOLITAN   BOROUGHS. 

Mr.   CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.):I 

wish  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  the  Local 

Government  Board  a  question  of  which  I 

have  given  him  private  notice — namelj, 

:  whether  it  is  proposed  to  substitute  the 

I  words  "  town  clerk  of  the  borough  "  for 

I  the  words  "clerk  of  the  county  councir 

I  wherever  the  latter  words  appears  in  all 

I  the  draft  Orders  in  Council  constituting 

I  metropolitan  boroughs. 

j    ♦The   SECRETARY  to   the  LOCAL 

!  GOVERNMENT   BOARD   (Mr.   T.  W. 

i  Russell,  Tyrone,  S.) :  The  hon.  Memher 

could  not  have  been  present  when  the 
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discussion  took  place  the  other  night  on 
this  point.*  It  is  not  possible  to  enter- 
tain the  idea  of  substitution  in  the  scheme. 
It  is  proposed,  however,  if  possible,  to  add 
the  name  of  town  clerk  to  that  of  clerk 
of  county  councils,  and  the  addition  will 
apply  to  all  the  Draft  Orders. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  E.) :  Will  the 
Leader  of  the  House  now  tell  us,  as  I 
think  he  promised,  what  business  he  pro- 
poses to  take  on  the  Monday  following 
the  Easter  recess  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes;  I  did 
give  that  promise.  The  first  Order  will 
be  the  financial  resolution  required  to 
introduce  a  Bill  for  completing  the 
Uganda  railway.  The  money  already 
voted  by  the  House  has  been  insufficient 
for  the  purpose,  and  more  will  have  to  be 
asked  for,  and  the  proposal  will  be  intro- 
duced in  the  form  of  a  financial  resolu- 
tion. The  second  Order  will  be  the 
Burials  Bill,  then  the  Sea  Fisheries  Bill, 
the  Money-lending  Bill,  and  the  Lunacy 
Bill.  It  will  be  seen  that  I  have  endea- 
voured to  put  down  uncontroversial  Bills, 
and  any  discussion  on  the  Uganda  railway 
I  would  suggest  may  conveniently  be  taken 
on  the  Second  Reading  or  some  subsequent 
stage  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  STEADMAN:  Will  the  Post 
Office  Vote  be  taken  on  the  27th  of  the 
present  month  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes,  Sir;  I 
hope  so. 

Mr.  FLOWER  :,^Vhen  will  the  Educa- 
tion debate  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  say, 
but  a  minute  embodying  the  new  pro- 
posals has  either  been  laid  or  will  be  laid 
on  the  Table  to-day. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  any- 
thing about  the  business  during  the 
remainder  of  the  week  ] 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot.  Of  course,  the  Government  have 
no  right  over  the  Tuesday  and  Wednes- 
day, and  it  is  rather  early  to  speak  as  to 
the  Thursday.  If  hon.  Members  for 
Ireland  have  any  special  views  as  to  the 
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business  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  have  them 
communicated  to  me. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  I  think  it 
would  be  very  inconvenient  to  Irish 
Members  to  have  any  contentious  Irish 
business  taken  during  that  week. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Then  I  will  not 
take  any. 

Mr.  CHANNING:  Has  any  decision 
been  come  to  as  to  the  date  for  taking 
the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes 
Bill  1 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :    No,  Sir. 


SITTINGS    OF    THE    HOUSE    (EXEMP- 
TION FROM  THE  STANDING  ORDER). 

Ordered,  That  the  proceedings  on  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  if  under  dis- 
cussion at  Twelve  o  clock  this  night,  be 
not  interrupted  under  the  Standing 
Order,  Sittings  of  the  House. — {Mr. 
Balfour,) 

NEfV  BILL, 


POOR  REMOVAL. 
Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the 
removal  of  Paupers  from  England  to  Ire- 
land, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Chaplin,  and  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 

POOR  REMOVAL  BIJ.L. 
"  To  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the 
removal  of  Paupers  from  England  to  Ire- 
land," presented  accordingly,  and  read 
the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Monday,  30th  April,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  176.] 


AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {The  President  of  the  Board  oj 
Agriculture.) 

Mr.  LAMBERT  (Devonshire,  South 
Molton) :  I  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  fact  that  at  last  he  has 
been  able  to  introduce  the  Bill  so  lon^ 
promised.  It  has,  I  believe,  been  mentioned 
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reverse  that.  Surely  it  is  not  unreason- 
able to  ask  that  if  a  landlord  unreason- 
ably disturbs  a  tenant,  the  tenant  shall 
have  compensation.  Just  bear  in  mind, 
the  advantage  is  all  on  the  side  of  the 
landlord  in  the  case  of  a  change.  If  the 
farm  buildings  are  in  good  repair  it  costs 
him  little  or  nothing,  but  the  tenant  has 
to  leave  old  associations  and  to  go  into  a 
new  neighbourhood,  and  all  this  costs 
money.  If  a  tenant  has  adapted  his  farm 
to  the  wants  of  a  district  and  worked  up 
a  business  connection  he  should  be  com- 
pensated for  unreasonable  disturbance. 
My  view  is  that  an  endeavour  should  be 
made  to  encourage  the  system  of  nine- 
teen year  leases  which  formerly  prevailed 
in  Scotland  and  the  north  of  England, 
and  under  which  there  was  such  an 
enormous  amount  of  accumulated  fer- 
tility in  the  land  as  to  enable  the  farmer 
to  go  through  the  first  stress  of  agricul- 
tural depression  without  such  a  severe 
loss  as  was  sustained  in  the  Eastern 
Counties,  where  the  system  did  not  pre- 
vail. I  hope  that  some  clause  will  be 
considered  which  will  encourage  the 
tenant  farmer  to  lay  out  his  money,  and 
to  ensure  that  he  shall  not  be  unreason- 
ably disturbed  after  having  done  so. 
Then  with  regard  to  freedom  of  cultiva- 
tion, it  seems  to  me  absurd  that  a  tenant 
should  not  be  able  to  farm  to  the 
best  advantage  vrithout  being  ham- 
pered by  the  restrictions  which  are 
now  found  in  leases — provided  that  he 
does  not  reduce  the  fertility  of  the  land. 
It  may  be  asked  why  tenant  farmers  sign 
such  agreements.  I  cannot  explain,  but 
it  does  seem  to  me  absolutely  ridiculous 
that  he  should  not  be  able  to  cultivate 
his  land  to  the  best  advantage,  providing 
he  does  not  reduce  its  fertility,  and  no 
man  would  more  strongly  support  a  clause 
to  prevent  deterioration  of  the  soil  than 
I  would.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  has,  I  believe,  claimed  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  credit  for  having 
provided  for  one  arbitrator  in  the  settle- 
ment of  disputes.  I  agree  with  him  that 
that  is  a  principle  which  should  be  carried 
out.  I  would  go  even  further  than  he 
does.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
posal is  that  there  shall  be  one  arbitrator 
unless  the  parties  otherwise  agree.  Now, 
I  hold  with  the  Central  Chamber  of 
Agriculture  that  if  an  arbitrator  is 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
he  should  be  quite  competent  to  decide 
any  dispute  between  landlord  and  teuaxv\», 
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in  no  fewer  than  five  Queen's  Speeches,  but 
this  is  the  first  time  it  has  been  brought 
in.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
very  first  day  of  the  first  session  of  this 
Parliament  gave  notice  that  he  intended 
to  introduce  it,  but  instead  of  doing  so 
he  seems  to  have  been  engaged  ever  since 
in  whittling  it  down  until  it  has  become 
a  very  small  measure  indeed.  I  do  not 
wonder  he  has  })een  very  reticent  in 
iiddressing  the  House  on  the  merits  of 
the  measure.  From  the  time  taken  to 
prepare  it  we  were  justified  in  expecting 
a,  more  complete  Bill.  But  while  I  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
introducing  it,  I  cannot  congratulate  him 
\nth  the  same  heartiness  on  the  provisions 
which  it  contains.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  measure  gives  very  little  power  to 
the  tenant  fanner  in  claiming  compensa- 
tion for  improvements  at  the  determina- 
tion of  a  tenancy.  I  wish  very  much  that  it 
had  been  otherwise,  and  that  full  and  fair 
compensation  had  been  provided  for  all 
tenants  who  at  the  detenni  nation  of  their 
tenancy  have  to  quit  their  holdings.  It 
certainly  provides  that  a  tenant  may  claim 
compensation  for  improvements  under  the 
custom  of  the  country  instead  of  under 
the  existing  Act,  and  it  also  allows  him  to 
<jlaim  for  home-grown  corn,  but  those  two 
points  seem  to  be  absolutely  inadequate 
to  satisfy  the  legitimate  demands  of  the 
agriculturists  in  this  matter.  I  notice 
ray  hon.  friends  from  Scotland  are 
aggrieved  because  a  separate  Bill  is  not 
brought  in  for  that  country.  I  can  only 
express  my  belief  that  if  the  clauses  of 
this  measure  wore  applied  to  any  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  or  any  of  its  colonies 
it  would  not  effect  very  much  of  a  revolu- 
tion. I  had  h()[)ed  to  see  a  measure  of 
simplification,  ])ut  although  the  Bill 
does  simplify  matters  to  a  certain 
extent,  I  cannot  but  think  that  in 
.some  ways  it  adds  complication  to 
the  already  complicated  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act.  I  will 
just  take  one  point.  This  Act  is  to 
l)e  read  in  with  other  Acts,  and  the  ordi- 
nary tenant  fai'mer  M'hen  he  takes  up 
this  Bill  will  have  to  read  it  in  con- 
junction with  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  of  188.*J,  the  Tenants'  Compensation 
Act  of  1890,  and  the  Market  Gardeners' 
Compensation  Act,  1895.  I  think  it  is 
a  pity  the  right  hon.  (Tcntleman  has  not 
taken  some  pains  to  simplify  the  law  in 
this  respect.  The  tenant  farmer  ought 
to  have   a   single    Act   within   the   four 
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corners  of  which  he  can  tell  exactly  vbit 
is  contained.  Under  the  present  dream- 
stances  he  will  need  to  be  an  accompliahed 
lawyer  to  know  what  compensation  he 
can  get  under  the  complicated  laws  tbt 
have  gathered  about  this  subject.  It  hu 
been  said  it  would  be  bad  tactics  on  tie 
part  of  the  Government  to  introduce  a 
consolidating  measure.  Is  it  not  pitiable 
that  a  Government  should  study  tacticE 
in  attempting  to  do  justice  to  the 
agricultural  interest  ?  If  there  k 
one  thing  more  important  than  another 
to  the  agriculture  of  this  country  it 
is  the  question  of  fruit  growing 
Suppose  a  farmer  plants  fruit  trees,  hor 
can  he  get  compensation  under  this  Bill! 
If  he  plants  them  over  an  acre  he  mast 
get  the  consent  of  the  landlord  before  he 
can  claim  compensation.  If  he  pknU 
under  an  acre  ho  will  have  to  give  notice 
of  his  intention  to  the  landlord  to  plant 
the  trees,  but  if  his  holding  is  treated  as 
a  market  garden  he  can  dispense  with 
both  formalities,  and  may  plant  the 
whole  of  it  without  the  consent  of  the 
landlord,  and  without  giving  notice.  For 
my  own  part,  I  regard  an  Agricultnnl 
Holdings  Bill  as  a  Bill  which  ou^ht  to 
encourage  the  application  of  skiO  and 
capital  to  the  land.  I  have  been  unable 
to  discover  any  such  encouragement  in 
this  Bill.  We  know  very  well  that  the 
old  system  of  agriculture  must  come  to  an 
end  and  farmers  must  pa}'^  attention  to 
the  supply  of  such  things  as  dairy  pro- 
duce, cattle  raising,  and  poultry  breeding. 
I  things  which  used  to  be  neglected 
I  in  the  days  of  high  prices  for  wheat. 
]  Will  this  Bill  give  any  encouragement  to 
I  a  farmer  to  lay  out  money  on  the  land ! 
j  If  he  wants  to  adapt  his  Y>uildings  to 
I  dairy  purposes,  or  put  up  a  poultry- 
shed,  in  all  these  matters  he  has  to  go 
through  the  formality  of  getting  the  con- 
sent of  the  landloRl.  That,  jis  everybodr 
knows,  is  extremely  ilifticult  to  obttfn. 
Under  this  Bill  the  farmer  will  not  he 
able  even  to  improve  a  road  or  a  water 
course — that  is,  with  a  secure  prospeei 
of  compensiition — unless  he  obtains  the 
consent  of  the  landlorti.  He  is  hampered 
and  restricted  in  ever\'  way  by  the  pro- 
visions of  this  measure.  Then  there  i* 
also  the  question  of  permanent  paston'. 
I  have  never  been  able  to  understand  why 
the  tenant  farmer  should  require  the  con- 
sent of  his  landlord  in  order  to  ])e  entitled 
to  compensation  for  it  at  the  end  of  hi* 
tenure.     I  see  absolutely  no  reason  what- 
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ever  for  it.  If  a  tenant  farmer  lays  down 
permanent"  pasture,  and  that  increases  the 
vahie  of  the  holding  to  an  incoming 
tenant,  he  ought  not  to  be  required  to 
have  obtained  the  assent  of  his  landlord 
in  order  to  claim  compensation.  Remem- 
ber, laying  down  permanent  pasture 
does  not  impoverish  the  land ;  it  tends, 
on  the  contrary,  to  gather  up 
fertility  in  the  land.  The  Central 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  goes  one  better 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  this 
Bill,  for  it  recommends  that  only  notice 
to  the  landlord  should  be  required  to 
enable  the  tenant  to  claim  compensation 
for  permanent  pasture.  Then  there  is 
the  question  of  seeds  and  two  years  pas- 
tures. We  know  that  of  late  years  a 
different  system  has  been  adopted.  I 
have  an  instance  in  my  own  mind  where 
a  farmer  has  gone  on  laying  down  land 
to  seed,  and  got  very  good  pasture 
indeed.  When  ho  leaves  he  ploughs  it 
up,  and  the  House  will  see  what  a  dis- 
advantage the  incoming  tenant  is  placed 
under.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  a  rather 
short-sighted  policy  which  is  embodied  in 
this  Bill.  A  tenant  is  only  to  get  so 
much  compensation  as  fairly  represents 
the  value  of  the  improvement  to  the  in- 
coming tenant,  and  if  he  lays  out  his 
money  injudiciously  he  will  not  be  re- 
couped for  it.  Surely,  if  he  lays  it  out 
judiciously,  he  ought  to  get  a  good 
return  for  it.  Under  this  Bill,  too,  the 
tenant  would  lose  the  money  he  had  ex- 
pended on  an  improvement  which  might 
be  of  no  value  at  the  moment  of  his  quit- 
ting his  holding,  and  he  would  be  de- 
prived of  the  compensation  which  is 
rightly  his  due.  Then  there  is  the  possi- 
bility of  raising  the  rent  on  a  tenant^s 
own  improvements.  I  know  hon.  Gentle- 
men say  that  no  good  landlord  would 
take  advantage  of  a  tenant  in  that  way, 
but  there  are  landlords  and  landlords.  It 
is  not  for  the  good  landlords  that  we  want 
legislation,  it  is  for  the  landlords  who 
bear  hardly  on  the  poorer  tenants 
in  remote  parishes.  The  present 
law,  as  has  been  pointed  out,  puts 
an  a)>solute  premium  on  bad  farming.  If 
a  man  farms  badly  he  will  not  get  his 
rent  raised  on  his  improvements,  and  he 
will  net  be  so  likely  to  get  notice  to  quit, 
because  a  farm  in  an  impoverished  con- 
dition is  not  likely  to  let  readily.  The 
good  farmer  is  penalised  and  the  bad 
farmer  encouraged,  and  I  think  the  House 
of  Commons   should  do  all    it    can   to 


reverse  that.  Surely  it  is  not  unreason- 
able to  ask  that  if  a  landlord  unreason- 
ably disturbs  a  tenant,  the  tenant  shall 
have  compensation.  Just  bear  in  mind, 
the  advantage  is  all  on  the  side  of  the 
landlord  in  the  case  of  a  change.  If  the 
farm  buildings  are  in  good  repair  it  costs 
him  little  or  nothing,  but  the  tenant  has 
to  leave  old  associations  and  to  go  into  a 
new  neighbourhood,  and  all  this  costs 
money.  If  a  tenant  has  adapted  his  farm 
to  the  wants  of  a  district  and  worked  up 
a  business  connection  he  should  be  com- 
pensated for  unreasonable  disturbance. 
My  view  is  that  an  endeavour  should  be 
made  to  encourage  the  system  of  nine- 
teen year  leases  which  formerly  prevailed 
in  Scotland  and  the  north  of  England, 
and  under  which  there  was  such  an 
enormous  amount  of  accumulated  fer- 
tility in  the  land  as  to  enable  the  farmer 
to  go  through  the  first  stress  of  agricul- 
tural depression  without  such  a  severe 
loss  as  was  sustained  in  the  Eastern 
Counties,  where  the  system  did  not  pre- 
vail. I  hope  that  some  clause  will  be 
considered  which  will  encourage  the 
tenant  farmer  to  lay  out  his  money,  and 
to  ensure  that  he  shall  not  be  unreason- 
ably disturbed  after  having  done  so. 
Then  with  regard  to  freedom  of  cultiva- 
tion, it  seems  to  me  absurd  that  a  tenant 
should  not  be  able  to  farm  to  the 
best  advantage  without  being  ham- 
pered by  the  restrictions  which  are 
now  found  in  leases — provided  that  he 
does  not  reduce  the  fertility  of  the  land. 
It  may  be  asked  why  tenant  farmers  sign 
such  agreements.  I  cannot  explain,  but 
it  does  seem  to  me  absolutely  ridiculous 
that  he  should  not  be  able  to  cultivate 
his  land  to  the  best  advantage,  providing 
he  does  not  reduce  its  fertility,  and  no 
man  would  more  strongly  support  a  clause 
to  prevent  deterioration  of  the  soil  than 
I  would.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  has,  I  believe,  claimed  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  credit  for  having 
provided  for  one  arbitrator  in  the  settle- 
ment of  disputes.  I  agree  with  him  that 
that  is  a  principle  which  should  be  carried 
out.  I  would  go  even  further  than  he 
does.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
posal is  that  there  shall  be  one  arbitrator 
unless  the  parties  otherwise  agree.  Now, 
I  hold  with  the  Central  Chamber  of 
Agriculture  that  if  an  arbitrator  is 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
he  should  be  quite  competent  to  decide 
any  dispute  between  landlord  and  tei\a».\». 
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There  ought,  therefore,  to  be  no  necessity 
for  two  arbitrators  and  a  referee,  which 
means  additional  cost  and  an  advantage 
on  the  side  of  the  longest  purse,  which  is 
not  the  side  of  the  tenant  in  the  majority 
of  cases.     This  provision  does  not  seem 
to    me    to     differ     very     much     from 
the    Act   of    1883.     I  hope  that  before 
the    Bill    is     passed     the     right     hon. 
Gentleman  will  insist  that  all  differences 
shall   be  settled   by  a  single  arbitrator, 
and  if  that  arbitrator  is  appointed  by  the 
Board  of   Trade  I  am  sure  he  \s'ill  have 
the    confidence    of    both    landlord    and  [ 
tenant.     Then  there   is  the  question   of  i 
putting  in  claims.     I  hope  that  the  land- 1 
lord  and  tenant   will  be  placed  on  a  foot- ' 
ing  of  perfect  equality  with  regard  to  this  \ 
matter.     When   a  tenant   claims  for  ini-  j 
provements  all  the  improvements  are  to  | 
be  scheduled,  but  when  a  landlord  claims  I 
for  dilapidations  no  schedule  is  required.  ! 
I  cannot  see  why  this  difference  should  be  ' 
made.     Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  smile  at 
the   idea,    but  I   fail  to   see   where  the 
merriment  comes  in.     The  Report  of  the  \ 
Royal  Commission,  which  was  signed  by 
the  n^ht  hon.   Gentleman  the  President ; 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  recommended 
that  the  landlord  s  claim  for  dilapidations 
should  be  scheduled. 

*The  president  of  the  BOARD  of  i 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Long,  Liverpool, 
West  Derby)  :  Does  the  hon.  Member  say 
I  signed  a  recommendation  for  a  schedule 
limiting  the  rights  of  the  landlord  at 
common  law  ? 

Mr.   LAMBERT :    No,  Sir  ;  but  the  ' 
right  hon.   Gentleman  did  sign  a  Report  \ 
which  suggested  that  the  dilapidations  for 
which  a  landlord  might  claim  should  be 
scheduled.     In    conclusion,    I  hope  that  , 
the   right  hon.    Gentleman    will    accept 
some  of  the  Amendments  which  will  be 
moved,  and  that  the  Bill  will  encourage  \ 
rather   than  penalise  agricultural   enter-  | 
prise.  ' 

*Mh.  JEFFREYS  (Hampshire,  N.)  :  I  \ 
think  this  measure  ^vill  be  a  very  useful  i 
one,  and  will  be  hailed  as  a  measure  for  i 
the  good  of  the  farmers,  because  it  will  i 
help  to  simplify  and  cheapen  the  proce- 1 
dure  by  means  of  which  they  can  obtain 
payment  of  their  claims  for  compensation. 
Under  the  Act  of  1883  compensation  was 
no  doubt  given,  but  it  was  very  costly 
and  very  difficult  to  get,  and  frequently 

Mr.  Lambert. 


after  the  tenant  had  claimed  and  the  land- 
lord had  counter-claimed  all  the  money 
went  on  costs,  and  neither  party  got  any- 
thing. This  Bill  proposes  to  abolish  all 
that.  It  proposes  to  give  a  cheap  and 
easy  means  by  which  claims  can  be  settied. 
An  arbitrator  is  appointed,  the  tenam 
puts  in  his  claim,  and  within  a  certain 
time  the  landlord  puts  in  his  claim,  and 
then  fair  compensation  is  awwdel 
Under  the  former  Act  a  tenant  put  in  hit 
claim,  and  very  often  the  landlord  simplj 
put  in  a  counter-claim,  and  that  systaa 
gave  rise  to  great  discontent  amoo£ 
the  farmers.  Under  the  present  BiU 
both  parties  will  have  to  have  thdr 
claims  in  by  a  certain  date,  the  matter 
will  then  be  referred  to  the  arbitrator, 
ai'd  compensation  will  be  given  by  a 
cheap  and  easy  method.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  he  did  not  think  modi 
of  the  Bill  because  it  did  not  revoln- 
tionise  the  land  laws  of  the  country. 

Mr.  LAMBERT:  I  did  not  say  thak 
I  said  that  if  its  provisions  were  a{q[iiied 
to,  say,  Australia,  it  would  not  effect  any 
revolution. 

*Mr.  JEFFREYS :  Our  landlords  and 
tenants  get  on  so  well  that  they  do  not 
want  any  revolution.  It  is  quite  excep- 
tional to  find  a  landlord  and  a  tenant 
going  to  court  with  reference  to  thof 
matters.  As  a  general  rule  they  get  on 
very  well  together,  and  I  have  been  mudk 
impressed  at  the  way  in  which  farmen 
have  attended  the  meetings  of  the 
Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture  and 
have  discussed  these  matters  in  a 
fair  and  impartial^ spirit.  I  do  not 
believe  that  there  if  any  real  hostility 
existing  between  landlords  and  tenants 
in  this  country,  but  naturaUj  when 
a  tenant  has  put  money  into  a  lam 
and  has  improved  it,  he  requires  compen- 
sation when  he  goes  out.  And  I  hq* 
this  Bill  will  be  the  means  of  giving  that 
cheap  and  easy  means  of  securing  com- 
pensation which  we  all  desire.  With 
regard  to  the  contention  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  tenants  ought  to  hare 
power  to  put  up  buildings,  I  think  thit 
would  be  very  unwise,  and  that  the  con- 
sent of  the  landlords  should  in  all  cases 
be  obtained.  There  are  three  schedule* 
with  reference  to  improvements.  Under 
the  first,  the  tenant  has  to  give  notice 
and  obtain  the  consent  of  the  land- 
lord ;    under    the    second,    he     has    to 
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give  notice,  but  can  proceed  without  the 
consent  of  the  landlord  ;  and  under  the 
third,  he  need  neither  give  notice  nor 
obtain  consent.  With  regard  to  buildings, 
I  should  have  thought  that  farmers  would 
have  no  objection  to  seeking  the  consent 
of  the  landlords,  because,  if  the  buildings 
are  necessary,  consent  is  always  given.  I 
know  many  estates  where  the  rental  now 
merely  represents  a  percentage  on  the 
capital  employed  in  putting  up  buildings. 
A  good  deal  of  the  land  pays  no  rent  at 
all,  the  rent  charged  being  merely  interest 
on  the  cost  of  the  buildings,  and  I  was 
astonished  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman 
advocate  that  farmers  should  be  em- 
powered to  put  up  buildings  on  their  own 
account.  The  first  thing  a  tenant  does 
who  wants  an  additional  building  is 
to  go  to  the  landlord,  and  in 
many  instances  the  landlords,  pinched 
and  impoverished  though  they  are, 
are  willing  to  spare  some  money  for 
the  purpose  of  buildings.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded  to  fruit  gardens,  but 
this  Bill  deals  more  with  large  agricul- 
tural farms  than  with  small  fruit  gardens, 
though  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
fruit  industry  is  not  an  important  indus- 
try in  certain  districts.  As  regards  the 
Bill,  it  is  very  satisfactory  as  regards  the 
simple  and  cheap  method  it  provides  with 
reference  to  the  settlement  of  claims  for 
compensation.  That  is  a  long  step  in  the 
right  direction.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
look  at  the  second  schedule,  I  think 
they  will  admit  it  is  excellently  drawn 
up,  and  I  am  sure  many  farmers  will  desire 
to  get  rid  of  their  present  agreements  in 
order  to  come  under  the  Bill  when  it  is 
enacted.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  we 
ought  to  have  one  Act  which  would  enable 
every  farmer  to  understand  clearly  what 
he  was  doing,  and  that  the  Act  of  1883 
ought  to  be  joined  with  this  Bill.  I  under- 
stand that  there  would  be  great  difficulty 
in  doing  that  at  present,  but  no  doubt  in 
the  course  of  time  the  two  may  be  joined 
together  so  that  they  may  be  more  readily 
intelligible  to  farmers.  Then  with  regard 
to  arbitration,  the  power  now  exercised 
by  the  county  courts  is  to  be  transferred 
to  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  and  that 
also  is  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  I 
am  sure  we  in  the  'country  do  not  go  to 
law  half  as  much  as  people  in  the 
towns,  and  I  am  very  glad  that  the 
power  of  the  county  courts  is  to 
be  transferred  to  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,      and      that      the     Board 


will  appoint  the  arbitrator.  Then 
there  is  another  matter  which  I 
think  farmers  will  be  very  glad  of,  and 
that  is  with  regard  to  the  consumption  of 
corn  on  the  holdings.  In  former  days 
every  sack  of  corn  was  worth  a  great  deal 
of  money.  Now,  however,  wheat  is 
worth  comparatively  little ;  a  great  deal 
of  it  is  hawked  about  at  28s.  a  quarter, 
and  in  fact  it  is  not  worth  growing.  I 
think  that  the  difference  in  prosperity  be- 
tween the  farmers  of  Scotland  and  England 
is  that  in  Scotland  they  grow  hardly  any 
wheat.  England  grows  96  per  cent,  of 
the  wheat  produced  in  Great  Britain, 
most  of  it  being  grown  in  the  Midlands 
and  south  of  England,  and  the  conse- 
quence is  that  the  farmers  in  these  districts 
are  much  worse  oflP  than  the  fanners  in 
the  north  of  England  and  in  Scotland, 
where  hardly  any  wheat  is  grown.  Wheat 
is  now  at  such  a  low  price  in  England 
that  a  great  many  farmers  feed  their 
stock  on  it,  but  they  received  no  com- 
pensation for  that  under  the  old  Act. 
This  Bill,  however,  provides  that  where 
corn  produced  on  the  farm  is  given  t« 
the  stock,  the  farmer  is  entitled  to  com- 
pensation, just  in  the  same  way  as  if  ht 
bought  the  food  and  gave  it  to  the 
animals  on  the  farm.  I  confess  it  will  be 
very  difficult  to  assess  how  much  corn 
produced  on  the  farm  has  been  used  on 
the  farm,  but  I  hope  with  the  easy  method 
of  procedure  provided  in  the  second 
schedule  this  difficulty  will  be  got  over. 
With  regard  to  pasture  land,  I  know 
many  farmers  think  they  ought  to  have 
the  right  to  lay  down  pasture  without 
notice  to  the  landlord,  and  then  claim 
compensation ;  but  I  never  could  under- 
stand why  farmers  should  desire  to  lay 
down  pasture  without  the  consent  of  the 
landlords.  That  is  quite  unintelligible  to 
me,  because  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  the 
landlord  provides  the  seeds  free  of  cost. 
He  or  his  agent  goes  over  the  land,  and 
considers  whether  it  is  suitable  for  pas- 
ture, and  if  it  is  the  landlord  provides 
the  seeds  and  very  often  the  fences  ;  and  . 
in  my  county  he  also  provides  for  the 
watering  of  the  land.  .  I  have  known 
farmers  come  from  Devonshire  to 
Hampshire  and  rent  land,  and 
endeavour  to  turn  it  into  pasture. 
But  it  is  very  difficult  to  make  good 
pasture  on  our  chalk  hills  as  compared 
with  land  in  Devonshire,  and  these 
farmers  at  the  end  of  two  or  three 
years  found  it  was  abaolu\.fcV^  Vor^^s^  \^ 
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attempt  it.     This  matter  of  pasture  is  of 
great  importance  to  farmers,  and  it  ought 
not  to  be  laid  -down  \nthout  the  consent 
of  the  landlord,  because  the  landlord  or 
his  agent  very  prolmbly  knows  most  about  j 
the  capabilities  of  the  soil,  and  the  diffi- 1 
culty  of  pro^-iding  water,  and,  of  course,  i 
without  water  good  pasture  is  impossible. 
Taking     all    these     considerations     into 
account,    I    think    that    before   farmers , 
\a\     down      pasture     they     ought     to : 
get      the     consent     of     the     landlords.  ! 
There  is  another  matter  I  do  not  agree 
with,  and   that  is  that  there  is  no  com- : 
pensation  for  seeds  older  than  two  years,  j 
The    practice    is    different    in    different  | 
districts,  but  under  the  four-course   rota- 
tion system  clover  or  rye  grass  is  sown  , 
with  oats,  and  the  following  year  comes 
into  crop,  and  after  that    the    land    is 
ploughed  in  preparation  for  wheat.     In 
my  part  of  the  country  we  grow  a  great 
deal  of   sainfoin,  which    stays  down  for 
several  ye^irs  and  is  often  in  its  best  con- . 
dition  in  its  fourth  or  tikh  year,  but  if 
no  compensation  is  to  be  given  after  two  : 
years  farmers  cannot  get  any  compensa- 
tion for  that  crop.     Therefore  in  Com-  ■ 
mittee  I  propose  to  ask  my  right  hon.  friend  \ 
whether  he  cannot  provide  compensation 
for  seeds  which  are  in  good  condition  and 
where  the  ground  is  clean  and  in  good 
heart,  and  1  hope  my  right  hon.  friend 
will  be  able  to  accept  that   suggestion. 
Then  again  with  reference  to  the  increased 
fertility  of  the  holding  due  to  continuous 
goofl    farming,    how    are   you   going   to 
assess  what  is  due  as  compensation,  unless 
you  have  a  careful  recon.1  of  every  field 
made  when  the  f aimer  comes  in  and  when 
he  goes  out  ?     Surveyors  woukl  have  to 
go  over  the  land  periotlically  and  record 
what  was  the  state  of  cultivation,  and  a 
vast  cost,  which  neither  the  tenant  nor 
the  landloni  would  agree  to,  would  have 
to  be  incurred.     If  the  State  sent  down 
survey oi-s  and  did  the  work  for  nothing, 
no  doubt  the  farmers  would  be  very  glad. 
I  cannot  conceive  how  you  could  carry  it 
out  :  and,  therefore,  I  am  not  surpriseil 
that  compensiition  for  incivaseil  fertility 
of  the  holding,  due  to  continuous  ginxl 
farming,  has  l>een  oniittetl  from  the  Bill. 
But  I  think  another  matter  might  have 
been  put  into  the  Bill,  and  that  is  in  regard 
to  notice  of  claim.      Under  Section  7  of 
the  Act  of  1S63,  two  months  l>eiore  the 
expiration   of    the    lease,  notice    had  to 
be  given  by  the  tenant  to  the  landlord  of 
a  claim  for  comj)ensaliou.     WelU  to  my 
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siu-prise,  I  see  that  by  Section  2  of  the 
present  Bill  notice  must  be  given  three 
months  after  the  expiration  of  the 
tenancy.  Surely  that  is  too  late.  When 
the  incoming  tenant  has  to  pay  the  com- 
pensation, it  ought  to  be  done  before 
the  farmer  who  is  going  out  leaves  the 
farm.  I  intend  to  ask  my  right  hoD. 
friend  to  amend  the  clause  so  that  the 
notice  of  claim  must  be  given  twenty- 
eight  days  before  the  expiration  of  the 
lease;  so  that  the  whole  thing  maybe 
decided  before  he  quits  the  fann.  In 
the  same  way,  the  landlord  ought  to  give 
the  outgoing  tenant  twenty-eight  OAyi 
notice  before  the  expiration  of  the  lease : 
but  I  would  give  him  a  little  time  after 
the  tenant  goes  out  for  notice  of  claim  in 
respect  of  the  dilapidation  of  buildings. 
In  regard  to  the  land  itself,  both  landloii 
and  tenant  ought  to  make  their  claim  be- 
fore the  tenant  goes  out.  There  i» 
another  matter  which  I  also  think  midit 
perhaps  be  put  into  the  Bill,  although  I 
do  not  urge  it  so  strongh''  as  the  other 
point  just  mentioned;  and  that  is  in 
regard  to  claims  in  respect  of  damages. 
There  is  no  time  limit  to  the  landloid's 
claim.  In  the  Act  of  1883  the  limit  for 
landlord's  claims  was  four  years.  I 
think  there  ought  to  be  some  limit,  and  I 
would  suggest  two  years.  If  that  were 
done  it  would  be  a  very  fair  thing  ;  I  do 
not  believe  the  landlord  would  be  injunsd. 
and  I  am  sure  it  would  be  a  great  satis- 
faction to  the  tenant.  I  do  not  wish  to 
l>e  hostile  to  the  Bill  in  any  way.  I 
think  it  will  simplify  and  cheapen  proce- 
dure, and  on  the  whole  I  think  it  will 
be  satisfactory  to  both  landlord  an»l 
tenant.  It  will  prevent  bogus  claims, 
and  all  those  claims  and  coimter  claims* 
not  so  much  by  the  landlorvl  as  his  a^nt, 
which  were  common  formerly.  Both 
landlord  and  tenant  ought  to  put  in  their 
claim  within  a  certain  time  simiiltaneooslr. 
The  Bill  will  provide  an  easy  and  cheap 
mode  of  arbitration,  but  it  vn[\  not  tat 
the  place  of  voluntary  agreements.  Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  are  of  the  l>elief  that  ii 
will  sweep  away  all  voluntary  agreemenus. 
I  am  glad  it  does  not.  There  are  many 
men  in  this  country,  both  landlords  anJ 
tenants,  who  get  on  remarkably  well 
together.  They  meet  together,  and 
make  their  own  agreements  ;  they  do  eo* 
want  any  Act  of  Parliament,  and  ther 
and  their  families  live  in  harmony  i> 
gether  for  generations.  But  failing  ^ 
agreement,  then  this  Act  will  step  in  and 
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give  an  easy  and  simple  form  of 
lease.  It  is  for  that  purpose  that  this 
amending  Bill  has  been  introduced  into 
Parliament,  and  I  hope  it  will  become 
law.  I  ought  to  have  said  at  the  begin- 
ning that  a  committee  of  the  Central 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  went  into  this 
question  in  1889,  and  sat  again  in  1894. 
At  that  time  there  was  a  very  strong 
committee  of  well-known  farmers  from 
the  north  of  England,  where  they  are 
supposed  to  farm  better  than  farmers  do  in 
the  south.  My  right  hon.  friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sleaford,  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Northamptonshire,  and  I  myself  were  also 
on  that  committee.  We  sat  for  a  great 
many  days,  and  threshed  out  all  these 
matters,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  a  great 
many  of  our  recommendations  have  been 
carried  out  in  this  Bill.  It  is  a  very  simple 
Bill,  and  will  cheapen  and  simplify  the 
whole  process  of  arriving  at  the  compensa- 
tion which  is  due  to  farmers  when  they  go 
out  of  their  holdings.  I  congratulate  my 
right  hon.  friend  on  having  introduced  a 
Bui  which  I  believe  will  be  satisfactory 
to  both  landlords  and  tenants,  and  which 
may  attract  more  farmers  to  the  land 
in'stead  of  driving  them  away  from  it,  as 
some  Acts  of  Parliament  have  done. 

♦Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
E.)  :  I  have  been  so  long  associated  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Hampshire 
in  the  committees  of  the  Chambers 
of  Agriculture  that  I  am  specially  glad 
to  follow  him  in  this  debate.  I  con- 
gratulate him  on  making  a  speech  which 
is  fair  and  most  useful.  Although  I  do 
not  agree  with  all  that  he  has  said,  yet  I 
cordially  assent  to  many  of  his  points, 
which  I  sincerely  tnist  may  be  of  real 
effect  and  usefulness  when  we  come  to 
deal  with  the  Bill  in  Committee.  Most 
heartily  I  agree  with  one  expression  made 
use  of  by  my  hon.  friend,  that  this  Bill  is 
only  a  small  amending  Bill.  I  am  glad  that 
anything  is  being  done  in  the  direction  of 
improvement ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
this  Bill  is  one  of  the  worst  in  form,  and 
one  of  the  flimsiest  and  most  unsatisfac- 
tory in  its  provisions,  ever  introduced  into 
the  House  of  Commons  in  my  recollection. 
It  has  certainly  been  criticised  very  sharply 
by  most  agricultural  bodies.  The  New- 
castle Farmers'  Club,  which  has  taken  a 
very  active  part  in  promoting  land 
reform,  held  a  meeting  recently  which  was 
addressed  by  one  of  the  best  known  farm- 
ers in  the  north  of  England,  who   farms 


10,000  acres,  and  who  has  been  a  leader 
in  land  reform  for  a  long  period.     That 
gentleman  said  the  Bill  was  "  not  worth 
the  paper  it  was  written  upon  " ;  that  it 
"would    be    received    by  thinking  and 
enterprising  tenants  (and  by  the  public, 
if  they  understood  it)  with  righteous  indig- 
nation ;  it  is  better,"  he  added,  "that  there 
should  be  plain  speaking  rather  than  a 
miscarriage  of  justice."     I  am  not  quite 
sure  that  that  is  going  further  than  I  myself 
would  go  in  speaking  of  this  Bill ;  but  1 
refer  to  it  as  showing  how  the  Bill  ha 
been  received  by  some  of  the  most  active 
and  thoughtful  of  tenant-farmer  reform- 
ers.    It  seems  to  me  that  it  deals  with 
the  mere   fringe  of  the   questions  raised 
by,  and  the  decisions  in,  the  courts  of 
law  in  interpreting  the  old  Act,  and  doei? 
not   deal  at   all   with   the   wider  issues 
raised  by  the  complaints  of  the  tenant 
farmers  of   the   country  for  generations 
past.     If   the  few   benefits   proposed   to 
be  given  by   the   Bill   were  given  in  a 
simple  and  intelligible  form,  I  would  say 
to  the  farmers,  "  By  all  means  accept  the 
Bill";  but  I   hold  that  there  are  draw- 
backs and  qualifications,  even  in  this  small 
boon,  which  are  perilous  and  objectionable. 
After  all,  this  is  an  amending  Bill  to  set 
right  the  Act  of  1883.     Does  the  Bill 
really   touch   the   central   and    essential 
defects  of  the  Act  1       Does  it  protect 
the   improving   tenant  1       Does  it  give 
a  real  stimulus  to  the  general  improve- 
ment of  agriculture  ?     I&ving  paid  close 
attention  to  the  whole  matter,  having  had 
special  opportunities  on  the  Royal  Com-* 
mission  of  hearing  the  whole  of  the  evi- 
dence in  regard  to  the  terrible  period  of 
agricultural  depression,  I  feel  bound  to 
say   that  it  is  a  great  scandal,  if  not  a 
cruel  wrong,   to    the   tenant  farmers  of 
I  England    that    this    measiu*e    has    been 
delayed  so  long.     The  gravest  defect  of 
the  Act  of  1883  was  that  it  gave  no  real 
protection    whatsoever     to     the    tenant 
farmer  who  wanted  to  improve  his  hold- 
ing, and  wanted  to  remain  to  enjoy  the 
fruits  of  his  improvements.     That  defect 
and  other  defects  became  speedily  known, 
and    experience   has  more   than  demon- 
strated the  soimd  judgment  of  Sir  James 
Caird  on  the  inadequacy  of  the  Act  of 
1883  in  predicting  that  the  Act  would 
fail  just  because  it  did  not  protect  the 
tenants   who  most   deserved   protection. 
I  maintain  that  if  the  most  serious  defects 
of  the  Act  of  1883  had  been  rectified  as 
I  early  as  1887,  or  eveiv  «a  \^<^^,^  ^<^>S^^ 
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have  saved  an  enormous  amount  of  in- 1 
justice  to  the  tenant  farmers  of  the  | 
country,  it  would  have  saved  multitudes  j 
of  them  from  bankruptcy,  and  would 
have  left  a  much  larger  area  of  land  in 
a  sound  state  of  cultivation  than  it  is. 
If  the  improving  tenant  requires  pro- 
tection against  the  confiscation  of  his 
improvements  by  the  raising  of  rents  in 
good  times,  ho  needs  protection  ten 
times  more  against  confiscation  of  his 
improvements  by  the  refusal  of  ade- 
quate reduction  of  rents  in  bad  times. 
There  are  large  landowners  who  have  set 
up  the  highest  standard  of  honour,  and  | 
have  stated  clearly  the  principles  which  | 
govern  this  question.  Lord  Londonderry, ! 
who  was  chairman  of  the  Central  Chamber  i 
of  Agriculture  last  year,  said  "  the  root  | 
of  the  present  evil  was  to  be  found  in  j 
the  offering  of  competition  rents  which 
the  land  was  unable  to  bear."  The  Duke 
of  Richmond,  also,  one  of  the  best  and 
most  generous  of  landlords,  said  before 
the  Commission  that  it  was  "absolutely 
fatal  to  set  men  })idding  against  each 
other."  Competition,  unchecked  by 
equitable  machinery  to  divide  what  is  the 
tenant^s  from  what  is  the  landlord's,  is 
not  a  fair  measure  of  rents,  but  an  instru- 
ment to  enable  the  landlord  to  put  up  to 
auction  his  tenant's  property  as  well  as 
his  own.  It  has  worked  with  ten-fold 
injustice  and  economic  injury  to  the  im- 
proving tenant  during  the  period  of  de- 
pression. Where  there  are  a  few  highly 
cultivated  and  thoroughly  worked  up 
farms  in  tlie  market,  it  is  obvious  that  those 
farms  become  prizes  to  a  large  number 
of  men,  who  compete,  and  the  relative 
rent  of  those  farms  is  raised  far  higher 
than  the  rents  of  the  neighbouring  farms, 
which  are  inferior,  or  whicli  have  been 
Jieglected.  Many  interesting  farm  accounts 
were  brought  before  tlie  Commission, 
some  dciiling  with  prosperous  and 
others  with  unprosperous  farms.  Mr. 
Wilson  Fox,  in  reporting  on  Lincoln- 
shire, produced  farm  accounts  of  a  most 
startling  nature.  They  showed  that  in- 
stead of  the  rent  from  the  vaiious  farms 
being  in  the  proportion  of  two  to  one  of  the 
tenant's  profits — whicli  was  the  assumed 
proportion  for  the  purpose  of  income  ta.x — 
the  rents  varied  from  seven  up  to  thirty- 
five  and  fifty  times  the  profit  obtained  by 
the  tenants  of  the  holdings.  The  results 
of  such  a  system  as  that  are  to  place  the 
economic  loss  altogether  disproportion- 
ately on  the  shoulders  of  the  improving 

Mr.  Cha lining. 


tenants  on  estates  not   managed  in  the 
broad  and  generous    manner    of   thoM 
to    which  I    have  referred.      It    is  b^ 
coming  perfectly    plain    to   the  lanom 
that  their  only  way  of  recouping  thm- 
selves,  and  protecting  the  capital  wkU 
they   have   invested   in    the   soil,  is  ligr 
taking  out  of   the  soil    afterwards  whtf 
they  first  put  in.     That  is  the  fatal  resak 
of  this  policy.     In   the  operation  of  the 
law  as  it  exists  you  are  placing  a  heavj 
penalty   on  the  best  farmers,    and  aie 
offering  the  strongest  inducement  tou 
unscrupulous  tenant  to  rob  the  soil  and  lee 
his  land  go  to  rack  and  ruin  in  order  to 
obtain  a  renewal  of  his  tenancy  on  etser 
terms.     After  all,  this  is  first  and  for^ 
most   a   landlord's   question.      We  hsre 
just    been   pleasantly   reminded    by  Sir 
Ernest   Clarke's  article    on    Mr.    Philip 
Pusey,  that  it  was  a  great  landlord  who 
first  raised  the  question  of  tenant  right, 
and  raised  it  not  only  from  generosity  to 
tenant  farmers,  but  because  it  was  the 
highest  interest  of  landlords.     The  work- 
ing   of    the    present    land    system   for 
the  last    fifteen    or    twenty    years  h» 
resulted  in  the  deterioration  of  the  land 
and  the  impoverishment  of  the  landlords 
They   have  l^een   ill-advised    enough  to 
refuse  proper    reductions   to    improving 
tenants,  who  have  thrown  up  the  land  in 
despair  and   had   to  go    elsewhere,  snd 
the  land  has  then,   in  many  cases,  been 
i  let  to  an  inferior  tenant  at  a  rent  which 
'  he   knew   he   could  not  recoup   by  fur 
\  farming,  and  who  worked  out  of  the  soil 
;  the  good  the  previous  tenant  had  put  into 
i  it.     That   has   largely  been   the  case  in 
',  Essex   and  the  other  Eastern   Counties, 
where  in  many  districts  there  have  been 
as  many  as  three   sets  of  tenants  in  ten 
!  years,   each  of  whom  has    left    the  land 
I  in  a  more  ruinous  condition  than  his  pre- 
decessor.   It  is  in  the  interest  not  only  (i 
the  tenant,  but  in  the  interest  of  the  land- 
'  owners  of  England  that  the  land  should 
be    cultivated   continuously    up    to  the 
,  highest  point.    Now  I  deprecate  anything 
;  like  a  conflict  of  the  classes  in  this  matter. 
.  and  it  is  the  most  short-sighted  policy 
1  to  look  upon  this  matter  as  one  of  con- 
!  fiicting  rights.    It  is  a  landlords  question 
I  as  much  as  a  tenant's.      I    have   urged 
'■  that  it  was  a  grave  wrong  tc  the  tenant 
!  farmers  of  England  that  nothing  should 
I  have  been  done  to  remove  the  main  defect 
;  of  the  Act  of  1883,  and  to  protect  them 
'  from   the  worst   effects   of   the    terriWe 
i  depression,  and   that  these   evils  shouU 
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have  been   let  run '  rampant  and  work 
general  ruin.     Well,  does  the  present  Bill 
do  anything  to  remove  those  wrongs  ?     I 
say  it  does  not.     There  are  a  few  amend- 
ments which  are  simple  and   useful,   in- 
cluding the  clearing  up  of  three  small  legal 
points,  in  which  little  more  is  done  than 
affirming  what  has  l)ecome  the  practice  of 
the  Courts.     Coming  to  the  central  point 
of  this  Bill,  the  arbitration  procedure  of 
this  Bill  is  excellent.      I  do   not  know 
whether  any  Amendments  are  likely  to 
be  introduced  in  the  second  schedule,  but 
it  is  not  necessary  to  discuss  that  now. 
But  all   those   who    have   followed   this 
subject  will  agree,  as  I  do,  with  the  hon. 
Member     for     North    Hampshire,    that 
the    procedure  seems  so   excellent,    that 
many  farmers    who  read    this   schedule 
would  be  glad  to  give   up  their  agiee- 
ments   and   come   in   under   it  and    en- 
joy   its  advantages.      There   are   points 
where  I  take  issue  with  the  hon.  Member. 
The  Bill  provides  most  satisfactory  ma- 
chinery for  arbitration  between  landlord 
and  tenant,  but  the  Bill  also  gives  the 
most  absolute  power  for  contracting  out, 
not  only  as  to  the  scales  of  compensation 
for  specific   improvements,  but   even   as 
regards  the  procedure  of  arbitration  it- 
self.    The  eighth  section  of  the  old  Act 
is  now  struck  out,  which  provided  that 
the  reference  under  the  Act  must  take 
place,  if  either  party  insisted.     There  is 
a  passage  in  the  second  clause  which  will 
enable  the  landlord  and  tenant  to  set 
aside  the  procedure  of  the  Bill,  and  agree 
to   some   other  sort  of  arbitration  to  be 
specified  in  the  agreement.      I  consider 
that  most  serious. 

*Mr.  LONG:  Give  me  the  references. 

♦Mr.  CHANNING:  In  the  first  sub- 
section of  the  second  clause  the  Bill  pro- 
vides that — 

•*  The  difierence  shall  be  settled  by  arbitra- 
tion in  accordance  with  the  provisiuns,  if  any, 
in  that  behalf  of  any  agreement  between  land- 
lord and  tenaot,  and  in  default! of  and  subject 
to  any  such  provisions,  b^  arbitration  under 
this  Act  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
ouD  in  the  second  schedule  of  this  Act." 

That  is  to  say,  the  procedure  contemplated 
under  this  Bill  is,  in  the  first  place,  to 
form  agreements  between  landlord  and 
tenant  which  would  oust  the  procedure 
under  the  Act,  and  even  subject  the  pro- 
cedure under  the  Act  to  conditions  which 
would  alter  its  meaning  and  effect  in 
practice. 


*Mr.  long  :  I  think  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  i*ather  misapprehended  the 
meaning  of  the  sub-section.  The  Bill 
provides  that  a  tenant  may  go  out  under 
custom  or  agreement,  and  that  even  then, 
where  there  is  a  difference,  he  should 
have  the  benefit  of  recourse  to  arbitration 
proceedings,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
set  out  in  this  Bill.  The  power  of  choice 
rests  entirely  with  the  tenant. 

*Mr.  CHANNING:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  entirely  cleared 
up  my  point.  I  cannot  myself  see, 
even  it  his  intentions  are  as  he  has 
explained,  that  the  words  do  that  as 
they  stand  in  the  present  sub-section. 
They  do  admit  of  the  evil  which  I  con- 
template, namely,  that  you  may  have  a 
form  of  agreement  made  as  a  condition  of 
the  tenancy  that  the  tenant  of  a  farm  on  an 
estate  shall  accept  a  certain  form  of  arbi- 
tration with  respect  to  compensation  for 
specific  improvements,  and  the  name  of 
the  particular  arbitrator  may  be  imposed 
on  the  tenant,  I  do  not  say  compulsorily, 
but  made  a  condition  of  the  tenancy, 
on  the  estates  where  these  arbitration 
clauses  are  introduced  into  leases.  I 
rather  think  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Hampshire  took  the  same  view  of  the 
question,  because  he  considered  that  the 
benefit  of  the  Bill  was  rather  for  those 
who  did  not  wish  to  come  under  agree- 
ments and  leases,  and  would  only  operate 
in  their  case.  I  must  say  that  I  think 
these  words  are  exceedingly  dangerous  and 
seem  to  me  to  point  to  a  contracting-out 
quite  as  gi-ave,  quite  as  serious,  and  quite 
as  objectionable  in  its  results  to  the  agri- 
cultural tenants  of  the  country  as  the 
great  contracting  clause  of  the  Act  of  1875. 
Unless  the  words  are  so  amended  as  to 
remove  this  objection,  I  for  one  shall  be 
decidedly  inclined  to  resist  the  Bill  at  a 
later  stage,  because  in  that  case  I  certainly 
think  it  would  be  not  only  a  meagre, 
timid,  and  hesitating  Bill,  but  it  would  be 
a  distinctly  reactionary  proposal.  In  fact, 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  this  extension  of 
the  policy  of  substituting  agreements, 
whether  as  to  the  amount  of  com- 
pensation or  as  to  procedure  for  the 
operation  of  the  Act  in  all  cases,  is 
a  most  serious  and  most  dangerous 
and  reactionary  policy.  I  also  dissent 
from  the  view  which  I  know  is 
held  very  largely  by  tenant  farmers 
as  well  as  by  hon.  Members  opposite, 
namely,  that  it  would  be  a  be\v^^\»  \ic>  \>ss& 
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tenants  of  this  country  and  to  agriculture 
to  have  agricultural  compensation  cases 
decided  according  to  custom  instead  of 
according  to  the  Act.  The  reason  for  that 
is  perfectly  ob\-iou3.    In  many  cases  these 


should  be  compensated  for.  I  mya^ 
think  that  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  on  which  I  sat  with  my  hoo. 
friend  should  be  adopted  in  the  Com- 
mittee of  this  House.     The  Central  Cham- 


customs  are  customs  which  really  allot  to  i  ber  of  Agricultiu-e  insisted  that  permanent 


the  outgoing  tenant  payments  for  which 
the  incoming  tenant  is  receiving  no  real 
equivalent  at  all.  In  many  cases  the 
customs  have  certainly  the  result  of 
crippling  the  capital  of  the  incoming 
tenant,  and   that   is   especially   apparent 


pasture  should  be  transferred  to  Parti 
of  the  schedule,  and  that  thus,  by  notke, 
the  landlord  should  be  enabled  to  see  thit 
the  laying  down  and  treatment  of  the 
pasture  is  carried  out  in  the  best  and  most 
scientific    way.      That   places    him  in  & 


in  Scotland  in  the  case  of  sheep  farms  !  position  to  point  out  to  the  tenant  when 
and  some  big  agricultural  farms  in  the  experiments  arc  made  on  unsuitable  land, 
south  of  England.  I  quite  agree,  and  which  would  result  in  failure  and  Inring 
I  think  everyone  will  agree  with  what  him  no  good  in  the  end.  The  recommenda- 
my  hon.  friend  said  with  regard  to  the  i  tion  that  there  should  be  compenaation 
three  months  notice.  I  think  it  is  inevit-  for  increased  fertility  of  the  holding  dne 
able  that  this  Bill  must  be  altered  so  as  i  to  continuous  good  farming  is  one  to  which 
to  introduce  simultaneous  notices  of  '  the  utmost  importance  is  attached,  e8p^ 
twenty-eight  days  before  the  end  of  the  ■  cially  in  Scotland  and  the  North  of 
tenancy,  which  seems  to  be  what  most !  England.  It  is  urged  that  the  power  to 
agriculturists    have    agreed     upon.      In    award  such  compensation  is  in  the  hands 


striking  out  the  old  Section  as  to  waste, 
and  re-enacting  portions  of  it,  this  Bill 
omits  the  essential  words  :  "  except  so  far 
as  a  proper  return  of  manure  to  the  hold 
ing  has  been  made  in  respect  of  such 
produce  so  sold  off  or  removed  therefrom." 
So  long  as  the  tenant  is  keeping  up  the 
fertility  of  the  soil  he  should  be  left  free. 
These  words  should  certainly  be  retained 
in  the  present  Bill.  I  was  glad  to  hear 
my  hon.  friend  urge  that  there  should  be 
a  time  limit  to  the  landlord's  claim  for 
waste,  and  agree  with  him  that  it  should 
l)e  two  years.  But  the  gravest  fault  I 
find  with  the  present  Bill,  is  that  it  gives 
no  real  encouragement  to  a  bold  policy  of 
high  cultivation  and  decisive  and  therefore 
profitable  improvement.  Nothing  could 
be  more  striking  than  the  evidence  given 
to  the  Agriculture  Commission  of  the 
inadequacy  of  improvements,  and  of  the 
eciuipment      of      farms     as     ao:ricultural 


of  valuers,  now,  under  the  present  Act 
There  are  valuers  who  in  practice  do  now 
award  an  additional  compensation  for 
continuous  high  farming.  I  may  give  an 
illustration  of  how  far  and  with  what 
effect  this  is  really  exercised  at  preaent 
There  is  a  well-known  case  in  Scotland. 
A  man  had  spent  thousands  of  pounds  in 
enriching  the  land  by  the  most  lavish  use 
of  fertilisers.  The  rent  which  the  tenant 
offered  for  a  renewal  was  refused,  and  the 
landlord  gave  the  farm  to  another  tenant 
It  was  proved  conclusively  that  the  out- 
lay of  this  man  had  enormously  increased 
and  enhanced  the  value  of  the  land.  The 
farm  was  twice  re-let  at  a  relatively  veir 
high  rent.  The  occupier's  estimate  was 
that  he  had  conferred  £300  a  year  on  the 
owner  for  an  indefinite  period.  But  the 
arbitration,  although  there  was  allowance 
specifically  made  for  continuous  good 
farming,  was  only  to  give    the   improv- 


machines,  except  on  those  great  and  admi-  i  ing   tenant    £300,    or    one    year's   pur- 

'    '  chase  of   the  added   value  of   the  farm. 

I  should  like  to  see  the  principles  of  the 
Market  Gardeners  Compensation  Act 
freely  and  fully  extended  to  all  agricul- 
tural holdings  in  this  country.  These 
principles  gradually  grew  out  of 
the  natural  equities  of  the  case, 
where  men  were  employing  large  simis 
of  money  in  agricultural  work  were 
allowed  a  perfectly  free  hand  to  put  up 


rably  worked  estates  such  as  I  have 
referred  to,  \\  here  the  owner  is  a  law  in 
himself,  and  where  the  worst  economic 
effects  of  this  great  depression  have 
scarcely  been  felt  at  all.  It  seems  to  me 
that  you  must  do  something  towards 
enlarging  the  powers  of  tenants  to  carry 
out  for  themselves,  or  to  obtain  from 
landlords  reasonal)lc  improvements  and 
the  best  ecjuipment  in  order  to  carry  on 


agriculture  in  the  most  effective  way.     In  :  buildings  and  make  other  improvements 

regard  to  permanent  pasture  I  was  glad  to  \  suitable   and   necessary    to    make    their 

hear  that  my  hon.  friend  supported  the  ,  work  a  success.     It  seems  to  me  if  the 

uggestion  that  two  years  and  older  seeds  I  same   principles  were  applied   geneFaUj, 

Mr.  Channing, 
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and  tenant  farmers  had  a  free  hand  to 
carry  out  either  themselves  or  through 
their  landlords  the  improvements  suitable 
to  the  effective  working  of  their  holdings, 
it  could  only  have  the  same  result,  and 
that  is  enormously  to  increase  the  value  of 
the  land  on  which  those  advantages  were 
given  to  the  tenant  farmers  of  this 
country.  It  is  possible  to  encourage  im- 
provement too  much.  It  is  possible  to 
put  more  capital  into  the  land  than  it  is 
possible  to  get  interest  for,  and  what  we 
should  aim  at  in  our  legislation  is  to  ex- 
pend the  fullest  amount  of  capital  on  the 
soil  that  is  found  to  earn  maximum  profits 
continuously.  You  can  never  get  this 
under  the  present  hand  to  mouth  system, 
which  involves  a  struggle  between  the 
two  parties  instead  of  that  rational  and 
economically  sound  partnership  with 
friendly  feeling  and  absolute  security  on 
both  sides.  .  That  would  be  best  for  both, 
best  for  the  highest  agricultural  develop- 
ment, best  in  the  interests  of  labour,  best 
for  the  whole  community.  This  Bill  is 
going  to  pass  its  Second  Reading,  and 
probably  will  be  carried  through  this 
Parliament.  We  shall  certainly  put 
down  those  Amendments  which  we 
think  will  carry  out  the  principles 
which  I  have  endeavoured  to  lay  bo- 
fore  the  House,  and  which  will  make 
this  Bill  a  really  effective  instrument. 
I  sincerely  hope  that  some  of  those 
Amendments  may  be  favourably  con- 
sidered by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  despairing  agriculturists  of  this 
country  have  waited  so  long  that  they 
are  only  too  eager  to  accept  anything, 
and  I  should  myself  deprecate  any 
handling  of  the  Bill  which  would  lose 
even  the  small  advantages  now  proposed 
to  be  conferred.  But  I  consider  that  the 
history  of  the  last  twenty  years  has  im- 
posed upon  the  Ministry  the  solemn 
duty  of  considering  some  of  the  sug- 
gestions which  have  been  made  by  a 
number  of  the  most  practical  agri- 
culturists of  the  land,  and  of  seeing 
whether  they  cannot  strain  a  point  in 
order  to  introduce  some  of  them  into  this 
Bill  before  it  passes  into  law. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  'South  Molton  is 
certainly  rather  hard  to  please.  From  my 
point  of  view,  the  agricultural  interest 
ought  not  to  be  dissatisfied  with  \he 
present  Bill.  To  say  that  agriculturists 
will  be  grateful  for  it  is  perhaps  a  rather 


large  order,  because  they  seldom  are 
grateful ;  but,  as  times  go,  it  is  as  good  a 
Bill  as  can  reasonably  be  expected.  After 
all,  what  you  require  in  a  Bill  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  is  a  measure  which  will  cheapen  and 
simplify  the  procedure  and  remove  to  a 
certain  extent  the  difficulties  in  connec- 
tion with  leases  so  that  tenants  may  be 
induced  to  put  their  capital  into  the 
land,  and  generally  make  things  easier  for 
the  landlord  and  tenant  all  round.  Some 
time  ago  I  suggested  to  the  House  that 
the  difficulty  in  the  agricultural  districts 
of  the  Eastern  Counties  was  that  twenty 
years  ago  we  used  to  have  a  dozen  tenants 
running  after  one  farm,  while  now  we 
have  a  .dozen  farms  running  after  one 
tenant.  I  hope  this  Bill  will  help  to 
remove  that  difficulty,  and  be  of  con- 
siderable assistance  to  the  agricultural 
interest  in  that  direction.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  go  as  far  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Northamptonshire,  if  one  can  judge 
his  views  and  intentions  from  the  speech 
he  delivered  on  the  First  Reading  of  this 
Bill,  and  which  in  great  part  he  has  done 
us  the  honour  to  repeat  to-night. 
We  must  draw  the  line  somewhere, 
and  though  the  hon.  Gentleman  appa- 
rently thinks  that  landlords  and  those 
interested  in  the  land  are  hardly  to  be 
considered  as  fellow-creatures,  he  ought 
to  remember  that  if  he  deprives  them  of 
the  opportunity  of  eking  out  a  precarious 
existence  and  drives  them  all  into  the 
workhouse,  the  rates  on  agricultural  land 
will  be  considerably  heavier  than  at 
present,  and  we  shall  be  worse  off 
than  before.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agi'iculture  might,  however, 
have  broadened  the  Bill  in  one  or 
two  directions.  For  instance,  he  might 
have  adopted  the  advice  of  Mr.  Read, 
who  suggested  that  where  there  had  been 
continuous  good  farming  a  tenant  ought 
to  get  some  consideration  or  compensa- 
tion. Moreover,  a  tenant  should  be 
allowed  to  lay  down  land  for  pasture  if 
he  desires  so  to  do,  and  to  cultivate  and 
sell  the  produce  of  his  land  precisely  as 
be  chooses,  so  long  as  the  fertility  of  the 
land  is  not  thereby  impaired.  Then  there 
is  the  old  question  with  regard  to  dis- 
traint for  rent.  That  is  a  very  moot 
and  disputed  point,  and  so  long  as  the 
Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture  has  not 
made  up  its  mind  upon  the  subject  I  do 
not  feel  disposed  to  say  much  about  it. 
The  old  Act  was  all  very  w^ll^  W\»  ^  ^^^ 
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cumbrous  and  expensive,  and  did  not  \  (gentlemen  sitting  on  the  front  bencL 
prevent  a  landlord  being  robbed  by  a  who  enjoy  the  higher  scale  of  intelligenee 
dishonest  tenant,  and  it  certainly  did  not  which  belongs  to  gentlemen  in  that 
assist  the  man  who  was  cultivating  the  position,  are  of  opinion  that  this  Kll  is 
land.  I  should  like  to  impress  upon  the  badly  drawn,  clumsily  arranged,  and 
House  in  reference  to  this  Agricultural  alogether  so  confused  that  it  passes  tke 
Holdings  Bill  that  rent,  as  far  as  my  ex-  wit  of  ordinary  men  to  discover  what  it 
perience  goes,  has  absolutely  nothing  to  do  is  all  about.  If  that  is  how  trained 
with  it.   The  hon.  Member  for  East  North- '  lawyers  feel,  what  will  be  the  position  d 


amptonshire  spoke  alx)ut  competitive 
rents.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
come  down  into  Essex  and  compete 
for  some  of  our  land,  it  would  be  quite  a 
novel  experience  for  us,  and  possibly  we 
might  l)e  able  to  let  a  little  of  it  at  re- 
munerative prices.  I  was  very  glad  a 
little  while  ago  to  let  a  farm  tithe 
and  rent  free,  which  means  that  3'ou  pay 
a  man  five  shillings  an  acre  for  making  a 
small  fortune  out  of  your  land.  I  say,  there- 
fore, that  rent  has  practically  absolutely  '. 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question  so  far  as  . 
an  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  is  con- . 
cerned.  For  my  part,  I  shall  do  my  best 
to  support  this  Bill.  Half  a  loaf  is  l)etter 
than  no  bread.  Possibly  in  some  other 
session  in  another  Parliament,  when  we  get 
an  Agricultural  Rating  Act,  as  I  hope  we 
shall,  we  may  have  another  Bill  which  will 
more  largely  fulfil  our  aspirations  in  this 
direction.  I  am  perfectly  certain  the 
Bill  will  do  much  more  good  than  harm. 
It  ought  to  be  accepted  with  gratitude  . 
by  the  agricultural  interest,  and  I  should 
certainly  advise  those  whom  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent  here  to  take  the 
same  view  of  the  matter  .as  I  do. 

Dr.  FARQUHAR80N  (Aberdeenshire, 
W.) :  This  seems  to  me  to  be  a  case  of 
"  hope  deferred,"  because  we  have  so 
many  times  had  this  Bill  dangled  before 
our  eyes  in  Queen's  Speeches  and  other- 
wise that  we  had  begun  to  despair  a  little 
bit  when  this  measure  was  sprung  upon 
us  with  a  suddenness  somewhat  difficult 
to  explain.  Whether  coming  events 
are  beginning  to  cast  their  shadows 
before  them,  I  do  not  know.  It  would 
have  been  a  great  advantage  if  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  this  Bill  had  given 


the  poor  simple  farmer  of  Aberdeenshire 
who  tries  to  find  out  the  object  of  tbe 
measure  1  On  this  point  let  me  read  a 
short  extract  from  a  letter,  not  (A  a 
simple  farmer,  but  of  a  highly  intellig^ 
farmer  in  Aberdeenshire — one  who  has 
had  a  university  education  and  carried 
on  agricultiu*al  operations  with  great 
success.     He  says — 

"  Tlie  Bill  looks  to  me  to  be  too  complex  for 
ordinary  mortals  like  mydelf  to  follow,  hot 
the  Parliamentary  enactments  are  all  rety 
much  alike  in  that  respect." 

In  that  opinion  I  am  bound  to  aay  I 
heartily  concur.  Between  the  confused 
provisions  of  the  measure  and  the  per 
petual  references  from  a  clause  of  one  KB 
to  a  clause  of  some  other  Bill  I  am  retllr 
confused  beyond  all  measure,  and  if  I  f«l 
to  make  my  meaning  clear  to  the  House 
it  will  be  entirely  due  to  the  mental  con- 
fusion into  which  I  have  been  thrown  hjr 
spending  this  forenoon  in  endeavouring 
to  find  out  what  the  Bill  is  about,  and  in 
trying  to  follow  all  these  cross-referencei 
I  had  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  given  the  House  a  plain  state- 
ment of  what  the  Bill  really  proposes  to 
enact — more  especially,  of  how  it  differs 
from  the  Act  of  1883,  and  what  special 
advantages  are  gained  by  this  Bill  which 
were  not  secured  by  the  Bill  it  is  intended 
to  supersede.  I  will  not  now  go  into  the 
question  of  whether  it  is  desirable  t» 
have  a  Scotch  as  well  as  an  English  Bill 
I  might  explain  the  differences  of  pio- 
cedure  and  of  nomenclature,  but  as  the 
question  is  probably  to  be  raised  later  on 
I  will  not  make  any  reference  to  tbe 
matter  now.  I  understand  that  eventually 
the  Bill  is  to  l)e  sent  to  one  of  the  Stand- 
ing Committees.     I  tnist  the  House  will 


us  more  time  before  the  Second  Rciuling,    strenuously  oppose  such  a  course.     Con- 


so  that  we  might  have  consulted  our  con 
stituents  and  have  had  more  time  to 
consider  the  very  complicated  and  com- 
plex provisions  of  the  measure.  I  am 
not  a  lawyer,  and  perhaps,  therefore,  am 
not  able  to  follow  the  intricacies  of  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  ;  but  I  understand  that 
ti-ained    lawyers    and    even    right    hon. 

Major  Rai^h, 


sidering  how  little  work  we  have  to  do  I 
really  cannot  see  why  we  should  not  have 
the  opportunity  of  talking  on  the  clauses 
of  this  Bill  in  Committee  of  the  whole 
House.  All  of  us  who  represent  agri- 
cultural constituencies  are  deeply  in- 
terested in  this  question,  and  we  shall 
feel  ourselves  very  much  aggrieved  if  we 
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are  not  enabled  to  take  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  various  clauses 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order, order!  There 
is  a  motion  on  the  Paper  to  refer  the  Bill 
to  a  certain  Committee,  and  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  on  this  point 
should  be  made  when  that  motion  comes 
on. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  :  I  will  not 
pursue  that  matter.  It  is  known  to  all 
of  us  that  we  cannot  secure  proper  com- 
petition or  raise  prices  by  legislation,  but 
we  can  to  a  certain  extent  remove 
hampering  restrictions  and  encourage  the 
farmer  to  place  his  capital  freely  and 
boldly  in  the  soil.  I  believe  that  if  the 
farmers  of  England  and  Scotland  had 
more  adequate  compensation  for  improve- 
ments, 40  per  cent,  or  50  per  cent,  more 
of  good  results  would  be  obtained.  The 
universal  opinion  is  that  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  as  it  exists  has  not  been  a 
success,  and  in  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Royal  Commission  there  is  a  very 
wide  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  best 
means  of  improving  the  Act  as  it  now  stands. 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  a  little  reflection 
has  shown  me  that  these  Acts  are  not 
required.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  pro- 
posed benefits  will  be  largely  counter- 
balanced by  the  great  millstone  which 
will  be  hung  round  the  neck  of  the  in- 
coming tenant.  The  Commission  which 
considered  this  subject  decided  by  six 
votes  to  three  in  favour  of  two  out 
of  the  three  Acts  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
and  they  reported  in  favour  of  a  land  court 
— which  I  am  in  favour  of  in  a  modified 
form — and  also  some  form  of  fixity  of 
tenure.  I  contend  that  the  Crofters  Act 
has  been  a  great  success  in  spite  of  all 
that  has  been  said  against  it.  Many 
crofters  who  were  once  much  out  of 
hand  and  spirit  have  now  become  orderly, 
peaceful,  and  industrious,  and  they  are 
working  their  farms  successfully,  paying 
their  rents  regularly,  and  are  making 
great  progress.  New  houses  are  spring- 
ing up,  and  the  condition  of  the  crofters 
generally  has  improved  in  a  most  extra- 
ordinary way.  Year  after  year  in  this 
House  my  hon.  friends  and  myself  have 
spoken  in  favour  of  the  extension  of  these 
agricultural  benefits  to  the  part  of  the 
country  we  represent.  We  have  a  large 
number  of  small  farmers  in  Aberdeen- 
shire who  carry  on  their  work  very  much 
under  crofting  comditions,  but  who  will 


get  no  benefit  from  the  Bill  in  its  present 
form.  We  have  asked  over  and  over 
again  for  some  special  agricultural  conces- 
sion, and,  if  something  of  the  kind  could 
have  been  introduced  into  a  Bill  of  this  sort 
it  would  have  been  a  very  valuable  thing. 
I  see  the  first  schedule  deals  with  improve- 
ments carried  out  by  the  tenant,  but 
these  improvements  in  every  case  in  Scot- 
land are  made  by  the  landlord.  In 
Aberdeenshire  the  landlords  do  all  the 
improvements,  and  this  first  schedule  has 
very  little  bearing  upon  the  position  of 
agriculture  in  that  county.  As  to  the 
great  provision  of  the  Bill  itself,  it  is  that 
the  tenant  muse  get  compensation  for 
such  improvements  as  are  of  value  from 
the  landlord,  and  he  will  receive  such 
sums  as  fairly  represent  the  value  to  an 
incoming  tenant.  I  believe  myself  that 
the  only  satisfactory  way  of  assessing  the 
value  of  such  improvements  is  by  free 
sale.  This  Bill  proposes  to  have  this 
question  carried  out  by  a  system  of  arbi- 
tration, which,  I  am  bound  to  say,  on  the 
whole,  is  not  badly  arranged.  The  arbi- 
trator is  to  be  appointed  by  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  and  I  think  it  is  right 
that  he  should  be  appointed  by  the  State, 
and  he  should  be  an  officer  receiving 
State  pay.  Two  or  three  of  these  officials 
working  in  Scotland  would  bring  special 
knowledge  to  the  discharge  of  their 
duties  upon  settled  principles,  which 
would  not  be  the  case  with  arbitrators 
selected  haphazard.  I  have  had  some  ex- 
perience of  arbitration,  and  the  result  i& 
that  the  tenant's  nominee  goes  for  the 
tenant  and  the  landlord's  for  the  land- 
lord, and  the  whole  matter  is  practically 
•ettled  by  the  referee.  One  of  the  things, 
that  is  necessary  is  that  the  tenant  should 
have  the  power  to  cultivate  the  land 
pretty  much  as  he  pleases,  for  the  great, 
danger  is  that  if  you  have  a  bad 
tenant  he  will  leave  the  fam^ 
like  a  squeezed  orange,  and  it 
wjU  not  recover  except  after  great 
labour  and  expense.  I  think  safeguards 
should  be  introduced  by  which  the  tenant 
should  be  compelled  to  put  his  land  into 
a  proper  state  of  cultivation.  I  wish  ta 
give  credit  where  credit  is  due,  and  I 
think  Lord  Fife  was  the  first  landlord 
who  gave  his  tenants  free  cultivation,  for 
many  years  ago  he  introduced  a  system 
of  lease  under  which  the  tenant  got  free- 
dom of  cultivation.  I  had  the  pleasure  of 
following  him,  and  I  think  this  system 
has  become  pretty  general.     1  iel\3&^  ^^% 
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the  right  hon.  Grentleman  credit  for 
having  practically  provided  for  freedom 
of  cultivation  in  this  Bill.  A  friend  of 
mine  experienced  in  law  has  pointed  out 
to  me  that,  by  Clause  3  Section  2,  which 
provides  compensation  for  breach  of  con- 
tract, freedom  of  cultivation  is  practically 
given.  I  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
credit  for  bringing  about  in  this  Bill  an 
improvement  which  many  of  us  have 
already  carried  out.  There  is  the  ques- 
tion of  the  consumption  of  grain  grown 
on  the  farm.  The  tenant  would  have  to 
keep  granary  books,  which  would  be 
rather  inconvenient.  There  is  also  an 
appeal  to  the  Court  of  Sessions,  but  I  think 
that  is  hardly  necessary.  What  we  want 
in  this  respect  is  to  make  the  machinery 
of  the  Bill  swift,  sure,  and  cheap.  These 
cases  are  first  considered  by  the  arbi- 
trator and  afterwards  they  are  to  be 
brought  before  the  Court  of  Sessions, 
which  makes  the  last  state  of  the  man 
worse  than  the  first.  It  is  certainly  not 
a  good  Bill,  for  it  is  small  and  not  far 
reaching  enough,  although  I  do  not  go  so 
far  in  its  condemnation  as  some  of  my 
hon.  friends.  I  think  it  contains  some 
very  good  and  useful  provisions,  and  that 
being  so  I  shall  certainly  give  it  every 
facility,  and  do  my  best  by  Amendments 
And  criticism  to  improve  it. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  (Yorkshire, 
N.R.,  Thirsk) :  I  think  the  points  which 
have  been  raised  in  the  discussion  are 
essentially  matters  for  consideration  in 
Committee.  I  do  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider whether  a  great  deal  of  what  has  now 
been  said  would  not  have  been  much  more 
effectively  siiid  in  Committee.  There  is 
110  principle  at  stake  here,  and,  therefore, 
there  is  nothing  to  prolong  the  Second 
Reading  discussion.  To  quote  the  words 
of  a  very  large  and  experienced  committee 
of  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  I 
welcome  this  Bill  **as  a  fair  attempt  to 
.give  effect  to  some  of  the  principal  recom- 
mendations in  the  report  of  the  Agricul- 
.tui-al  Holdings  Act  Committee  of  that 
IkxIv."  1  reserve  to  myself  the  right 
to  press  for  the  adoption  of  more 
(^f  those  recommendations  when  this 
Bill  gets  into  Committee,  but  these 
are  details  to  be  considered  at  a  later 
stage.  I  do  not  think  that  there  is  any 
justification  for  the  argument  that  tenants* 
rights  are  landlords'  wrongs.  All  we 
ask  is  that  the  law  should  not  operate 
unfairly  against  the  agricultural  interest. 

Dr,  Fm'qu}uir.<on.  ' 


Farmers  have  a  right  to  ask  that  thej 
should  get  from  the  law  such  protecdoii 
as  will  cover  the  money  which  they  wiadr 
and  judiciously  lay  out,  and  they  sbodii 
have  by  law  the  power  of  recovering  the 
full  value  of  their  improvements  from  tie 
man  who  reaps  the  benefit  of  them  h 
has  been  found,  after  seventeen  yetn 
experience,  that  the  Act  of  1883  has  dis- 
closed certain  defects.  When  that  Art 
passed  through  this  House  the  agricul- 
tural interest  was  not  very  largelj 
represented.  There  is  one  remark  inade  ii 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Northanw- 
tonshire  to  which  I  wish  to  allude.  lie 
declared  it  to  be  "a  grave  scandal  and  a 
cruel  wrong  "  that  this  question  had  not 
been  dealt  with  before.  I  would  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  party  to  whidi 
he  belongs  ware  in  power  for  some  yem 
between  1883  and  the  present  day^  and 
they  never  attempted  to  deal  widi  this 
**  grave  scandal  and  cruel  wrong.'* 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  But  the  Govwu- 
ment  of  1892  supported  the  Bill  of  my 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Sooth 
Molton. 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON:  We  aB 
know  what  Government  support  of  a 
private  Meml)er's  Bill  on  a  Wednesday 
afternoon  really  means.  The  Govera- 
ment  of  1>^92  certainly,  but  in  no  Govern- 
ment ineasure  on  the  subject.  The  criti- 
cism directed  against  this  Bill  has  come 
from  the  avowed  opponents  of  the  policy 
of  freedom  of  contract  because  in  certain 
cases  it  will  allow  farmers  to  make  their 
own  contracts.  I  consider  that  to 
suggest  that  farmers  are  incapable  of 
entering  into  a  contract  and  are  liable  to 
be  imposed  on,  is  a  very  poor  compli- 
ment, and  could  only  be  paid  bv  m« 
who  have  no  personal  acquaintance  with 
the  very  practical  and  business-like 
character  of  the  agricultural  com- 
munity. Then  it  has  been  stated 
that  this  ought  to  be  not  an 
amending  but  a  consolidating  KIL 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  even  after  this  Bill  is 
passed,  the  whole  of  the  law  of  England 
and  Scotland  dealing  with  agricuJtnnl 
tenancies  can  easily  be  put  into  one  text- 
book small  enough  to  \\e  carried  in  the 
waistcoat  pocket,  if  not  capa}>le  of  Wins 
carried  in  the  head.  This  Bill  will  make 
the  whole  law  on  the  subject  rather 
shorter  than  longer.  Farmers  are  not  » 
unmindful  of  the  class  of   man  who  act* 
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legal  profession  is    fir 
^Vlth  regaiti  to  the  su^ 


as  his  own  lawyer  as  to  follow  his 
example.  K  a  farmer  wants  to  consider 
the  legal  aspects  of  a  case,  it  is  not  to  the 
Acts  of  Parliament  he  will  turn,  but  to  a 
text-book  which  will  show  him  the  law 
as  amended.  It  would  be  very  easy 
indeed  to  draw  up  a  short  text-book  of 
the  law  of  England  and  Scotland  on  the 
subject  of  agricultural  tenancies,  and  so 
simple  are  the  amending  and  repeal- 
ing sections  of  this  Bill  that 
anyone  could  do  it  .  who  had  a 
sufficient  knowledge  of  the  English  and 
Scotch  languages.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  South  Molton  Division  dreamt  of 
a  code  of  laws  which  could  be  safely 
interpreted  hy  the  man  in  the  street,  but 
that  will  never  be  realised  unless  the 
first  of  all  abolished. 
J  suggestion  of  a  separate 
Act  for  Scotland,  it  is  proposed  that  after 
we  have  finished  the  labour  of  passing  an 
Agricultural  Holdings  Bill  for  England 
we  should  proceed  to  consider  the  very 
same  problem  and  the  very  same  remedy 
for  Scotland,  because  that  was  the  course 
pursued  in  1883.  In  principle  and  in  all 
their  main  features  the  two  Acts  are 
the  same.  I  have  refened  to  the  Acts, 
and,  with  the  translation  of  English  terms 
into  Scotch  terms  which  I  have  been 
able  to  effect  from  my  knowledge 
of  both  languages,  both  are  practically 
identical.  I  daresay  the  microscopic  eye 
of  some  Scotchman  may  be  able  to  dis- 
cover some  difference,  not  apparent  to  a 
simple  Saxon  like  myself,  but  so  far  as 
relates  to  anything  touched  on  l)y  this 
Bill  they  are  practically  identical.  There 
are  two  dififerences — in  Scotland  four 
months  previous  notice  is  claimed  before 
the  end  of  a  tenancy,  and  in  P]ngland  only 
two  months  is  claimed,  and  the  other 
difference  is  that  in  Scotland  there  is  one 
referee  unless  the  parties  agree  to  two, 
whereas  in  England  there  are  two 
referees  unless  the  parties  agree  to  one. 
The  differences  are  immaterial,  because 
the  Bill  abolishes  previous  notice  alto- 
gether, and  as  regards  referees  the  Bill 
adopts  the  Scotch  and  not  the  English 
method.  I  want  to  iisk  hon.  Mem- 
])ers  for  Scotland  is  it  really 
worth  while  taking  up  the  time 
of  Parliament  with  a  Scotch  Bill, 
simply  for  the  sake  of  calling  an  umpire, 
a  "third's  man,"  instead  of  having  an 
interpretation  clause  in  the  present  Bill. 
I  should  like  to  ask  a  more  weighty  and 
important  question.     Is  it  worth  while  to 


divide  the  agricultural  forces  in  this 
House,  already  weak  enough,  by  setting 
English  county  Members  to  work  on  a 
Bill  for  England,  and  Scotch  county 
Members  to  work  on  a  Bill  for  Scotland  ? 
Surely  it  is  better  that  the  whole  agricul- 
tural party  should  deal  with  this  Bill, 
which  will  have  the  same  effect  in  both 
countries.  By  this  Bill  the  Scotch 
farmer  will  get  much  that  he  wants,  and 
he  is  canny  enough  to  recognise  that  a 
Bill  in  the  hand  is  worth  any  prospect  of 
legislation  in  the  undefined  future.  I 
hope  hon.  Members  for  Scotland  will  not 
press  their  opposition,  but  will  allow 
this  Bill  to  pass  its  Second  Reading,  and 
then  join  with  us  in  making  it  as  perfect 
as  we  cin  in  Committee. 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  (Hawick 
Burghs) :  I  desire  to  answer  at  once  the 
appeal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  puts 
to  Scotch  Members,  generally,  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  is  worth  while  to  have  a 
Scotch  Bill.  I  will  answer  in  some  detail 
that  question  by  and  by,  but  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  who  hail  from 
Scotland  share  in  the  opinion  expressed 
by  my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  West 
Aberdeenshire,  that  this  Bill  as  it  is 
drawn  will  produce  a  maximum  of  con- 
fusion, because  of  its  draughtsmanship, 
particularly  with  reference  to  our  country, 
and  in  such  a  degree  that  it  will  require 
half  a  generation  of  judicial  decisionu  in 
order  to  reconcile  it  with  the  main  body 
of  Scotch  law.  I  agree  that  in  this 
discussion  we  should  avoid  purely  Com- 
mittee points,  and  although  I  shall 
have  to  comment  strongly  on  the 
draughtsmanship  of  the  measure, 
I  shall  only  do  so  on  the 
broad  ground  that  it  is  in  point  of  form 
the  very  worst  kind  of  legislation, 
namely,  legislation  by  reference.  Agri- 
culturists in  Scotland  have  waited  very 
long  indeed  for  some  remedial  measure. 
A  promise  of  such  a  measure  was  made 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  in  the  first  session 
of  this  Parliament  and  in  each  succeed- 
ing Queen's  Speech,  but  I  feel  bound  to 
say  that  I  do  not  think  that  this  measure 
will  prove  very  satisfactory.  On  opening 
the  Bill  one's  enthusiasm  is  at  once 
damped,  because  the  very  first  sub-section 
of  Section  1  excludes  all  that  class  of 
tenants— the  sitting  tenants — whom  Sir 
James  Caird  described  as  the  back- 
bone of  agriculture.  But  the  real 
test     of      the      substantial     value      of 
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this      Bill     will     be     found     in     the '  has  been  produced  in  recent  times  either 
schedules.       The     whole     question,     so  '  by  a  Government  or  a  private  Member, 
far     a«     principle      is     concerned,     is  '  As  regards  Scotland,  it  is  legislation  by 
in  Sub-section  1 — namely,  that  the  test :  reference.     Clause  2  refers  to  the  Scotch 
to  be  applied  as  regards  compensation  is  ;  Acts  of  1883  and   1889.     Now,  the  que*- 
the  value  of   the  improvements    to   the  ,  tion   has  been  asked,  why  should  there 
incoming  tenant,  but  I  deeply  regret  that    not  be  a  simple  and  convenient  code  in 
Her  Majesty's  Grovernment  have   shown  j  one  statute  1    The  hon.  Member  for  Thirsk 
little  confidence  in  that  principle  in  the  i  appears  to  see  the  force  of  that  conten- 
details  of  the  schedules.     The  fact  is  that,  \  tion,    because    he  suggests    that    peofk 
under  that  principle,  there  is  security  to  j  should    not    have   to  ascertain    the  law 
the  landlord,  and  he  pays,  as  he  ought,  i  from  the  language  used  by  hon.  Members 
only  for  value  received.      If  the  tenant  j  in  this  House,  but  should  have  the  assist- 
got  more  it  \^ould  be  unfair  to  the  land- ,  ance    of    commentators    in    text   booka. 
lord  ;   if  he  got  less  it  would  be  unfair  to  '  That,  in  my  opinion,  would  be  an  abroga- 
the  tenant.     Whsit  we  say  with  regard  to  '  tion    on     the     part     of      this      Home, 
the  schedules  is  that  we  hope  the  House  '  not   only    of    its    functions,    but    of  it» 
and  the  Government  will  show  more  trust    absolute  duty.      In   this  Bill   there  are 
in  the  principle  that  has  been  laid  down.  '  fourteen  clauses,  but  there  are  also  ckuses 
Under  the  details   of  the  schedules  it  is  i  in  the  schedules  fifty-seven  in  number- 
still  permitted  to  the  landlord  to  pocket  i  that  is  to  say,  we  have  a  Bill  of  seventy- 
in   a  very  large  measure   the   increased  '  one  clauses.      The  Scotch  Act  of   1883 
value  of     the    holding   on   the     techni- '  contains  forty-three   clauses  and   seven- 
cal    plea   that     he     did     not    give     his ;  teen  schedules.     The   sixty  items  in  the 
consent  to  his  property  being  improved.  '  Scotch  Act  are  represented  by  seventj- 
That  is  practically  a  repetition,  not  an  ;  one  items  in  the  present  Bill,  and  as '» 
advance  on  the  principle  laid  down  in  the    result  our  Scotch  Bill  is  reduced  to  a  con- 
Act  of  1883.     It  is  true  that  there  is  an  j  dition  of  tatters — "  a  thing  of  shreds  and 
increase  in  the  number  of  cases  in  which  j  patches  " — which    will    render  confusion 
compensation  is  obtainable  if  notice  had  j  worse  confounded.      I  really   protest  on 
been  given  by  the  tenant  to  the  landlord  i  behalf  of  the  Scotch  agricultural   interest 
thit  the   improvements  were  to  be  exe- !  against  this  method  of  dealing  with  this 
cuted.     We  thought,  of  course,  that  that  '  question.     It  has  been  asked  by  the  hon. 
increase   would    include    substantial  and  \  Member  for  Thirsk,  why  should  Scotland 
cardinal  things,  such  as  permanent  fences  ,  demand    a    separate    measure  ?     I    will 
or  buildings,  or  permanent  pasture,  but  I  !  answer  that  question.     Scotland  demands 
am  bound  to  say  that  agriculturists  in  the  '  a    separate    measure   for    a     variety   of 
north  will  bo  especially  disappointed  that '  reasons,      the      principal       of        which 
the   additions   to   the    schedule    do    not  j  is       that       the       whole      history     of 
include  substantial  or  important  matters,  i  the     land     tenure     of      England     and 
but  such  small  and  trivial  affairs  in  the  '  of      Scotland      is     essentially      diverse, 
main  as  gardens,  orchards,  or  osier  beds  i  and  the  progress   of  agriculture   is  also 
all  under  one  acre.      Intense  dissatisfac- ;  different.     In  the  next  place,  our  system, 
tion  will  be  produced  by  the  introduction    not  only  as  regards  history,  but  also  m 
of   these   trivial   matters   instead   of   far  '  regards  legal  tenure,  is  a.s  different  as  if 
weightier    matters    of    law.     Under  the '  the    two     systems     were    not    only    in 
system  that  prevails  at  present  the  labour,  '  different   parts   of    one   country,    but  in 
skill,  and  capital  of  the  tenant  are  practi-  ■  different   planets.      We  speak   a  totaUy 
cally  confiscated.     The  best  and  most  in- ;  different  language  in  these  matters,  and. 
dustrious  class  of  tenants  in  Scotland  have  !  as  we  think,  a  much  more  sensible  and 
had  year  by  year  their  fortunes  depleted  by  '  intelligible  language.     I  have  asked  the 
nothing  less  than  confiscation,  and  we  did    meaningof  the  expression  in  this  measure, 
think  that  there  would  be  some  diminu-    **  cesser  of  a  contract  of  tenancy,"  and  I 
tion  of  that  state  of  affairs,  which  in  many  !  have  been  told  by  English  lawyers  that 
instances     has     approached      almost     a    not  only  is  it  not  sound  English  law,  bat 
scandal.     Instead,  however,  of  a  diminu- '  that  it  is  not  a  good  English  expression. 
tion  of  these  cases,  we  have  practically  a    Yet  that   expression   is   incorporated  in 
re-affirmation    of    the     whole    of    them.  ;  this  Bill  by  way  of  an  improvement  on 
^^'ith  reference  to  the  drafting  of  this  Bill,  \  the    definition    of     the    words    '*  deter- 
it  is  the  worst  and  most  confused  which  \  mination       of      tenancy,"       which      is 
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already  defined  in  our  Scotch  Acts 
as  the  determination  of  the  lease.  Our 
Scotch  judges  will  have  to  puzzle  over 
what  is  known  as  "  the  mind  of  Parlia- 
ment," when,  instead  of  the  "determina- 
tion of  the  lease,"  they  will  have  to 
interpret  the  new  expression  "  the  cesser 
of  a  contract  of  tenancy."  That  is  a 
sample  of  the  kind  of  foreign  language  in- 
troduced into  this  Bill.  But  my  final  reason 
for  a  Scotch  measure  is,  that  the  whole 
history  of  Parliamentary  dealings  with 
reference  to  this  subject  entitles  us  to  say 
that  we  ought  to  have  a  separate  Scotch 
measure,  as  we  had  in  1883.  I  am  not 
.tware  that  there  is  any  confusion  or 
difficulty  in  putting  into  the  Scotch 
language  for  our  own  country  the  require- 
ments of  Scotch  agriculturists,  and  I 
ilo  not  see  why  any  Government 
should  endeavour  to  combine  in  one 
measure  for  England  and  Scotland  legis- 
lation with  reference  to  different  systems 
of  land  tenure  and  different  systems 
of  agricultural  holdings.  It  has  been 
demonstrated  that  every  consideration  of 
convenience,  example,  and  precedent  is  in 
favour  of  a  separate  measure,  so  that  we 
shall  know  our  own  law  in  our  own 
language  in  our  own  country.  That  is 
what  we  desire,  and  what  Parliament  has 
l>een  gracious  enough  to  afford  to  us  in  the 
past,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  we 
should  be  treated  diff'erently  now,  or  in 
a  inore  cavalier  fashion  than  the  rest  of 
the  country.  Of  course  it  may  be  said 
that  it  was  to  save  the  draftsman  trouble. 
If  that  be  the  plea  it  is  a  petty  and 
<.'ontemptible  excuse  for  a  failure  of 
Parliamentary  duty.  It  will  put  every 
landlord  and  farmer  in  Scotland  into 
trouble  for  a  generation,  in  order 
that  the  drafting  department  of  the 
(rovernment  may  be  saved  trouble. 
There  will  be  animadversion  from  the 
humblest  farmer  up  to  the  judicial  bench 
figainst  this  method  of  legislation,  which  is 
so  derogatory  to  the  true  interests  in 
point  of  principle  and  intelligibility  of 
our  Parliamentary  proceedings.  This  bad, 
confusing,  distracting  Bill  has  been 
drafted  deliberately.  I  will  give  the 
House  one  or  two  illustrations  of  what  I 
mean  with  regard  to  the  confused  drafts- 
manship of  this  Bill.  The  Bill  consists 
of  fourteen  clauses,  and  Section  7  does 
not  apply  to  Scotland  at  all.  Again,  Sub- 
section 4  of  Section  3  does  not  apply  to 
Scotland,  but  it  is  in  respect  to  Section  3 
that  we  approach  the  climax.      Section  3 
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states   that   the   powers   of    the   county 
court  under    the    principal  Act — which 
appears  to    be    the    Agricultural    Hold- 
ings    Act,     1883,      but      which     later, 
we     learn,  is  nothing     of     the     kind — 
with  respect  to  charges  shall  be  exercised 
by  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  and  accord- 
i  ingly  the   Board  of  Agriculture  shall  be 
I  substituted    for    the     county    court    in 
I  Sections  29,  30,   31,   32,  and  39  of  that 
I  Act.     But  Section   10  states  that  refer- 
j  ences    to    the     principal     Act,    and    to 
I  Sections  29,    30,  31,  32,  and  34  thereof, 
!  shall   be  construed  as  references  to  the 
I  Agricultural    Holdings    (Scotland)    Act, 
I  1883,  and  to  Sections  24,  26,  25,  and  30 
I  thereof  respectively,  and  that  Sections  31 
i  and  39   of  the  principal  Act  shall  not 
!  apply   at    all.     I    say  that  is    perfectly 
I  grotesque,  and  that  Scotland  is  entitled  to 
I  better   treatment.       Again,    in    another 
sub-section  there  is  a  reference  which,  as 
far  as   Scotland  is  concerned,  is  a  refer- 
ence to  nothing  in  the  world.     I  make  no 
reflection  on  the  person  who  drew  this 
Bill.     A  Scotch  writer.  Dr.  John  Brown, 
said    that    there    was    a    deal    of     fine 
confused    feeding     in     a    sheep's    head. 
Now  in  this  Bill  there  is  a  good  deal  of 
fine  confused  feeding,  but  the  fineness  is 
on  the  minimum  scale  and  the  confusion 
is  on  the  maximum  scale.     The  climax  of 
confusion,    however,    is    reached  in  the 
schedules.       When    one    looks   at  these 
schedules  the  wonder  is  what  is  left  of 
Scotch    legislation.       Section    1    of    the 
Scotch  Bill  is  repealed,  then  a  few  sections 
are  left  alone,  and  Sections  6  and  8  are 
repealed,  and  then  a  gap  begins.      But 
they  are  not  content  with  repealing  some 
sections  and  leaving  other  sections  alone, 
but  at  Section  16  they  say  that  is  repealed 
from  the  beginning  thereof  to  "  within  the 
county,"  and  from  "  the  amount  awarded  '^ 
to  the  end  of  the  section.     This  is  the 
gift  which  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  is 

fiving  to  the  Scotch  farmers  !  I  never 
new  anything  more  confused.  It  would 
require  an  army  of  commentators  to  make 
it  intelligible.  There  is  no  system,  no 
code,  no  intelligibility,  no  convenience, 
no  coherence  about  it.  I  can  remember 
nothing  in  literature  like  it,  except  the 
reference  that  Captain  Cuttle  made  to 
the  qualities  of  his  watch.  I  can  fancy 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  saying  to 
the  Scotch  farmer,  "A  parting  gift, 
my  lad.  If  you  put  it  back  half 
an  hour  in  the  morning,  and  a 
quarter  of  an  hour  now  a.w4  ^-^vcv  \w  "^vi, 
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afternoon,  it  is  a  watch  that  will  do  you 
credit."  That  is  exactly  the  situation  in 
M  Izth  the  Scotch  farmer  finds  himself.  It 
is  as  if  the  legislative  watch  had  been 
worn  by  some  legislative  Captain  Cuttle. 
It  is  said  that  the  Scotch  legal  authorities 
were  consulted  upon  this  matter.  In 
those  days  of  verdant  hope  regarding 
agricultural  reform  in  1896,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  was  asked  a  question 
as  to  whether  there  would  be  a  separate 
Scotch  measure,  and  this  is  the  answer 
which  he  gave  to  the  hon.  Membef  for 
West  Abei-deenshire — 

"The  provisions  of  the  Bill  to  amend  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  of  which  I  have 
j^ven  notice,  will  certainlv  i)e  made  applicable 
to  Scotland  as  well  as  to  England,  but  whether 
J>y  mean««  of  a  .separate  claune  or  clauses  in 
the  English  Bill,  or  l>y  a  Bill  specially  dealing 
with  Scotland,  is  a  niatt«r  wnicli  is  at  pre- 
sent under  consideiation  }>y  the  Scottish  legal 
authorities."* 

♦Mr  long  :  In  1896,  the  answer  I 
gave  was  to  the  effect  that  I  was  taking 
the  advice  of  the  Scotch  legal  authorities. 
Between  that  time  and  the  time  of  intro- 
ducing this  Bill,  I  received  that  advice, 
and  in  conjunction  with  the  Scotch 
Department,  and  entirely  with  their  \ 
approval,  I  determined  to  adopt  the  plan 
embodied  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  :  I  quite  agree  ! 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  respon- ! 
sible  for  the  scheme  of  the  Bill,  and  I  hold 
him  responsible  for  defects  of  a  very  grave 
order  in  it ;  but  I  am  not  going  for  one 
moment  to  actjuit  any  department  of 
responsibility  for  any  advice  given  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  I  say  that  all  the 
precedents  were  entirely  in  our  favour  as 
to  the  necessity  for  a  separate  Bill  for 
Scotland,  and  we  shall  listen  with  some 
interest  to  know  why  the  precedents 
have  been  departed  from  on  the  present 
occasion.  I  suppose  there  is  a  kind  of 
policy  which  is  represented  in  high 
<iuarters  at  present  of  which  we  had  a 
cynical  intimation  from  the  Financial 
Secretary  for  War,  who,  in  answer  to  a 
question,  said  that  Scotland  was  a  part  of 
England.*  [Hox.  Members :  Oh,  oh!] 
I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman's  life  will  be 
>ipared  when  he  goes  north  of  the  Tweed. 
I   suppose  that,  hy  parity  of   reasoning, 

*  See   The  Pnrlinmcntnry  Debates  [Fourth 
Series],  Vol.  xxxvii.,  i>age  237. 
f  Il)id.,  Vol.  Ixxx.,  p.  480. 
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England  may  be  called  a  part  of  Burmins- 
ham.  These  jokes  may  be  good  eDOop 
for  Englishmen,  and  they  may  pass  in 
England,  but  when  you  put  a  joke  of  thit 
kind,  even  an  English  joke,  into  a  Bill, 
you  are  going  l^eyond  the  score.  I  warn 
to  know  particularly  on  behalf  of  mr 
Scotch  friends  what  is  the  retaon 
why,  with  regard  to  arbitration,  yoa 
should  substitute  the  Board  of  Aericnl- 
ture  sitting  in  London  for  the  Snefil^ 
and  the  practice  before  the  Sheriir» 
Court  which  we  have  in  Scotland  for  die 
nomination  of  arbitrators.  The  Sheriff  i» 
on  the  spot.  If  you  think  he  has  not 
sufficient  knowledge  of  agriculture^  he  hts 
certainly  much  knowledge  of  the  loctlitjr 
to  be  dealt  with,  and  the  men  in  the  dis- 
trict. But  if  you  desire  to  have  an 
official  other  than  the  Sheriff,  surely  that 
are  numerous  Scotch  boards  capaUe  of 
appointing  arbitratoi-s,  instead  of  going  to 
London  for  the  nomination  by  the  Bnrd 
of  Agricultiu-e,  by  which  system  we  may 
get  gentlemen  from  Cornwall  sent  to  aHii- 
trate  in  A])erdeen,  or  gentlemen  from 
Kent  sent  to  Shetland  to  decide  the 
compensation  to  be  given  to  a  SheUand 
farmer.  We  are  perfectly  satisfied  witb 
the  Scotch  system,  and  we  prefer  a  Scotdt 
nomination.  I  do  say  we  are  entitled  to 
contrast  oiu*  position  in  regard  to  thif 
matter  with  that  in  Ireland.  Ireland  ha« 
recently  had  the  appointment  of  a 
separate  Boai-d  of  Agriculture,  but  Scot- 
land, instead  of  being  so  treated  acconling 
to  our  needs  and  our  history,  is  to  br 
treated  as  an  annexe  of  England,  with  all 
its  inconveniences.  There  is  a  perfect 
infatuation  abroad  in  dealing  with  Scot- 
land, and  with  our  own  institutions.  1 
never  knew  a  Government  that  was  so 
chary  of  giWng  Scotch  legislation  accord- 
ing to  Scotch  idciis.  I  know  the  meaning 
of  it.  It  is  obvious.  If  there  were  a 
separate  Bill  for  Scotland  we  would  arc 
in  every  division  the  great  majority  of  tk 
Scotch  Members  on  one  side,  and  tb* 
Government  and  the  majority  of  Enghtb 
Meml)ers  on  the  other.  Hence  the 
Government  do  not  like  separate  Scotch 
measures.  I  would  like  further  to  add 
that  there  has  been  in  recent  history  in 
regard  to  Scotch  legislation  one  fact 
which  is  of  the  great43st  value  with  regutl 
to  what  I  call  the  advance  by  way  of 
amendment  on  Scotch  measures.  "  We 
had  a  separate  Bill  in  1883.  Now  there 
are  contained  in  this  Bill  various  amend- 
ments in  the  schedule  in  regard  to  the 
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subject  of  arbitration,  the  preference  for 
a  single  arbitrator,  and  so  forth.  Will 
the  House  believe  that  we  had  a  separate 
Scotch  Bill  in  1889  amending  the  Scotch 
Bill  of  1883,  and  those  very  things  which 
were  referred  to  by  an  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  as  a  great  advantage  in  this  Bill, 
we  had  eleven  years  ago,  because  we  had 
a  separate  Bill  which  could  be  separately 
amended  ?  I  think  it  is  a  pity  that  the 
Government  have  departed  from  that 
good  rule  of  having  separate  Scotch 
measures  which  are  capable  of  separate 
amendment.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  if 
that  Bill  of  1889  had  been  introduced  as 
an  amendment  of  a  compound  Bill  for 
England  and  Scotland  it  would  have  had 
but  a  very  poor  chance  of  passing 
through  the  House  of  Commons  then.  I 
protest  against  the  Bill  on  account  of  its 
draughtsmanship.  I  think,  particularly  in 
regard  to  Scotland,  the  draughtsmanship  is 
confused  almost  to  the  point  of  being 
fantastic.  I  would  express  the  hope  that 
it  is  not  too  late  to  permit  of  Scotland  being 
treated,  according  to  its  needs  and  its 
records,  both  from  an  agricultural  and  a 
national  point  of  view,  by  a  separate 
measiure. 

♦Mr.  LOYD  (Berkshire,  Abingdon) :  I 
do  not  propose  to  detain  the  House  for 
more  than  a  few  moments,  but  I  could 
not  help  thinking,  in  listening  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, that  he  hardly  did  justice  to  his 
well-known  powers  and  legal  acumen  in 
describing  the  hopeless  state  of  confusion 
to  which  ne  found  himself  reduced  by  the 
perusal  of  this  Bill.  This  Bill  amends 
legislation  which  already  applies  to 
Scotland  as  well  as  to  England,  and  it 
gives  effect  to  no  fewer  than  eleven  out 
of  the  thirteen  recommendations  of  the 
Koyal  Commission  on  Agriculture.  It 
only  omits  to  give  effect  to  two — the 
recommendation  that  there  should  be  a 
schedule  of  landlords'  dilapidations,  and 
that  in  the  case  of  tenancies  from  year  to 
year  there  should  be  a  limit  to  the  land- 
lord's claim  under  Section  6  for  waste  to 
two  years.  But  this  Bill  gives  effect 
to  four  or  five  additional  recommenda- 
tions which  were  made  by  the  committee 
of  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture. 
Further,  it  provides  a  simplified 
method  of  procedure  for  giving  com- 
pensation to  which  the  tenant  is  entitled, 
and  I  think  that  when  that  is  considered 
it  can  hardly  be  said  that  it  is  a  very 


bad  Bill.  The  main  objections  to  the 
Bill  have  turned  upon  the  fact  that  a 
certain  number  of  recommendations  made 
by  the  Chamber  of  Agriculture  and 
other  persons  of  authority  in  farming 
matters  have  not  been  adopted.  But  that 
fact  does  not  in  itself  constitute  any  serious 
indictment  against  the  Bill,  because,  as  I 
understand,  the  whole  of  this  legislation 
in  regard  to  compensation  has  hitherto 
taken  the  form  not  of  imposing  fresh 
terms  upon  unwilling  parties,  but  of 
recognising  and  giving  definiteness  and 
extension  to  those  reasonable  arrange- 
ments which  had  already  to  a  large  extent 
become  customary  owing  to  the  spread  of 
enlightenment  among  those  engaged  in 
agriculture.  Therefore,  in  abstaining  at 
this  stage  from  discus3ing  in  detail  the 
complaints  as  to  what  is  omitted  from  the 
Bill,  it  may  be  urged  generally,  and  as  a 
matter  of  principle  underlying  the  whole 
of  this  Agricultural  Holdings  legislation, 
that  the  Government  are  not  entitled  to 


take  the  wishes  of  this  or  that  body,  how- 
ever well  informed,  and  make  them  com- 
pulsory all  over  the  country  as  part  of 
the  usual  conditions  of  tenancy  unless 
they  have  already  been  so  largely 
adopted  voluntarily  as  to  have  been 
thoroughly  tried  by  experience.  For,  what 
were  the  steps  by  which  this  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  legislation  became  possible  1 
With  the  introduction  of  improvements 
and  scientific  farming  the  defenceless 
position  of  the  out-going  tenant  in  respect 
of  improvements  and  acts  of  husbandry 
was  seen  by  the  most  enlightened  land- 
owners and  land  agents  to  be  unjustifiable, 
and  most  injurious  to  good  farming. 
The  agreements  voluntarily  made  on  the 
best  managed  estates,  between  tho  most 
enlighten^  landlords  and  tenants,  led  the 
way  in  reform.  Smaller  properties  and 
scattered  tenancies  here  and  there  in 
the  neighbourhood  thought  what  had 
been  found  suitable  and  fair  on  the  big 
estate  would  do  for  them,  and  thus, 
gradually,  the  "  custom  of  the  country  " 
arose  of  making  such  and  such  allow- 
ances. But  at  this  stage  of  progress  a 
fresh  difficulty  presented  itself.  When  a 
tenancy  was  determined  and  any  dispute 
arose,  there  was  often  gieat  doubt  as  to 
whether  the  custom  to  be  relied  upon 
really  applied  to  that  precise  locality,  or 
whether  it  would  be  wiser  to  rely  upon 
a  slightly  different  custom  which  was  also 
very  prevalent  at  no  great  distance  fro\xv 
the  farm  in  c^ueatiow.    TVi^  wc<&«.  <2^  <&».^ 

3Q2 


1571 


Agriculiural 


{COMMONS} 


HokUfi^s  mi. 


157i 


custom  was  necessarily   vagiie,   and,   to 
avoid  the  perplexities  thus  arising,  legis- 
lation was  invoked  to  give  definiteness 
and   universality   of  application  to  such 
customs     as     had     stood     the    te^t    of 
actual     experience,     and     only     needed 
to  be  freed  from  the  doubts  and  vague- 
ness    and     opportunity     for     litigation 
incidental   to  them.     But  such   customs 
only  applied  where   the  agreement  was 
silent,  and  therefore  the  Acts  were  con- 
fined   to   recognising  certain   rules   and 
methods   of  compensation  as  reasonable 
and    proper  to   be   applied    unless    the 
parties    preferred    to    make    their    own 
arrangements.     A  great  deal  of  whjit  is 
heanl  about  the  power  of  contracting  out 
is  really  directed  against  the  continuance 
of  that  perfect  freedom  of  contract  which 
existed   always  side  by  side  with  those 
customs  of  the  country  whose  vagueness 
was  remedied   by  the   Acts,   but   which 
never  had  any  application  in  over-ruling 
any  agreement  which  the  parties  thought 
fit  to  make.     Now,  judging   the   present 
Bill  by  these  principles,  a  great  deal  may 
be  said  in  favour  of  the  decision  to  refuse 
admission  to  some  of  the  proposals  urged 
from    various   quarters.     And   wherever 
something  which  is  thought  very  desirable 
by  large  and  influentisu  bodies  of  agii- 
culturists  has  been  refused  admission  to 
the  Bill,  I   presume  it  is  on  the  ground 
that  that  particular  matter  is  considered 
to    l)e   not   yet   sufiiciently    adopted    in 
different   paits   of    the    country    to    be 
treated  as  a  custom  re(iuiring  legislative 
recognition  to  remove  uncertainty  in  its 
application,  and  that  it  is  better  to  Iciive 
those    M'ho   insist   strongly   upon    it    to 
make    it    a    matter    of   agreement.      Of  • 
the  matters  which  have  been  omitted,  the 
(question  of  placing  the  laying  down  of  per- 
manent pasture  in  the  second  part  of  the 
first  schedule,  instead  of  in  the  first  part, 
is  undoubtedly  one  of  the  most  importiint 
in  the  estimation  of  the  fanners.    But,  on 
the   other   hand,  it   is  not  one  of  those  ; 
which  the  Royal  Commission  saw  its  way  i 
to  endorse,  and  therefore,  in  the  absence  I 
of  any  stiong  ])(Kly  of  evidence  that  land-  1 
lords  were  unreasonably  withholding  con-  [ 
sent     certainly  a  very  large  acreage  had  j 
l)een  so  laid  clown  within  the  last  ten  or  ; 
fifteen  years— probably  the  Government  : 
regard  this  as  one  of  the  points  which  : 
should  be  left  to  agreement.    But  I  believe  1 
that  the  farmers  atUich  no  less  importance,  j 
ix»rliaps  even  greater  iniix)rtance,  to  the  I 
jToposaJ   that  two  years  and  older  seinls,  ; 
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where  there  Ib  a  good  plant,  and  the  land 
is  clean  and   in  good  heart,  should  be 
placed  in  the  third  part  of  the  schedule, 
i  as  a  matter  for  compensation  iirespecdvr 
:  oi  either  notice  to  or  consent  by  the  land- 
';  lord.      On  this  point  I  think  the  GoTcro- 
j  ment  may  bo  asked  even  now  to  re-ooo- 
sider  the  wishes  of  the  farmers,  and  I 
I  desire  to  join  my  honourable  friend  the 
;  Member  for    North   Hampshire   in  the 
;  remarks  which  he  made  in  thai;  directioB. 
>  I  think  there  is  also  a  goocl  deal  to  be 
I  said,  in  the  interests  of  the  parties  and 
for  promoting  the  speedy   settlement  of 
disputes,  for  adopting  the  pit>po8aI  of  tbe 
Koyal    Commission  that   the    period  in 
respect  of   which   the    landlords    might 
I  claim  for  waste  or  breach,  under  Section  6 
!  of  the  Act,  should  be    limited    in    the 
I  case  of  tenancies  from  year  to  year  to  i 
period  of  two  years.     On  this  point,  hoT- 
.  ever,  at  the  proper  stage  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  discuss  the  eTect  of  the  repeal  of 
Section  6  and  the  sul)stitution   of  other 
provisions.     But  on  the  point  of  putting 
the  two  years  and  older  seeds  into  the 
third  pait  of  the  schedule,  I  feel  sure  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  see  hit 
way  to  meet  the  farmei-s,  he  will  find  he 
has  in  no  way    rendered    the    Bill   less 
acceptable    to  the    agricultural  interesU 
generally.     In  regani  to  the  Scotch  daim 
for  separate  legislation,  I  think  the  hon 
and    learned    Member   for   the    Uawick 
Burghs  is  not  (juite  correct  in  saying  thai 
there  is  no  precedent  whatever  for  joining 
the  two  countries  in  one  Bill,  in  spite  oif 
divergencies   of    language   and    even   d 
practice,  where*  there  are  strong  grounds 
of  convenience  for  doing  so.      I  remember 
myself  when  the  law  regai-ding   bills  of 
exchange- -a    law   largely  originating  in 
custom    -was  codified,  the  admirable  way 
in  which  the  Scotch  lawyers  worked  with 
the  English  lawyers,  and  several  compro- 
mises   Mere    ettected,    so    as    to    secure 
uniformity  for  the  whole  country,  and  w* 
gi'ievance  has  existed  since.      I  cong^ltl^ 
late  the  right  hon.  (Tcntleman  on  having 
j)i"(Kluced  a  really  useful  measure. 

Mk.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire. 
P].) :  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Abingiittn 
Division  has  slightly  misapprehended 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  leame<i 
Meml)er  for  the  HaAvick  Burghs.  Wr 
did  not  object  at  all  in  regard  to  the 
Bills  of  Exchange  Act  to  uniform  legisla- 
tion for  England  and  Scotland.  The 
point  of  my  hon.  and  Iciinied  friend  wa-N 
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that  on  the  subject  of  agricultural  legis- 
lation we  have  had  in  the  past  separate 
measures  and  a  separate  system  of  ad- 
ministration to  which  we  are  accustomed, 
which  we  know  well,  and  trust  well  ; 
and  we  claim  here  our  right  that  this 
subject  shall  be  treated  separately  in  the 
future  as  in  the  past  by  separate  Acts  of 
Parliament,  so  that  our  constituents  may 
clearly  apprehend  it  without  difficulty. 
I  do  not  propose  to  follow  the  obser- 
vations of  my  hon  and  learned  frioncL 
because  he  has  analysed  with  great  skill 
the  details  of  this  Bill.  The  hon.  Mem 
ber  for  Thirsk  made  an  unfortunate  ob- 
servation when  he  appealed  to  our  human 
instincts  not  to  prolong  this  debate.  He 
went  on  to  say  that  when  a  Liberal  party 
was  in  power  they  did  not  amend  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act.  The  Liberal 
party  were  in  office  up  to  1886,  but  I  do 
not  think  that  Mr.  Gladstone  with  the 
Home  Rule  question  on  hand  could 
have  attempted  to  amend  the  Act  which 
had  only  been  passed  two  years  before. 

*Mr.  LONG:  The  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
pears to  have  forgotten  that  the  Liberal 
party  were  in  office  from  1892  to  1895. 

Mr.   BUCHANAN:   In  1893,    1894, 
and    1895,   upon   every   occasion   of  the 
introduction    of   the  Queen's  speech,  an 
Amendment  was  moved  from  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  clamouring  for  legisla- 
tion on  this  subject,  and  complaining  of 
the  neglect  of  legislation  on  agriculture 
by  the  Liberal  Government.  The  Amend- 
ment in  1893  was  moved  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Kipon,  in  1894  by  the 
hon.   Baronet  the    Member  for  Central 
Sheffield,  and  in  1895  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Basingstoke.     Not  content  with 
that,  in  1894  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber   for    South-east    Essex   moved    the  I 
adjournment  of  the  House  as  a  matter  of  ; 
definite  public  importance  on   the    13th  j 
April,*  and  was  supported  by  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman   the   President    of    the  I 
Board  of  Agriculture.  I 

I 
*Mr.  long  :  Quote  my  words. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  The  right  hon.  | 
(gentleman  asks  me  to  quote  his  words.  | 
I  will  quote  his  words.  ' 

*Mr.  LONG:  I  beg  pardon;  I  mis- 
understood the  hon.  Gentleman.    I  under- 

*  See  y%e  Parliainenkun/  Debates  [Fourth 
SeiieH],  Vol.  xxiii.,  page  342. 


stood  him  to  st&te  that  I  moved  an 
Amendment  as  to  the  necessity  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  In  so  far  as  the 
neglect  of  the  interest  of  agriculture 
included  the  question  of  tenants'  compen- 
sation. I  venture,  to  quote  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  words.  They  are  very  apt 
words,  and  better  express  what  we  think 
than  any  words  of  mine.  In  February, 
1893,  when  supporting  a  motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  said — 

"  A  nam  ber  of  Meiiibew  opposite  have  V>een 
returned  to  the  HouMe  on  an  agricultural  plat- 
form. During  the  General  Eleccion  they  never 
tired  of  telling  their  constituents  how  much 
they  would  do  if  they  were  returned  to  the 
HouHe,  hut  they  have  not  shown  any  great 
eagernesH  in  thiJs  deljate  to  redeem  the  pledges 
they  have  given."* 

Does  not  that  apply  to  the  present  con- 
dition of  affairs?  When  the  present 
Government  came  into  power  at  the  last 
General  Election,  and  this  Parliament 
assembled  in  August,  1895,  my  hon.  and 
gallant  friend  the  Member  for  East  Norfolk 
moved  an  Amendment  to  the  Address  in 
the  exact  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Basingstoke,  which  was  received  with  very 
great  indignation  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Basin^toke  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture, though  they  had  previously 
supported  a  similar  Amendment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  on  the  16th  of 
August,  1895,  said — 

"  When  the  right  time  came  they  would  be 
prepared  with  their  proposals  and  HUggestions 
— not  merely  to  lay  them  before  the  House, 
but  to  give  tnera  practical  effect,  "t 

That  was  nearly  five  years  ago.  \Miat 
happened  shortly  after  that  '\  On  the 
very  first  day  of  the  session  of  1896  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agricultuit 
gave  notice  from  the  front  bench  that  or 
an  early  day  he  would  ask  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  amend  the  law  in  regard  to 
agricultural  holdings,  but  from  that  day 
until  March  12th,  1900 — a  lapse  of  more 
than  four  years— no  further  step  was 
taken  to  further  the  subject,  by  a  party 
in  possession  of  a  majority  of  140  !  Now 
after  four  years  we  have  the  Bill  before  us. 

*  See  The  Parliamentary  Debater  [Fourth 
Series],  Vol.  viii.,  page  704. 

t  See  IbUl.,  Vol.  xx.tn.,  ^^a^'ZA^. 
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The  hoii.  Member  for  Basingstoke  speaks 
of  this  Bill  as  a  small  amenaing  Bill,  and 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  South- 
east Essex  considers  it  as  good  a  Bill  as 
you  can  expect  under  the  circumstances.  I 
do  not  think  these  words  very  enthusiastic. 
They  remind  me  of  the  Indian  proverb, 
that  it  is  better  to  have  a  one-eyed 
maternal  uncle  than  no  uncle  at  all. 
That  is  the  way  these  hon.  Gentlemen 
are  prepared  to  support  this  Bill  instead 
of  a  Bill  of  a  more  substantial  character. 
But  let  us  see  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  colleagues  said  they  were 
going  to  do  to  relieve  agriculture.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  very  short 
speech  he  made  when  he  introduced  this 
Bill  told  us  he  was  going  to  settle  all  the 
difficulties  between  owners  and  occupiers 
of  land ;  but  when  we  come  to  see  the 
Bill,  and  listen  to  the  debate  on  it,  I 
think  that  the  performance  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  Jags  very  far  indeed 
behind  his  promise  on  that  occasion.  In 
the  month  of  December,  1898,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  addressing  the  annual 
meeting  of  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agri- 
culture, spoke  of  the  necessity  of  amend- 
,  ing  the  law  in  regard  to  the  occupation 
of  the  land,  and  hoped  he  M'ould  be  in  a 
position  to  do  so  very  soon.     Can  any 
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to  say  that  compensation  for  improyenoiii 
would  be  given  by  the  UniomstB  if  tky 
were     returned     to     power ;  that   tk 
Unionists  wished  to  give  to  the  Ei^ik 
farmer  the  opportunities    and    httwSan 
possessed     by     the     Irish    tenan^  «f 
becoming  owners  instead  of  occupien  d 
their  holdings,  and  so  far  as  the  Colonid 
Secretary  could,  he  would  endeaTour  d 
persuade    the  Government  to  brinff  ii 
a  scheme,  on  the  lines  of  the  Irish  Lud 
Bill,  to  apply  to  England  and  ScotlanL 
No  action  whatever  has  been  taken  by  the 
Government,  and   for  a    Minister  to  g» 
down     and    contest     an     election    wm 
specious  promises  of  that  character,  and 
not  make  an  effort  to  carry  them  oat^  is  a 

fross  imposture.  In  view  of  the  pramim 
eld  out  to  the  agricultural  elecUMn  d 
this  country  at  the  time  of  the  Genenl 
Election,  I  think  the  Bill  which  we  have 
heard  discussed  to-night  cannot  fail  to  \tt 
considered  unsatisfactory.  It  onljdflib 
\vith  the  merest  fringe  of  the  quertkn. 
and  is  a  beggarly  redemption  of  tke 
promises  made  to  the  agricultural  interest 
by  its  promoters  and  supporters.  I  hive 
heard  ynth.  great  interest  the  statement 
made  with  regard  to  the  new  scheme  d 
arbitration ;  but  having  studied  this  KD 
very  carefully,   I   fail  to  see  where  tbe 


man  reasonably  say  that  this  ver}"^  limited  j  cheapness  comes  in  as  compared  with  the 


and  attenuated  Bill  deals  in  a  satisfactory 
way  with  the  great  question  of  the  I 
ownership  and  occupiition  of  land  ?  But 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture is  not  th(;  only  member  of  Her 
Maje8ty^s  Government  who  has  made 
statements  and  given  promises,  here  and 
elsewhere,  as  to  what  they  were  going 
to  do  foi'  agriculture.  The  Colonial 
Secretary  has  made  promises,  and 
given  rise  to  hopes  no  eftectual  ful- 
filment of  which  has  ever  been 
given.  I  am  not  going  to  ([uote 
from  any  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  unregenerate  days,  but 
from  a  speech  he  made  on  July  22nd, 
1895.  That  was  in  the  middle  of  the 
General  Election,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleraaii  held  the  important  post  of 
Colonial  Secretary,  and  when  he  was 
looked  upon  as  one  of  the  most  important 
members  of  the  Government.  He  has 
told  us  that  the  old  Government  could 
not  give  time  to  Phiglish  agriculture,  but 
they  could  give  time  for  the  Irish  Land 
Bill,  and  then  he  made  the  usual  allusion 
to  the  honest  English  tenants  and  the 
dishonest  Irish  tenants,  and  he  went  on 

Mr,  Burhnnan. 


present  method  of  procedure.  Thil 
method  would  l)e  one  of  the  Iwt 
which  could  be  adopted  if  it  couW  I* 
made  cheap,  and  I  hope  we  shall  have 
some  explanation  from  the  right  hoc 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  it.  I  wcniki 
suggest  that  the  work  be  Ciirried  out  by 
an  ar})iter.  In  special  cases  there  might 
be  two  and  an  umpire.  Appeals  to  the 
High  Court  in  England  or  to  the  Court  ol 
Session  in  Scotland  are  to  be  depnr- 
cated.  Now,  with  reganl  to  the  Bill,  wf 
have  overwhelming  evidence  in  the 
Report  of  the  lioyal  Commissioo 
that  the  system  of  the  Agncnl- 
tural  Act  of  1883,  both  in  England 
and  Scotland,  has  lamentably  failed.  Ii 
has  absolutely  failed  to  carry  out  the 
I  purposes  it  was  intended  to  serve.  Surek 
it  would  have  been  worth  the  while  of 
the  Government  under  those  circnm- 
stances  to  start  ih  novo^  and  endeavour  U» 
establish  a  new  method  for  the  benefit 
of  the  tenants  in  the  future.  I  am  not 
going  to  suggest  new  legislation,  but  in 
the  Crofters  Acts  there  are  provisions 
not  only  for  the  land  court  and  fixity  of 
tenure,  but  for  giving  the  tenants  com- 
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pensation  for   their  improvements,    and 
if  the  Government  were  to  introduce  a 
sim{de    method    such    as    exists  in  the 
Crofters  Acts  they  would  effi^t  a  real  and 
fundamental  reform.     The  landlord  and 
tenant  would  endeavour  to  agiee  as  be- 
fore, but  if  they  did  not  agree  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  would  appoint  an  arbiter. 
The  general  demand    in    Scotland    has 
been    that    official    arbiters    should    be 
appointed,  so  that  farmers  could  send  to 
the    Sheriff   and    an    arbiter  could    be 
appointed  and  quickly  settle  the  difference 
Mtween   the   landlord   and    the   tenant. 
There  will   be  great   disappointment   in 
Scotland  that  such  a  scheme  has  not  been 
carried  out.     This  Bill  will  not  apply  to 
improvements   which   have   been   or  are 
now  being  made,  but  only  to  such  improve- 
ments as  are  commenced  after  it  comes 
into   force.      That  is  carrying  its  non- 
retrospective    aspect    to    great    lengths. 
Then,   again,  if  there   are    suitable  and 
proper  tribunals  to  assess  improvements 
there  is  no  need  for  any  schedule.    Of  the 
new  matters  in  the  schedule  I  can  only 
find    osier    beds,    which    Scotland    does 
not  possess,  and  orchards,  of  which  she 
has    very    few.     They    are    very   small 
alterations    indeed    from    the     existing 
schedule  of  improvements.     I  join  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hawick  in  what 
he   said  against    the    President   of    the 
Board  of  Agriculture  having  anything  to 
do  with  this  Department  in  future.     The 
Board    of     Agriculture    is    an    English 
Department  having  no  office  in  Scotland, 
and  its  Minister,  always  an  Englishman, 
though,  no  doubt,  conversant  with  English 
affairs,  cannot  be  expected  to  be  conver- 
sant with   Scottish    affairs.     I    have    a 
great    admiration    for    the     right    hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  way  he  dealt  with 
the  rabies  question,  but  no  one  knows 
better  than  himself  what  a  farce  his  con- 
nection with  Scotland  is.     He  goes  down 
there  once  a  year,  and  attends  a  confer- 
ence of  the  agricultural  societies  in  the 
afternoon  and  a  dinner  in  the  evening.    I 
have  never  attended    these   conferences 
myself,  but  I  understand  that  in  the  after- 
noon speeches  are  made  to  him,  and  I  am 
sorry  to  say  at  him,  and  in  the  evening 
he  makes  a  speech,  when  I  am  happy  to 
say   his  hearers  are  better  prepared  to 
listen  to  him  than  earlier  in  the  day.  But 
that  is  not  business  :    it  is  not  the  way 
we  want  the  agricultural  affairs  of  Scot- 
land   dealt    with.      Our    countries    and 
customs  are  distinct,  and  this  is  the  first 


step  which  has  been  taken  fof  eitending 
the    administration    of    departments  in 
England    to    a    purely    Scotch    matter, 
because  by  this  Bill  we  are  gi^'ing  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  a  similar  position 
in  Scotland  to  that  which  it  holds  in  Eng- 
land.     Scotch  farmers  generally  prefer 
to  deal   with    the   Sheriff,    whom    they 
know  and  whose  mode  of  work  they  know, 
rather  than  with  a  new  Department  like 
the  Board  of  Agriculture,  which  dwells  a 
long  way  off  and  which  cannot  be  fully 
alive   to   their  interests.     The    benefits, 
such  as  they  are,  conferred  by  this  Bill 
are  meant  to  be  valuable  to  all  tenants, 
but  when  it  is  worked  out    in  view  of 
agriculture  in  Scotland,  it  will  be  found 
that  the  Bill  is  largely  inoperative.     It 
contemplates    farms    of    a     large    size, 
and   a  system   of    tenure    under   which 
improvements  are  effected   by  the  land- 
lord.     It   contemplates  giving  facilities 
and   advantages   to   the   larger   class   of 
tenants,    which   is   the  only  class  which 
was  able  to  take  advantage  of  the  Act  of 
1883 ;  the  smaller  tenants  of  Aberdeen- 
shire could  not  use  the  Act  of  1883,  nor 
can  they  use  this  Act.     The  cost  forbids 
it,   and   the    procedure  forbids  it.     To 
them  this  Bill  will  be  a  dead  letter.     In 
Aberdeenshire  in  1881  there  were  11,300 
farms,  of  which  over  6,000  were  under 
£30   in   annual  value,  and  3,300   under 
£10,    and    2,700   under    £100.      More 
than  half  of  the  men  represent  that  class 
to  which  this  procedure  is  inapplicable. 
In  West  Aberdeenshire  there  are  3,045 
farms,    two-thirds   of    which   are    under 
£30,  and  in  those  cases  all  the  improve- 
ments  have  been  made    by  the  tenant, 
and  all  the  improvements  in  cultivation 
also.     The  late  Government  endeavoured 
to  benefit  these  tenants  by  extending  the 
operations  of  the  Crofters  Acts  to  them, 
and  exception  was  taken  because  we  were 
proposing  measures  of  emergency  exceed- 
ing the   then    present    needs.     On  that 
occasion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  that,  in 
his  opinion,  small  tenants  had  an  absolute 
right  to  be  protected  in  their  improve- 
ments, and  he  would  like  to  see  that  pro- 
tection extended  in    a  safe  form  to  all 
cases  where  the  tenant  had  taken  pains  to 
improve  the  holding  which  he  occupied. 
I  venture  to  say  these  tenants  have  been 
unable  to  take  advantage  of  the  Act  of 
1883,  and  will  be  unable  to  take  advan- 
tage of  this  when  it  is  passed.     To  four- 
fifths  of  the  tenants  of  Scotland  it  will  not 
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apply  at  all,  and  the  remainder,  by  its  |  of  conventionalities,  which  we  hearaguiut 

operation,  will  obtain  far  less  than  their  x  every  single  measure  which  does  not  oone 

just  demands.  from  the  other  side.     The  only  thing  1 

have  not  heard  it  called  is  an   "insidious 

Mr.  J.  H:  JOHNSTONE  (Sussex,  Hor-    measure.'*     We  have  heard  all  the  other 

sham):  It  must  indeed  Ihj  gratifying  to  the    usual  comments,  such  as  "  it  is  not  doing 

Government  that  the  only  criticism  which    f^f  it  is  intended  to  do,"  "  it  goes  too 

4.1, •     t»ii   u  4.      '^\.  s    ^  4r\.r.  r^^Xs^r.  \  *^^y     " it  dQcs  uot  CO  far  cnoiigh,    andao 

this  Bill  has  met  with  from  the  other  ;^^^;    j^  ^^^^^   .^^^  ^   ^     6^^, 

side  has  been  a  rehearsal  of  advanced  ;  ^^^^.  ^j  satisfaction  to  us  all  to  knw 
proofs  of  election  literature,  and  yet  such  ■  that  so  little  is  n^quired  to  make  the  rcli- 
has  practiciilly  been  the  case.  The  hon.  tionship  of  landlord  and  tenant  work 
Member  for  Hawick  Burghs  has  said  smoothly  and  ea-ily  for  the  future.  The  fwt 
that  there  would  be  some  difficulty  in  is  there  is  no  doubt  about  it  that  the  oitf- 
translatiiig  the  terms  of  the  measure  into  nary  agricultural  tenant  cherishes  the 
, .        4.-       4.  u  *   r  r    -J  i.u  *    idea  that  he  can  make  a  much  better  wr- 

his  native  tongue,  but  I  am  afraid  that :  ^^.^^  ^^^  1^.^^^!^  ^^^^  ^^  .^  ^^^j^  U^^^ 

the  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  appreciated  i  can  make  for  him,  and  I  think  he  is  ri^t. 
his  own  powers  as  a  translator,  and  I  am  1 1  will  point  out  one  or  two  apparent  coii- 
quite  certain  that  he  must   very  unduly  j  tradictions  in  this  Bill.  Sub-clause  .3  sap 
under-estimate  the   ability   of   his  fellow  \  that  in  ascertaining  the  compensation  anr 
countrymen — the  ability   of    the  Scotch  j  benefits    which   the   landlord   has  given 
tenant  to  discover  anything  which  might !  are    to    l:)e    taken    into    account.      Bat 
be  to  his  material  interest  and  advantage,  :  in  Sul>-clause  5  we  find  that  it  says  that 
put   it   in   what  language  and   in   what  J  nothing   in   this   sectrion — and  therefore 
terms  you  like.     In  my  opinion  the  right  •  not  the  benefits — nothing  in  this  section 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Government  are  ;  is  to  abridge  the  right  of  the  tt- nant  &> 
tobe  heartily  congratulated  on  this  measure.  '  claim  compensation  under  customs  agree- 
No  doubt  the  incubation  of  the  measure  |  ments  or  otherwise.      Well,    as  I  umier- 
has  been  long ;  it  has  been  mentioned  in  |  stand  it,  this  means  that  if  the   tenant 
many  a  gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  \  thinks  he  can  do  better  for  himself  by  not 
and  it  has  been  subject  to  many  a  kindly  '  taking    into    consideration    the    benefits 
reference  at  many  of  the  festive  gather- .  which  he  has  already  got  from  the  lawl- 
ings  following  the  agricultural  meetings,    lord,  he  is  at  liberty  to  throw  him  over- 
It  is  the  production   of  three  gentlemen    board  altogether.  I  hardly  think  that  this 
whose  names  are  on  the  Imck  of  the  Bill    is  a  fair  and  satisfactory  waj^  of  deaUng 
—  gentlemen    of    marked   ability,    great    with   this  subject,  but  I  believe  a  good 
perseverance,  and  great  resource — and  I    deal    may  depend  upon  that  mysterioojt 
can  hardly  suppose  that  the  long  period    word  "  otherwise, '  which  perhaps  then* 
that   these   three  gentlemen   have    been  .  may  be  some  difficulty  in  translating  into 
l)ending  over  the  cauldron  has  caused  the    the  Scotch  tongue.      When  I  haci  some 
soup  absolutely  to  })oil  away.     I  say  that  ^  elements  of  law  instilled  physically  int«» 
the  Government  and  the  House  are  to  be    my  brain,  I  remember  one  of  the  maxims 
heartily  congratulated  on  this  measure,    in  those  days  was  that  the  law  existed 
because  it  is  a  source  of  real  congratula-    for  the  benefit  of  people  who  took  care  of 
tion   that   after   so    many   deliberations,    their  own  interests,  and  not  for  those  whi» 
after  such  careful  investigations,  and  after  '  slept  upon  their  rights,  and  it  seems  rather 
so   much    criticism    they    have    had    in  \  a  violation  of  th«it  ancient  maxim  to  say 
dealing    with     this    subject,    they    find  :  that  the    tenant  may  claim  by  custom, 
that     the     relationship     between     land-    by  agreement,   or  otherwise.     Thus  thf 
lord      and      tenant      is      of      such      a    niiui   who   has   slept  on   his   rights,  who 
nature  that  all  that  is  needed  to  make  it  i  has     been     perfectly     careless     of     hi?* 
absolutely  perfect  is  to  be  found  within  :  interests,    is    to    1x3    allowed    to     come 
the  four  corners  of  this  Bill.  The  Govern-  j  in      and     claim     all     the      advantap? 
ment  is  also  to  be  congratulated  that  the  i  in   this,   which,    after    all,     I    suppose. 
measure   has   been   reiul  with   the   most :  is  a  measure  of   considerable   substance, 
friendly  feelings,  at  all  events  by  those  ,  I   think   it     is    a    great    pity    that    wi- 
M'hom  it  is  intended  to  benefit,  whilst  the    should   have   ininxluced    such    words  as 
hostility  to  the  measure  has  been  confined  .  '*  custom  agreements  and  otherwise' *'  for 
to  the  conventionalities  of  delwite,  the  sort !  ascei-taining    the   compensation.       While 
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we  were  about  it  we  should  have  made  a  |  you  cannot  measure  damage  in  pounds, 


measure  which  was  quite  comprehensive 
and  inclusive,  one  which  could  be  recorded 
both   in   the    English    tongue    and    the 


shillings  and  pence.  As  far  as  I  know, 
penal  rent  has  never  worked  injustice  or 
been  complained  of  by  any  man  on  whom 


Scottish   tongue  as  "  The  Charter  of  the    it  has   been    executed.     I  am  not  alto- 
Agricultural    Tenants    Freedom  ;    price  I  gether  satisfied  with  the   provision  as  to 


compensation  as  given  in  the  first  clause, 
though  I  am  very  well  satisfied  to  see  that 
expression  about "  the  inherent  capabilities 
of  the  soil "  disappear.  I  think  it  might 
be  well  worth  considering  whether 
amount  awarded  should  be 
valuv*     to     an     incoming      tenant. 


twopence."  He  might  be  able  to  buy  it, 
t«ke  it  home,  and  study  it ;  look  upon  it 
as  his  own  measure,  and  hang  it  up  in  his 
.sitting-room ;  and  there  he  could  have  it 
in  front  of  him  at  a  very  moderate  price, 
MO  that  at  all  events  he  might  please  him-  \  the 
Holf  bv  imagining  that  he  understands  an  I  the 

Act  of  Parliament.  After  all,  there  is  a  I  woull  luther  suggest  that  it  should  be 
great  deal  to  praise  in  this  measure.  I  !  the  ca'Mtalised  value  of  the  amount  by 
know  the  difficulties  of  Parliamentary  pro-  j  which  the  vahie  of  the  holding  in  the 
cedure,  and  I  am  quite  aware  in  a  session  .  open  market  at  the  time  of  the  determi- 
8uch  as  this  it  might  be  a  little  difficult  nation  of  the  tenancy  is  increased  by 
to  pass  a  complete  measure  dealing  with  |  improvement.  That  would  be  fair  to 
this  subject.  The  main  feature  of  the  Bill  j  both  parties,  and  would  give  a  standard 
is  the  simplicity  of  its  procedure.  That  is  a  |  which  the  arbitmtors  could  work  by  and 
mostpraiseworthy  object  which  commands  ,  would  have  no  difficulty  in  adopting.  I 
sympathy.  One  of  the  objections  to  the  j  have  only  one  other  word  to  say  with 
principal  Act  was  the  ela}K)rate  nature  of  \  regard  to  the  measure,  and  that  is  that  I 
Its  procediu'e,  and  the  immense  number  !  greatly  regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
of  notices  and  forms  which  had  to  be  ex- ;  man  has  not  dealt  with  one  subject,  and 
changed  )>etween  the  parties.  It  has  i  made  a  complete  and  entire  sweep  of  what 
sometimes  seemed  to  me  that  those  pro-  i  I  consider  to  be,  after  all,  an  unreal  and 
eodure  clauses  in  the  principal   Act  had    unsubstantial  grievance.     I  am  sorry  he 

has  not  dealt  with  the  sitting  tenant.  I 
say  it  is  an  unreal  and  a  theoretical 
grievance.  In  theory  it  is  difficult  to 
justify.  It  is  difficult  to  see  why  a  man 
who  elects  to  remain  in  his  holding, 
increased  rent,  perhaps 
at  the  same  rent  when  it  might  have 
been  let  to  another  man  at  a  lower  rent, 
and  does  not  face  the  discomforts,  and  in 


been  framed  by  law  stationers.     I  cannot 

imagine   any   other    human   being    who 

could  have  compiled  them  than  those  who 

sell  forms  at  so  much  a  dozen.     It  is  very 

praiseworthy    that     the     procedure    for 

assessing   compensation   under   the  prin- !  perhaps  at  an 

cipal  Act  should  be  so  much  simplified  as 

it  is  in  this  measure.     Provision  is  made 

for  settling  disputes  by    one   arbitrator 


imless  the  parties  othem-ise  desire  ;  but  i  some  cases  the  expense,  of  moving,  should 
why  not  )>e  content  with  making  it  the  1  be  in  a  worse  position.  Theoretically  it 
real  state  of  things  that  arbitration  shall  I  is  a  grievance,  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
be  before  a  single  arbitrator  1  The  second  |  it  is  an  unreal  and  unsubstantial 
partoftheclause, providing ahearing before  ;  grievance.  I  think  it  is  a  pity  the  ridit 
two  arbitrators,  is  purely  voluntary.  The  !  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has  dealt  with  other 
tenant  is  not  obliged  to  take  advant^ige  of  '  matters  in  so  satisfactory  a  manner,  has 
it,  and  I  do  not  think  he  ought  to  be  en- 1  not  swept  away  that  last  real,  shadow  of  a 
couragedto.  He  does  not  want  an  Act  I 
of  Parliament  to  say  that  he  may  if  he  ' 


may 
likes.  I  cannot  congratulate  the  Govern- 
ment on  their  proposal  to  abolish  penal 
rents.  If  they  are  abolished  there  oiight 
to  be  some  such  provision  as  this :  "  The 
tenant    shall  not   break  up  old  pasture 


platform  grievance.  I  am  certain  it  does 
not  pass  the  wit  of  mankind  to  discover 
words  to  do  it.  I  have  felt  it  my  duty 
to  criticise  in  no  hostile  or  unfriendly 
manner  the  proposals  of  my  right  hon. 
friend.  I  congratulate  him  on  having 
produced  a  Bill  which  sweeps  away  an 


until  he  has  given  sufficient  notice  to  the  i  immense  amount   of  antiquated  rubbish 


landlord  to  enable  him  to  apply  for  an 
injunction  in  a  Court  of  Chancery."  It 
would  not  be  an  unreasonable  thing  that 
a  landlord  should  have  sufficient  notice  to 
defend  his  rights  in  a  court  of  law,  if  he 
thinks  fit  to  do  so.     It  is  a  thing  of  which 


in  procedure.  It  is  a  Bill  which  I  believe 
will  be  appreciated  and  welcomed  b}' 
those  whom  he  desires  to  benefit,  and 
will  be  approved  alike  by  landlords  and 
tenants. 
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Sir  W.  WRDDERBUKX  (Banffshire) : 
The  position  of  the  Scotch  tenanU  differs 
considerably  from  that  of  the  tenants  in 
p]ngland.     My   hoii.   friend  the  Member 
for   East  Aberdeen  has  already  pointed 
that    out     to    a    ceitain    extent.       The 
essential    diilerence    between    the    Eng- 
lish  tenants  and   the    crofters  has   been 
recognised  by  legislative  enactment.     We 
have  separate  legisLition  fi)r  the  crofters  ; 
and    what  is  the  reasiMi  of  that  ?     It  is 
lHH.*ause,  whereas  in  EIngland  the  landlord 
almost    invariably    makes    the  improve- 
ments, ii  the  crofting  districts  the  tenants 
make  the  improvements.     Therefore,  the 
nivsumption  in  the  one  case  is  that  the 
nnpix>vements  ai-e  niaiie  by  the  landlord, 
and  in  the  other  ai'^e  the  presumption  is 
that  the  inipiwements  are  made  by  the 
tenant,  and  it   is  evident  that  the  same 
})nK'tHiuiv   i!>  not  suitable  to  meet  these 
two  sets  of  cases.     .  The  improvements 
nmde  by  the  croftei*s  are  not  of  a  small 
kind,  but  of  the  most  soliil  kind.     It  is 
the  custom  in  Scotland  for  the  crofter  to 
reclaini    the  land,  to   drain  it,   to   clear 
away    UmKlers,    and    actually    to  build 
liouaes    upon    the   land.     He    is  not   in 
a    iKvsition    ti»    W    Cinnpared    with   the 
Knglish    tenaiit  wht^  is  simply  claiming 
for    una>nsumtHl  manures.      My  consti- 
tuents aiv   in  almwt  exactly   the   same 
}K>sitii>n   as  the  tenants  in  the   crofting 
counties  acix^v^   the    Spey.      The    small 
farmers  in  the  north  of  Scotland  are  in 
an   aUi>gether    liitVerent    position     from 
thaso  in  Hunipshiiv    or  Gloucestershire, 
wluMV  tliey  do  not  dream  of  making  im- 
provements.    The  extreme  inconvenience 
i»f  applying  the  si^nie  law   to  both  cases 
is  at  iHiee  shown  if  we  look  at  the  first 
sehedule,  in  which  buihlings  are  excluded. 
I  have  heaixl  smne  hon.  Gentleman  say 
that    it  wouKl  be  absunl  to  put  buildings 
in  the  tii*st  seheilule,  btvause  the  landlord 
alnii>st  always  makes  x\\{^  buildings,  and 
t)mt        it        is       ipiite      an        unusual 
tiling    tor    the    tenant     t*)     make  them. 
It  is  eviilent  that  an  Act  Avhich  applies  to 
ho{\\  classes  is  not  a  suiuible  one  for  the 
|KH>ph^  in  my  part  of  the  country.     The 
fart  is  that  the  jH»ople  of  P5anffshire  and 
Aberdivnshiiv  tlo  not  ditier  from  those  in 
the  crofting  counties  in  the  north-west  of 
Srotlaml  in  any  respect  except  that  they 
«h»  not  go  in  for  raitls  and  disturbances. 
1  have  very  little  doubt,  though  I  say   it 
with  regret,  thai  if  the  area  of  disturb- 
aiiei^s    hatl     exiendtnl    to   that  part  the 


people  there  would  probably  have  heen 
included  in  the  Croftere  Act.      In  18» 
I  brought  forward  a  Bill  to  extend  the 
Crofters  Act  to  ceitain  counties  in  the 
north-east  of  Scotland,  and   the  GoTen- 
ment  of  the  day  accepted  an  Amendmoit 
to  that  effect  in  their  Bill  to  amend  dw 
Crofters  Act.       Unfortunately,    it   w» 
very  strongly  opposed.     My   hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  West  Aberdeenshire  hu 
referred  to  the   remarks   of   the  (N^esent 
Leader  of  the    House  on  that  occaaon. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  strongly  op- 
posed the  extension  of  the  Crofters  Art 
to  these  counties,  but  he  quite  admitted 
the  need  of  an  impiovemeut  )>eing  made, 
and  he  spoke  quite  warmly  on  the  subjeet 
I  therefore  feel  that  we  can  appeal  to  him 
that  if  the  Crofters  Act  is  not  extraded 
we  shall  at  any  rate  have  the   greateit 
possible  benefit  from  the  amendment  (if 
the  Agricidtui-al  Holdings  Act,  and  that 
wo  may  luive  a  separate  Act  for  Scotkni 
The  matter  can  then  be  dealt  with  insudi 
a  way  that  Scotch   public   opinion  will 
have  due  weight  in  modifying  its  prori- 
sions.     Reference  has  been  made  to  tiie 
good  management  of  the  Fife  estates,  a 
great  many  of  which  are  in   Banflbhirf 
It  is  quite  tnie  that  the  estate  rules  oon- 
pletely    protect    the    tenants'*    improrr 
ments.     The  system  of  the  Earls  A  Fife 
was  to  let  crofters  take  up  as  much  land 
as  they  liked  at  a  very  moderate  rent  on 
the  understanding  that  there  woiUd  Ir 
no   enhancement  of  rent,    and   that  the 
landlord    woald   give   them    no   help  in 
reference    to    their   improvements ;   the 
tenants  undertook  to  make  the  impro^"e- 
ments,  and   the  landloixi  undertook  no' 
to  enhance  the  rent.     It  was  a  most  satie- 
factory  arrangement.     The    Eiirl  of  Fife 
who    intrcKluced    the    arrangement    \uf 
been  called  the  "Cxood    Earl,"  and  the 
people  have  prospered  under  the  system, 
but  now  comes    in  the  weiik    point  oi 
such  an  arrangement.      As  long  as  the 
land  belonged  to  the  Fife  estate  it  was  all 
right,  but  the  present   Duke  of  Fife  v 
selling  a  good  deal  of  the  land,  and  the 
purchasers  are  in  no  way  bound  by  these 
rules.      There    is   nothing   whatever  U* 
prevent   the  purchasers  confiscating  thr 
improvements  of  the  tenants  and  raisint 
the  rent  to  the  full  value  of  the  holdings^ 
It  is  necessary  that  the  Act  should  coo- 
template  a  condition   of  things  of    that 
sort,  but  it  is  impossible  to  do  so  if  it  is 
coupled  with  the  English  Act.     I  live  in 
Gloucestershire,  and  there  could  not  be  a 
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greater  contrast  than  between  the  crofter 
of  Banffshire  and  the  small  farmer  of 
Gloucestershire,  and  the  idea  of  the  same 
law  being  suitable  to  both  is  absurd. 
With  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
the  present  Bill,  I  regret  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  agree 
to  the  request  that  the  consideration 
of  the  measure  might  be  postponed 
in  order  to  enable  us  to  consult  our 
constituents  on  the  matter.  But  not  long 
ago  I  took  occasion  to  have  a  very 
thorough  consultation  ^nth  those  of  my 
constituents  who  are  interested  in  land, 
and  therefore  am  in  possession  of  their 
general  views  on  the  subject,  though  not, 
of  course,  with  regard  to  this  particular 
measure.  I  ascertained  what  were  the 
practical  difficulties  with  which  they  had 
to  deal,  and  the  parts  of  the  exist- 
ing Act  of  which  they  approved, 
and  the  parts  of  which  they  dis- 
disapproved.  Very  briefly,  they  approve 
of  the  principle  of  the  Act  of  1883.  That 
Act  laid  down  for  the  first  time  the  ex- 
cellent principle  of  the  ownership  of  the 
tenant  in  his  improvements.  They  also 
accept  with  satisfaction  the  test  by  which 
the  valuation  of  those  improvements  is 
to  be  made — that  is,  the  value  of  the  im- 
provements to  the  incoming  tenants.  But 
they  object  to  all  the  cumbrous  proce- 
dure in  the  Act  which  runs  counter  to 
the  good  principle  therein  laid  down. 
The  reservations,  limitations,  and  restric- 
tions are  such  that  there  are  very  few 
tenants  who  admit  having  received  bene- 
fit from  proceedings  under  the  Act.  A 
tenant  should  be  free  to  go  on  with  his 
work ;  he  must  not  be  continually  look- 
ing round  to  see  if  he  must  give  notice  of 
this,  or  ask  the  permission  of  'he  land- 
lord for  that.  All  his  energies  and  time 
from  morning  to  night  are  needed  if  he 
is  to  make  his  farm  pay.  I  cannot  see 
why  the  excellent  statement  at  the 
beginning  of  the  schedule  should  not  be 
made  the  definition  of  improvements 
which  should  govern  the  whole  Act. 
These  schedules  would  be  very  much 
simplified  if  there  was  a  definition  that 
an  improvement  included  anything  done 
by  the  tenant  whereby  the  letting  value 
of  the  holfling  was  increased.  The  tenant, 
as  a  general  rule,  knows  better  than  the 
landlord  what  is  to  the  benefit  of  tbe 
land,  and  if  he  makes  a  mistake  and  puts 
up  a  building  or  makes  a  watercourse  or 
a  bit  of  road  which  is  not  of  value  to  the 
holding,  the  arbitrator  would  exclude  it. 


and  very  little  other  protection  is  re- 
quired. To  discourage  a  tenant  from 
putting  up  buildings  by  requiring  him  to 
get  the  leave  of  the  landlord  is  a  very 
unfortunate  procedure.  Among  the 
special  needs  of  the  people  in  our  part  of 
country  are  proper  cottages  for  the  farm 
labourers.  The  tendency  at  present  is- 
for  sanitary  inspectors  to  condemn  the 
old  houses  as  being  unfit,  according  to 
modern  sanitary  ideas,  for  human  habi- 
tation. They  are  then  pulled  down,  but 
no  other  cottages  are  erected  in  their 
place.  The  farmer  is  the  man  who 
directly  suffers  from  not  having  houses 
in  which  to  put  his  farm  labourers,  and 
in  the  interests  both  of  farming  and  of 
humanity  he  ought  to  be  encouraged  in- 
every  possible  way  to  put  up  suitable 
cottages  for  the  labourers.  Another 
I  practical  objection  is  with  regard  to  the 
I  question  of  the  sitting  tenant.  I  do  not  at 
all  agree  with  the  view  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
i  ber  opposite  who  said  that  this  was  an 
j  unreal  grievance.  There  could  not 
I  possibly  be  a  more  real  grievance.  The 
most  practical  agriculturist  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  Sir  James  Caird,  says 
it  is  the  fault  of  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act.  The  reason  of  it 
is  very  clear.  At  the  end  of 
a  tenancy  a  good  improving  farmer 
finds  himself  in  a  dilemma :  he 
does  not  want  to  pay  an  enhanced  rent 
upon  his  own  improvements,  and  he  does 
not  want  to  quit.  Either  course  will  be 
ruinous.  The  consequence  is  that  outside 
unfair  competition  can  be  brought  against 
him,  and  a  man  offers  a  rent  which 
includes  the  improvements,  sucks  all  the 
goodness  out  of  the  farm,  and  throws  it 
back  on  the  landlord.  The  reason  we 
wish  to  extend  to  the  sitting  tenant  the 
same  benefits  as  are  given  to  the  quitting 
tenant  is  that  we  wish  to  put  him  on  an 
equal  footing  with  outsiders  in  competi- 
tion for  the  next  lease  of  the  land.  If  he 
is  given  a  lump  sum  equivalent  to  the 
value  of  his  improvements,  or  an  equiva- 
lent reduction  of  rent,  he  will  be  able  to 
defy  the  outside  competition  of  greedy 
and  unscrupulous  men.  The  interesting 
Report  written  by  my  hon.  friend  makes 
it  perfectly  clear  what  a  dangerous*  class 
of  men  these  speculators  and  wanderers 
are.  To  prevent  such  men  ousting  those 
whom  Sir  James  Caird  calls  the  backbone 
of  the  agricultural  interest,  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  the  mischievous  words 
"  on   quitting    his  tenancy "   should   be 
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omitted.     The  next  important   point  is  I  friend  of  the  people  who  tries  to  put  u 
the  question  of  contracting  out.     There  '  mucli  as  possible  into  the  land, 
were  great  complaints  of  that  in  the  old  i 
Act,  because  it  simply  led  to  the  evasion      ♦Mr.    JASPER     MORE     (Shropshire, 


of  the  law  and  to  withdrawing  from  the 
protection  of  the  Act  the  very  men  for 


Ludlow)  said  that  at  the  recent  meeting 
of  the  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  after  an 


whom  it  was  intended.  The  last  point  to  |  explanation  of  the  provisions  of  the  KIL 
which  I  will  at  present  draw  attention  is  '  it  was  unanimously  agreed  to  support  tlie 
the  question  of  administration.  Although  I  measure,  and  probably  a  similar  resak 
the  Act  of  1883  laid  down  in  broad  terms  |  would  have  been  arrived  in  the  House  of 
how  the  vahie  of  the  improvements  was  ■  Commons  if  the  President  of  the  Board  d 
to  be  ascertained,  in  practice  a  very  l>ad  |  Agriculture  had  explained  several  poinu 
mechanical  system  has  sprung  up.  In- !  which  were  cWdently  not  clearly  under- 
stead  of  ascertaining  the  value  of  the  im-  \  stood, 
provements  to  the  incoming  tenant,  the  : 

valuers  make  a  certain  mecluinical  scale  of  1  *Mr,  CHANNING  pointed  out  that  the 
manures,  the  time  by  which  these  were  ■  hon.  Member  was  in  error  in  stating  that 
to  be  exhausted,  and  the  precautions  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agricultare 
which  were  supposed  to  be  taken.  This  |  unanimously  supported  the  Bill.  Th« 
method  entirely  misses  the  object  of  the  •  Chambers  unanimously  adopted  the  report 
first  section  of  the  Act,  because  it  is  I  of  the  committee  upon  the  Bill,  a  report 
very  possible,  and  frequently  happens,  '  which  contained  many  suggestions  of 
that  the  tenant  might  buy  the  wrong  ,  amendment, 
manure ;  he  might  put  in  a  large  quantitv,  ' 

a  great  deal  of  which  would  be  unex-  ♦Mr.  JASPER  MORE  thought  that  as 
hausted,  but  yet  it  would  not  be  of  any  |  well  as  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
use  at  all.  Therefore  to  give  compensa- '  Agricultui*e  being  asked  to  goto  ScotUod, 
tion  in  this  mechanical  way  without  look- '  those  interested  in  Scotland  should  attend 
ing  to  the  results  of  the  manures  is  con-  j  the  meetings  of  English  farmers.  If  that  had 
trary  to  the  principle  upon  which  the  Act  \  been  done  recently  the  speech  of  the  late 
is  founded.  Good  husbandry  is  at  the  \  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  would  have 
J>ottom  of  the  whole  thing.  That  is  the  !  been  saved,  liecause  on  that  occasion  Mr. 
point  to  which  the  greatest  importance  is  i  Elliott  explained  that  whereas  a  consoli- 
attached  by  all  those  farmers  who  are  en- !  dating  Bill  was  desirable,  before  it  could 
thusiasts  in  their  industry,  who  are  really  be  obtained  it  was  necessary  to  pass  thi" 
<lesirous  of  improving  the  land  and  of  amended  measure.  It  would  be  very  in- 
working  it  in  an  artistic  way.  What  you  '  teresting  if  the  House  could  occasionally 
want  to  know  at  the  end  of  a  man's  '<  have  a  lieturii  showing  the  extent  u* 
tenancy  is  not  how  much  of  this  or  that  which  different  Bills  passed  by  Paiiia- 
manure  he  has  put  into  the  land,  but  ;  ment  were  really  carried  out.  Such 
whether  he  has  cultivated  the  farm  care- '  a  Return  would  be  specially  in- 
fully,  whether  the  land  is  clean,  and  so  teresting  with  respect  to  the  Agri- 
o!i.  Every  practical  man  can  tell  you  a  |  cultural  Holdings  Acts.  The  House  bad 
good  deal  in  two  minutes  on  that  point.  '  been  told  by  a  Scotch  Meml>er  thai 
That  should  be  made  a  leading  point  in  this  Bill  would  certainly  not  l)e  adopted 
the  Bill.  We  want  to  encourage  that  in  the  |  in  Scotland,  while  English  Members 
interest  not  only  of  the  tenant  and  of  ■  frequently  said  that  landowners  had 
the  landlo:'d,  but  of  the  whole  community,  such  excellent  agreements  that  they 
I  think  there  is  general  agreement  that  i  would  not  require  this  Bill.  It  thew- 
the  matter  would  be  enormously  simpli- 1  fore  appeared  that  the  House  was  di*- 
fied  if  a  practical  and  scientific  record  \  cussing  an  jicademic  measure,  and  one 
were  taken  of  the  farm  when  a  tenant  i  which  would  not  be  generally  carried  oitt. 
enters  and  a  similar  record  taken  when  he  \  Farmers  in  his  part  of  the  countr}-  hid 
comes  out.  That  would  satisfy  the  man,  ;  had  a  good  deal  of  experience  in  thi* 
and  we  should  get  rid  of  all  the  machinery  ]  question,  and  the  conclusion  they  had 
of  arbitrations  and  so  forth.  At  present  '■  arrived  at  was  that  the  most  important 
the  rules  very  often  work  so  as  to  give  an  thing  was  to  have  good  arbitrators.  In 
advantage  to  the  tenant  who  wishes  to  I  his  country  there  M'as  a  gentleman  of  the 
get  the  most  out  of  the  land,  and  act  as  a  :  greatest  experience  who,  when  ditticult 
penalty  upon  the  deserving  citizen  and  i  questions  arose,  invariably  gave  sat^sfa^ 
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tion  to  both  landlord  and  tenant.  But 
the  Chamber  of  Agriculture  said  there 
was  a  deficiency  of  these  valuers.  Where 
then  were  the  arbitrators  to  come  from  1 
Perhaps  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  would  say  whether  members 
of  the  Institute  of  Surveyors  would  be 
sent  down  for  the  purpose,  and,  if  so,  as 
one  of  the  objects  of  the  Bill  was  to  lessen 
expense,  what  the  expense  would  be. 

♦Mr.  price  (Norfolk,  E.) :  The  hon. 
Member  who  has  last  addressed  the 
House  seemed  to  imagine  that  the  Central 
Chamber  of  Agriculture,  after  the  explana- 
tion which  had  been  given  by  the  Perma- 
nent Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture with  reference  to  this  Bill,  had 
stamped  it  with  the  hall-mark  of  their 
unanimous  approval.  The  hon.  Member 
for  East  Northamptonshire  put  the  hon. 
Gentleman  right  in  that  matter,  but  I 
think  the  real  facts  of  the  case  are  hardly 
yet  understood  by  the  House.  The 
debate  on  this  question  took  place  on  the 
report  of  a  committee  of  the  Central 
Chamber,  and  that  report,  after  the  expla- 
nation offered  by  Mr.  Elliott,  was,  I  believe, 
unanimously  adopted,  but  that  adoption 
was  not  by  any  means  a  complete  and 
absolute  approval  of  this  Bill.  The  Bill 
was  approved  to  a  certain  extent,  because 
no  one  would  be  sorry  to  see  it  pass,  but 
several  omissions  from  it  were  noticed. 
Let  me  quote  to  the  House  a  few  of  the 
remarks  in  the  report  which  do  not  show 
that  unanimous  and  complete  approval 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member.  The 
report  states — 

"  The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  a  clear 
and  simple  Act  consolidating  the  retained  por- 
tions of  the  old  Acts  with  the  provinions  of 
the  amending  Bill  would  be  of  great  service  to 
tenant  farmers." 

The  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture  is 
not  a  very  reactionary  body,  and  no 
doubt  represents  very  largely  the  agri- 
cultural mterest,  perhaps  even  more  the 
landlord  than  the  tenant  interest,  for  I 
certainly  never  remember  a  tenant  farmer 
being  president  of  the  Chamber  since  I 
had  the  honour  of  being  a  Member  of 
this  House  or  of  the  Central  Chamber. 
Then  the  report  continues  — 

"  The  committee  regret  that  tlie  Bill  gives 
the  power  of  contracting  out  of  the  rules  of 
procedure  relating  to  arbitration." 

The  committee  thought  that  those  rules 
ought  to  be  binding  on    everyone,  and 
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ought  not  to  be  subject  to  other  agree- 
ments being  made.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
it  is  the  weaker  tenant  who  always  has 
to  make  that  class  of  agreement;  the 
strong  man  in  all  probability  will  choose 
the  Act,  and  if  not  ho  will  be  able  to 
make  an  agreement  which  probably  repre- 
sents his  views  better  than  the  Act.  But 
an  enormous  number  of  agreements  are 
entered  into  which  one  side  understands, 
and  the  other  does  not,  and  we  should  bo 
most  careful  that  the  procedure  with 
reference  to  arbitration  in  this  Bill  should 
be  universal.     The  report  continues — 

"Your  committee  desire  to  point  out  that  in 
several  very  important  respects  the  Bill  fails  to 
carr>'  out  the  recommendation  of  1894.  These 
were  adopted  by  the  Council  as  a  fair  compro- 
mise between  the  land-owniotj  and  the  land- 
occupying  interests,  and  it  will  be  necessary 
that  the  Bill  should  be  amended  in  these  par- 
ticulars if  it  is  to  satisfy  the  requirements  of 
the  agi'icultural  community." 

I  dare  say  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Thirsk  imagines  that  although 
he  is  entitled  to  make  a  speech  on  the 
Second  Reading,  everyone  else  ought  ta 
hold  his  tongue.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
a  great  many  of  the  objections  of  the 
Central  Chamber  are  objections  of  very 
great  substance,  and  I  must  say  that  the 
form  of  the  Bill,  which  is  not  a  consoli- 
dating  Bill,  but  a  Bill  by  way  of  cross 
reference,  is  a  very  good  subject  for  dis- 
cussion in  this  House,  because  if  this 
Bill  were  to  be  made  into  a  consolidating 
Bill  in  the  Committee  upstairs,  I  venture 
to  think  the  amount  of  Amendments  that 
would  be  required  would  be  enormous. 
Then  the  committee  considered  that  the 
laying  down  of  permanent  pasture  should 
be  transferred  from  Part  1  to  Part  2,  so 
that  notice  should  be  sufficient  instead  of 
permission.  In  view  of  the  changed  con- 
ditions of  agriculture  during  the  last 
twenty  years,  and  the  constantly  increas- 
ing practice  of  converting  arable  land 
into  pasture,  it  was  considered  by  the 
committee  essential  that  compensation 
for  the  unexhausted  value  of  this  improve- 
ment should  be  secured  to  the  tenant. 
With  regard  to  two  years  and  older  seeds 
and  the  increased  fertility  of  a  holding  due 
to  continuous  good  farming,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Basingstoke  seems  to  think  that  a 
record  of  the  holding  should  be  kept,  and 
that  it  would  be  a  very  expensive  matter. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  the  debate  of  1894 
of  the  modest  recommendations  I  ventured 
to  make,  the    one   that  got   uuajoicDkSsvva.. 
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could  be  enforced  in  law  ;  but  if  there  is 
nothing  in  the  point  made  by  the  hon. 
Grentleman,  I  hope  that  he  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  will  not  think  we  are 
against  them.  We  arc  not  in  the  least  in 
favour  of  the  tenant  who  spoils  the 
farm.  He  is  one  of  the  greatest  enemies 
to  agriculture  and  to  his  country,  while 
the  man  who  benefits  a  farm  and  makes 
it  produce  more  than  it  has  previously 
produced  is  a  benefactor.  If  the  hon. 
Member  makes  good  the  point  that  the 
penal  clauses  may  lead  to  the  breaking  up 
of  old  pasture  land,  then  if  the  present 
condition  of  the  Bill  is  not  sufficient  to 
make  the  position  of  the  landlord  secure 
and  to  make  it  pretty  certain  that  farms 
are  not  to  l)e  deteriorated  in  value, 
.speaking  for  myself,  I  am  convinced  that 
if  that  can  be  shown  the  hon.  Member 
ynXX  not  stand  alone  in  proposing  an 
Amendment  making  it  an  impossibility. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Abingdon  Division  of  Berkshire  congratu- 
lated the  Government  very  much,  and  so 
did  the  hon.  Memiier  for  the  Horsham 
Division.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Abingdon  Division  said  that  the  Bill  of 
the  (jovernment  carried  out  eleven  of  the 
thirteen  points  that  were  proposed  by  the 
Koyal  Commission,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Horsham  Division  congratulated 
the  Government  yary  much  on  such  a 
simple  way  out  of  their  difficulties.  I 
congratulate  them  too.  In  this  debate  the 
hon.  Member  for  AVest  Aberdeenshire 
taunted  in  a  courteous  way  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  reference  to  previous 
Amendments  moved  in  this  House  when 
the  party  now  in  power  were  in  opposi- 
tion. During  those  three  hotly  con- 
tested years  there  were,  we  know,  diverse 
Amendments  moved  on  l>ehalf  of  dis- 
tressed agriculturists  ;  most  fer\'id  and 
moving  speeches  were  made,  and  some  of 
the  most  terrible  pictures  of  the  ruin  of 
agriculture  were  drawn,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
IjOcaX  Government  Board  was  never  more 
eloquent  than  during  those  debates.  The 
condition  of  agriculture  was  described  in 
most  terrible  colours,  and  yet  we  find 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  in- 
terruption that  all  he  meant  when  he 
gave  his  vote  and  occasionally  made  a 
speech  during  those  years  was  that  the 
agricultural  interest  was  terribly  in  need, 
was,  in  fact,  dying  for  want  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Rating  Act,  or — ^as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  put  it — financial  relief.    This 


Government  has  been  four  years  in  office, 
they  have  had  plenty  of  money,  and  we 
assume  that  they  have  been  endeavour- 
ing to  do  their  duty.     If  they   thought 
the  agi-icultural  interest  was  entitled  to 
more  money,  they  ought  to  have  given  it. 
Therefore  we  are  fully  entitled  to  assume 
'  that   they   regard  the   reduction  of  the 
i  rates  by  one  half  as  the  proper  measure 
'  of  financial  relief  required  by  this  terribly 
I  harassed  industry.     When  the  right  hon. 
'  Gentleman   spoke   and   voted    on    these 
;  various  occasions  he  did  not,  as  I  under- 
stand, intend  to  convey  that  the  Agricul- 
j  tural  Holdings  Act  stood  particularly  in 
;  need    of   amendment,  but    whatever   he 
j  thought  about  it  he  obviously  considers 
I  that  sufficient  improvement  is  aff'orded 
by  the  Bill  now  before  us,  and  so  from 
!  both  points  of  view — financial  as  well  as 
cultivating — we  have  redressed  the  whole 
of  the  agricultural   grievances   of  Great 
:  Britain.  I  think  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
are   fully   entitled   to    congratulate    the 
:  Government  on  such  a  solution.     It  has 
\  been  extremely  cheap.     I  came  from  Nor- 
,  folk  this  morning  with  a  gentleman  who 
i  is  a  farmer  on   a  very    large   scale.     I 
;  understood  from  him  that  the  value  of  the 
Agricultural    Rating    Act    to  him    was 
I  £7  10s.    per  annum,  and  he  was  afraid 
that   on  the   renewal   of  his   lease   next 
year  he  would  not  get  that  amount  any 
longer,  but  that  his  landlord  would.     As 
regards  this  particular  Bill  he   will   no 
doubt  have  the  advantage  of  being  able 
to  plant  an  acre  of  osiers  or  an  acre  of 
raspberries   without    having  to  get    the 
written   leave  of  his  landlord,  and  if  at 
the  end  of  his  lease  he  has  a  dispute  with 
his  landlord  he  may  have  the  advantage 
of   arbitration    undei-    the   provisions  of 
this    Bill.     I    do   not    say   that   he  was 
not   glad   to   have  the  £7  10s.,  or  that 
he  would  not   be  glad  to  have  a  single 
arbitrator  instead  of  three.     But  if  agri- 
culture is  in  the  distressed  condition  we 
are  told  it  is,  it  cannot   be   said   to  be 
entirely  relieved  by  thos  <  two  measures, 
or  else  its  condition  must  have  been  very 
much  exaggerated.     The  tru^h  is  that  it 
was  exaggerated,  and  exaggerated,  I  be- 
lieve, for  the  purposes   of  discussion  in 
this      House,      although,     of       course, 
quite     unintentionally.        The     Central 
Chamber   of  Agriculture  is  not  a  mere 
Socialistic  or  Radical  body.      It  is  any- 
thing but  that ;  it  is  highly  respectable. 
[Cheers.]     Yes,   I  thought    that    would 
appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  L 
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am  delighted  to  })e  able  to  afford  them 
the  salisfaction.  The  Royal  Commission 
considered  this  whole  question,  and  made 
a  series  of  recommendations,  some  of 
which  have,  of  course,  been  carried  out, 
though  not  eleven  out  of  thirteen.  The 
Majority  Report  of  the  Commission  has 
had,  as  I  dare  say  it  ought  to  have  had, 
more  effect  with  the  Government  than 
the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  but 
the  Majority  Report  of  the  Commission 
was  the  irreducible  minimum  of  the 
Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture.  After 
having  adopted  the  Report  in  1894,  the 
Central  Chamber  proceeded  in  November 
of  that  year  to  reconsider  the  matter,  and 
they  decided  in  favour  of  two  additions, 
although  they  did  not  pass  them 
by  a  sufficient  majorit}^  to  have 
them  included  among  the  recommenda- 
tions to  be  officially  submitted  to  the 
Government.  They  go  a  long  way  be- 
yond this  Bill,  an(l  are  very  much 
nearer  what  the  Central  Chaml)er 
want.  They  are  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance and  compensation  for  the  sitting 
tenant.  Inst<)ad  of  that  we  have  got  a  small 
amending  Bill  and  a  Bill  by  reference. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Horsham  Divi- 
sion gave  some  excellent  adWce  to  the 
Government,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that  if 
the  Government  have  an  opportunity  of 
putting  a  few  agricultural  Membei-s  on  the 
Grand  Committee  to  which  this  Bill  will 
be  sent,  they  will  not  forget  the  claims  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  made  such  a  well- 
considered  and  excellent  speech.  I  Can 
only  say — although,  of  course,  we  are  pre- 
]>ared  to  accept  any  crumb  of  comfort  and 
any  improvement  in  the  law  that  we  can 
secure — our  feeling  is  that  we  ought  to 
have  every  opportunity  of  improving 
}>oth  the  quality  and  the  quantity  of  this 
Bill,  and  I  believe  that  a  considerable 
number  of  Amendments  which  will  Ik? 
moved  by  hon.  Membere  on  this  side  will 
have  the  support  of  hon.  Membere  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  I  sincerely 
trust  that  in  the  course  of  these  debates 
the  Government  will  learn  not  only  from 
this  side  but  from  their  own,  that  this 
Bill  must  be  considerably  extended  before 
it  is  pjissed  into  law. 

Mr.  BHYNMOK  JOXIvS  (Swansea 
District) :  I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  offering  any  opposition  to  this  Bill  or  of 
making  any  detailed  criticism  upon  its 
provisions.  So  far  as  I  am  alJe  to  judge, 
I  take  it  as  a  distinct  advance, and  cannot 
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I  help  thinking  that  some  of  the  obtem- 
I  tions  made  by  the  preceding  speaken 
t  show  that  they  must  have  misunderstood 
the  operation  of,  at  any  rate,  one  of  \v^ 
sections.  The  difficulty  in  which,  imder 
'  the  Act  of  1883,  a  tenant  is  placed  by  the 
!  requirement  of  two  months  notice  iitf 
;  more  than  once  been  pointed  out  in  tlw 
Parliament.  As  I  read  this  Bill,  Snb- 
'  section  2  of  Clause  2  is  intended  to  reherr 
the  tenant  from  the  obligation  of  giving 
notice  of  claim  two  months  at  least  hdon 
the  end  of  the  tenancj',  and  that  i*.  I 
believe,  a  l^eneficial  provision.  With 
regai-d  to  the  amendment  of  the 
machinery  provided  by  the  Act  of  188.\ 
I  only  desire  to  say,"  what  I  have  mA 
more  than  once,  that  it  is  really  far  better 
not  to  invent  any  special  maehinerr. 
It  is  better  to  give  a  county  comt  jiiri*- 
]  diction  in  matters  of  this  kind.  TV 
Miners  Act  of  1889,  which  hon.  Membei^ 
,  acknowledge  is  a  gootl  one,  aUown  & 
reference  of  disputes  to  the  arbitratiou  d 
an  umpire.  Our  recent  experience  (rfthe 
Workmen's  Compensation  Act  absolutelj 
supports  the  ^^ew  1  have  taken  in  rtgoA 
to  special  machinery.  I  wish  to  poiDt 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  tlir 
people  of  the  Welsh  counties  are  pro- 
foundly disiippointed  with  the  provisioiB 
of  this  measure.  Rightly  or  wron^. 
people  belonging  to  both  the  landlord  *nd 
tenant  classes  in  Wales  have  understood 
the  repeated  i-eferences  in  the  QueenV 
Speeches  to  a  measure  for  amending  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
the  stiitements  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  and  speeches  made  by 
his  supporters  in  the  country,  as  a  pledgi' 
in  regard  to  Wales  and  Monmouthsbinr. 
tliat  we  should  have  some  special  legisla- 
tion which  would  solve  the  problem  tf 
the  conflicting  interests  of  landlord  awl 
tenant  in  that  ]>art  of  the  country.  .A 
Royal  Commission  was  appointed  inl89.-> 
to  consider  the  conditions  on  which  landi.* 
held  and  cultivated  in  Wales  and  Mon- 
mouthshire. I  ha^l  the  honour  of  bein*: 
a  meml>er  of  that  Conunission.  We  at 
in  every  county  of  the  Principality  and 
in  Monmouthshire,  and  as  a  result  two 
different  sets  of  recommendations  werv 
made.  The  first  set,  which  was  in  tln' 
Majority  Report,  were  agreed  to  by  six 
members  of  that  Commission.  In  effect 
they  amoiuitwl  to  a  recommendation  U* 
the  creation  of  a  modified  land  court 
system.  It  was  not  the  land  system  of 
the  Irish  Act  of  1881,  which  involves  ;i 
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dual    ownership;     nor     quite    like    the 
crofters  system  in  Scotland.     We,  as  we 
thought,  hit  upon  a  measure  which  would 
secure  the  properand  equitable  adjustment 
of  the  rights  of  landlord  and  tenant  with- 
out in  the  least  tending  to  break  up  estates 
or  damage  landlords'   interests,  if   they 
would  approach   the    subject    in   a    fair 
manner.     I  frankly  state  that  after  what 
the   right   hon.  Gentleman  has  said  we 
cannot  expect  him  to  introduce  a  measure 
which     would     embrace    our     proposal. 
Nothing  that    he  has   said,  however,  is 
inconsistent    with    the     view    that    we 
thought  the  Government  would  introduce 
ii   Bm   in    respect   to    Wales  and  Mon- 
mouthshire    which     would     carry     out 
the  unanimous    recommendation  of  that 
Royal   Commission    in  a  Report   which 
was   signed   by  Lord    Kenyon  and   the 
.hon.  Baronet   the   Member  for  Swansea 
(Town),    who     are    supporters     of     the 
Government.      The    Commission   unani- 
mously  said  that   the   circumstances   in 
Wales  were  such  as  to  demand  separate 
treatment  by  a  separate  Bill.     In  their 
lioport  they  say  that  >vhile  they  had  no 
right  to  pronounce  on  the  question  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  of  1883,  and  of  the   law  of  landlord 
and  tenant  as  to  agricultural  holdings  in 
England  and  Wales,  without  prejudice  to 
that  question,  they  thought  the  circum- 
stances   disclosed    in    regard   to  Wales 
during  the  inquiry    urgently   called   for 
legislation  such  as  they  had  sketched,  and 
that  they  would  be  disposed  to  deal  with 
Wales  in  a  separate  Bill,  however  desir- 
able it  might  be,  as  a   general  rule,  to 
avoid  separate  legislation.     It  has  been 
thought  that  the  Commission  had  some 
idea  about  Home  Rule  for  Wales.     That- 
was  not  in  the  mind  certainly  of  Lord 
Kenyon,  and    certainly    was  not  in  my 
own  mind.     What  we  had  in  mind  was 
that  there  are   certain  topics    of  legisla-  j 
tion  and  certain  heads  of   jurisprudence  ' 
which   it   is  desirable   to   compress  into  | 
one     ffeneral    statute     for      the     whole 
United    Kingdom,     such    as     marriage, 
bankruptcy,    bills    of    exchange,  marine 
insurance,  and  matters  of  that  kind.  But 
that   is    not   the   case    with   regard    to 
land     tenure.      Land     tenure   is     essen- 
tially    a     topic     which     ought     to     be 
considered  with    reference    to    the   his- 
torical and  economic  circumstances  of  the 
areas  with  which  you   are   dealing,  and 
it  was  so  considered  and  dealt  with  in  the 
Act  of  1883.     But  what  the  Government 
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is  doing  by  this  Bill  is  to  endeavour  to 
compress  into  one  set  of  formulae  recom- 
'  mendations    as    between    landlord    and 
tenant  for  the  whole  of  Great  Britain.     I 
i  think  that  is  an  objectionable  principle. 
I  It  has  been    urged   that    a    good    case 
'  has    been    made   out    for   the    separate 
treatment  of  Scotland  ;  but  I  think,  if  I 
had   time,  I  could  make   out    an    even 
stronger  case  for  Wales.     We  have  had 
more   than  once  in  this   Parliament   an 
opportunity   of  speaking  on  this  topic  ; 
and  I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
'  to  take  note  of  the  sentence  in  the  Report 
i  to  which  I  have  referred,  because  there  is 
I  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  existing 
!  law  acts  rather  unjustly.     What  are  the 
,  points  in  the  Act  of  1883  proposed  to  be 
j  amended  by  this  Bill  ?     The  first  point  is, 
',  that  in  the  actual  operation  of  the  law  at 
I  the  present  moment,  there  is  an  injustice 
I  wherever  a  re-valuation  of  an  estate  takes 
i  place.     When  a  re-valuation  is  made,  a 
formal   notice   to   quit   is   given   to   the 
tenant.     Now,  if  the  tenant  were  really 
going  away  he   would   be  able   to   give, 
under  the  Act  of  1 883,  a  notice  of  claim 
for  compensation  in  respect  of  any  improve- 
ments ;  but  if  he  does  not  want  to  leave 
his  farm,  and  puts  in  a  claim  for  compen- 
sation, the  formal  notice  would  be  acted 
upon.     A  second  point  was  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  as  to  the  difficulty  in  which  a 
tenant   finds  himself  when  an  estate  is 
sold.     The  first  thing  the  solicitor  of  the 
new  owner  does  is  to  give  notice  to  every 
tenant  to  quit,  and  a  large  number  of  the 
promises   made   by    the    agent    of    the 
anterior  owner  are  given  the  go-by  to, 
and  the  tenant  finds  himself  face  to  face, 
not  only  with  a  new  owner,  but  a  new 
agent,  who  has  not  the  slightest  idea  of 
the  notions  of  Welsh  farmers.     This  Bill 
is  a  good  Bill  so  far  as  it  goes,  but  is  no 
redemption  of  the  promises  given  to  the 
farmers  of  the  country  hy  the  Govern- 
ment.      The     Government     and     their 
supporters  deliberately  led  the  farmers  of 
Wales  to  believe  they  were  going  to  bring 
in  a  big    measure  that  would  do  them 
something  like  justice.   I  do  not  say  they 
led  them  to  believe  that  they  were  going 
to  give  them  land  courts,  but  they  have 
encouraged  the  farmers  to  believe  that  they 
would  deal  thoroughly  with  this  subject. 
That  is  what  is  not  done  by  this  Bill.     I 
would  not  oppose  the  measure;  but  I  cannot 
allow  the  Second  Reading  lo  be  taken  with- 
out making  an  emphatic  protest  against  the 
action  which  the  Government  haa  ^<^'^\fc^. 
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--*^  ^-urst  instance  on  precedent.  It  is  always 

^^  resting  to  me  to  find  that  hon  Gentle- 

^*=^  >    'who  declare  themselves  in  favour  of 

.Sdmis  or  new  measures,  and  that  prece- 

^^=^i&    supports  them,  are  short  of  sound 

^^^asamient.     There  is  no  precedent  at  all 

-^     .^^Estvour  of  separate  legislation  for  Eng- 

"^  ?^  1  and  Scotland.   The  hon.  Member  for 

""^^^ir^fe  Aberdeenshire  contested  the  right  of 

=^^^"  •>    Board   of  Agriculture  to  represent 

""^^^^ittish   interests.     Whether  that  right 

^=^  5*  be  contested  or  not,  it  undoubtedly 

.^^«t8.       If     hon.    Gentlemen    opposite 

'^^  Jly    have    the     interests    of    agricul- 

:r^?«    at    heart    and    really   desire   that 

^^'i^^^  Minister  who  represents    the    agri- 

'  *!i-  Jitaral      interest     should     play     any- 

;^$lig  like  an  important  part  in  the  work 

^^  ;^    t£e  Government,  they  are  doing  that 

— -  g]bich  is  best  calculated  to  make  it  im- 

^^c^^Asible.     If  they  break  up  the  Board  of 

£     floriculture    into   three    or    four    small 

--^^lards,  each  representing  a  different  part 

:-3gj^l  the  country,  and  obliged  to  strive  for 

--^jjriculture    against    other  demands   for 

^^^..^^^Igislation,  and  to   strive  for  their  own 

j!r      Ittle  part   of    agriculture    against  their 

^^olleagues  in  agriculture,  nothing  could 

^^^le  more  calculated   to  injure  the  agricul- 

J^  lOral  interest  or  to  paralyse  the  hands  of 

^  ''ihe   representatives  of   the    agricultural 

3'>^'^®^*'-     ^  cannot  conceive  why  Scotch 

.  ^^Tigricultural   business  should  be  done  in 

■*^^H8ootland  rather  than  in  England. 


*^      Mr.  BUCHANAN: 
"^  done  it  hitherto. 
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♦Mr.  long  :  Not  since  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  was  appointed.  An  hon. 
Member  has  spoken  with  considerable 
contempt  and  derision  of  the  meetings 
that  take  place  annually  in  Scotland  be- 
tween representatives  of  Scottish  agricul- 
tural societies  and  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  and  his  expert  ad- 
visers. The  description  which  he  gave 
of  them  was  the  last  description  that 
anybody  who  knew  anything  about  them 
would  give.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  the  annual  conferences  which  have 
taken  place  lietween  the  representatives 
of  Scottish  agriculture  and  the  Minister 
for  Agriculture  have  been  of  the  greatest 
possible  assistance  to  my  advisers  oh  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  and  to  myself.  ! 
However  that  may  be,  I  do  not  hesitate  , 
to  say  that  these  conferences  are  serious  | 
and  practical  ones,  and  have  been  of , 
the  greatest  possible    assistance  to  my  { 


advisers  on  the  Board  of  Agriculture  and 
to  myself.      Year  by  year   the  agenda 
paper  and  the  discussion  have  proved  that 
I  the  Minister  and  his  advisers  and  the  re- 
presentatives   of  these    various   agricul- 
,  tural    districts    in   Scotland    have  been 
brought  into  closer  touch,  gained  batter 
'  and  more  experience  of  the  work  upon 
which   each   of   us   is   engaged,  and   we 
are  better  able  to  understand  and  appre- 
ciate each  other  after  these  conferences 
than   before.      I  am  able,  therefore,   to 
claim  that  the  business  is  of  a  practical 
,  character,  and  has  been  a  great  benefit  to 
the  Department  in  London  and  to  agricul- 
ture.    All  that  has  been   said   by   hon. 
Gentlemen   opposite   on   behalf  of  Scot- 
land could  be  urged  with  equal  force  in 
'.  regard  to  Northumberland,  Cumberland, 
or  Durham.    [Opposition  cries  of  "  No  !  "1 
Certainly.     The  claim  made  for  Scotland 
rests  upon  a  difference  in  the  laws  and  a 
difference  in  the  agricultural  customs.    In 
regard  to  agricultural  customs  and  prac- 
tices, there  is  as  great  difference  between 
the  customs  of  the  north  of  England  and  the 
south,  and  between  the  east  of  England 
and  the  west,  as  there  is  between  agri- 
cultural practice   in    Scotland  and    agri- 
cultural   practice     in     England.      With 
!  regard  to  the  law  the  only  ground  for 
;'  the  proposals  of  hon.  Members  opposite 
is  that  in  one  place  a  man  is  called  a 
I  labourer,  in   another  is    called    a    hind, 
and  somewhere   else  a  ploughman.     In 
•  one  case  there  is  one  description  for  a 
court  of  law,  and  in  another  case  another 
description.       In     Scotland     the     word 
■  "  deterioration  "  is  used,  and  in  England 
the  word  "  waste."    The  differences  are 
so  few,  and  the  distinctions  are  so  small, 
that  no  practical  difficulty  could  exist  in 
applying  one  Act  to  both  countries,  and 
great  conveniences  must  necessarily  result 
from  legislating  by  one  Bill  rather  than 
by  two.     If  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman    opposite    is    to   be 
adopted,  and  the  House  were  to  decide 
that  this  Bill  should  not  be  read  a  second 
time,  but  that  it  should  be  divided  into 
two  parts,   the  result  would  be  that  it 
would  be  practically  impossible  to  proceed 
further  with  this  question  this  session,  at 
all  events.     We  are  asked  to  bring  in  two 
Bills,  upon  which  all  the  questions    we 
have    listened    to — sitting    tenant,    per- 
manent pasture,  schedule    of    landlord's 
claims — every    question  that    has    been 
raised  to-night  would  be  discussed  twice 
over,  simply  because  one  word  is  used  vcv 
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Scotland  and  another  word  in  England. 
Lord  Justice  Vaiighan  Williams  has  said 
that  the  Scotch  Act,  except  that  it  substi- 
tutes "  sheritf  *  for  "  county  coiut  judge," 
and  Scot<.*h  law  temis  for  English  law 
terms,  is  ct^uched  in  the  very  words  of 
the  English  Act.  Speaking  generalJy.  a 
compai'ison  justitieil  that  statement,  and 
the  evidence  of  a  High  Court  Judge  on 
that  point  is  at  least  as  worthy  of  cre- 
dence! iis  th<'  statement  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
oppixsite. 

An  Hon.   Mk.mbek  :  He  is  an  English 
Judge. 

*Mit.  IA>NIt  :  But  even  an  English 
.Judge  nwy  K*  cioiuainted  with  the  law. 

.Vn  Hon.  Membkk:  English  law. 

*.\lK.  lA>Nll  :  And  Scotch  law.  Hon. 
.NlcudK'rs  op^Kieite  not  only  claim  for 
thenist'lv OS  that  they  have  a  language,  a 
country,  and  a  law  of  their  own,  but 
appiuvnlly  also  that  no  one  who  is  not  a 
Sootchniaii  can  undei-stand  either  one  or 
lhov»lhcr.  l^ne  thing  which  shows  the 
|H»vcriy  i»f  the  Sci>tch  case  in  this  matter 
iM  I  ho  way  iti  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hawick  tell  Ivick  on  the  old  arguments. 
Wo  all  know  th;4t  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, when  a  h«Mi.  Meml>er  has  no  case, 
and  K  lvi:;gai\sl  tor  argument,  he  finds 
t.mli  Nxith  tho  dnuiirhtsnianship  of  the  Bill. 
AH  vlo  it,  ;iiul  I  have  done  it  myself, 
rho  trick  i^  tiH»  old  even  to  escape  the 
ikHuo  v»t  tb.o  i:roatost  tyro  of  Parlia- 
nuMU,ii  \  N^  artaiv.  The  hon.  MemWr  for  the 
lU»ulor  Uu:ghswuxi\l  very  elo«iuent  over 
lUo  vlraUi;htsinanship  of  this  Bill,  and  said 
It  \\a>»  tV.c  \xorst  ho  had  ever  seen.  I  am 
nv»i  >»mo  iiiai  ho  did  not  tH)mpare  me  or 
I  ho  vltMiiiihtMnan,  or  K»th,  with  a  sheep's 
I  load  \li^  oxiH'rience  cainiot  be  very 
j^ioai.  Wkhx,  .MoinlH?i"s  opposite  have 
la  I  Ion  fvMi!  oi  legislation  by  reference. 
Ihai  w  an  v»ld,  hackneyed,  and  thread- 
Uiio  aii;uniont,  only  to  be  used  when  all 
i»No  l\aN  tailiHl.  We  are  following  prece- 
vloni  N\  0  aiv  amending  the  law  fii-st,  and 
wo  h\^jv  i\Mvnsolidate  the  law  afterwards. 

Vi  a  laioi  date,  if  1  am  in  the  position  to 
ilo  ^o,  \  l\%»jv  tv»  consolidate  the  Acts  re- 
I  umi;  lo  ai;rioulrural  holdings,  and  even 
ilio  \Miuai;evl  feelings  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
\\hx»  loinvsont  Scottish  constituencies  will 
I  hen  Ko  sov»tluMl,  Uvause  they  will  find 
ihn  k\w\  Null  1^0  able  to  so  arrange  the 
\au\M»s  dances  as  to  bring  the  Scotch  part 


close  together,  and  perhaps  to  get  rid  of 
these  references  to  Scotch  Act??,  which  aw 
so  distasteful  to  Scottish  Memliers.  The 
fact  that  there  are  small  difference*  in 
the  legal  terms  of  the  two  countries  6ob^ 
not  constitute  a  plea  for  the  statement 
made  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  thu 
we  ought  to  have  brought  in  two  RIU. 
The  policy  advcxated  l)y  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  result  in  the  po6tpoD^ 
ment  to  a  distant  time  of  a  Bill  dealing 
with  agncultural  holdings  in  both 
countries,  whereas  the  policy  adopted  by 
the  Govenunent  will  enable  us  to  ptas  in 
one  session  a  Bill  which  inill  remorr 
many,  at  all  events,  of  the  difficulties 
which  have  been  proved  to  exist.  I  wfll 
just  say  a  few  words  alK>ut  the  other 
criticisms  which  have  been  passed  on  tlkr 
Bill.  Great  faidt  has  been  found  witk 
the  Government  liecause  we  do  not 
include  in  Part  2  of  the  first  t«chedule  tbe 
light  of  the  tenant  farmer  to  lay  don 
permanent  pasture  for  himself.  I  have 
heanl  that  objection  raised  in  manr 
quaiters,  but  I  l>elieve  it  is  a  siiggestiuii 
which,  although  attractive  at  first  sight 
will  not  bear  examination  in  the  light  oi 
practical  experience.  The  laying  down 
of  permanent  pasture  is  one  of  the  mort 
delicate  of  agricultural  operations.  Yon 
may  take  the  greatest  care  and  spends 
gieat  deal  f)f  money,  and  yet  in  the  ewi 
it  may  turn  out  that  the  land  wij* 
altogether  unsuitable  for  the  purpose,  hi 
this  ca»*e  it  is  the  incoming  tenant  who«e 
interest  the  House  must  guard.  The  wil 
and  the  seed  may  }>e  selected  with  th" 
utmost  care,  and  the  land  laid  down 
under  the  supervision  of  the  most  skiHol 
man  :  but  it  frecjuently  hap])ens  that 
while  for  two  or  even  throe  years  i: 
shows  a  splendid  growth,  i*t  then 
begins  to  stea<ly  down,  and  in  six  v««rs 
the  weeds  choke  the  gra.ss  and  the  land 
proves  to  l)e  altogether  unsuitable  for 
the  ciop.  It  is  said  that  in  that  «* 
the  quitting  tenant  gets  nothing.  Bo: 
what  is  the  position  of  the  incomii^ 
tenant  who  comes  in  at  the  en<l  of  thr 
two  years  ?  He  has  to  take  the  improt^ 
ment,  which  has  every  appearance  *% 
vitidity  an<l  profit  attached  to  it,  but  li«- 
has  hardly  got  into  his  farm  Itefore  h*- 
sees  the  pasture  wither  up.  I  do  \v< 
l»elieve  it  can  be  shown  that  landloitk 
have  prevented  their  tenants  from  laving 
down  land  to  permanent  pasture,  if  they 
have  to  do  so,  and  I  am  l»ound  to  «v 
that  I  think  enough  land  ha.s  l»een   ]tA 
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<lown  to  grass.  Great  fault  has  been  |  those  rights  should  be  scheduled  so  that 
found  on  both  sides  of  the  House  \nth  i  Parliament  should  know  what  it  is  gi^^ng 
regard  to  the  three  months  limit,  within  [  to  the  tenants.  Reference  has  been  made 
which  claims  may  be  made.  I  cannot ,  to  the  sitting  tenant  question.  The  ques- 
help  thinking  that  there  must  be  some  i  tion  of  giving  compensation  to  the  tenant 
Tiiisimderstanding  on  that  point.  The  while  he  remains  in  occupation  of  his 
<TOvernment  has  no  affection  for  this  i  holding  may  or  may  not  be  a  just  one, 
three  months  limit,  and  if  in  Committee  i  but  it  is  practically  inconsistent  with  the 
there  is  a  general  expression  of  opinion  •  principles  upon  which  the  Agidcultural 
that  some  change  should  be  made  the  '  Holdings  Acts  have  hitherto  rested.  It 
CTOvernment  will  be  quite  willing  to  con- '  is  inconsistent  with  the  principle  which  is 
4jider  any  such  suggestion.  Under  custom  I  at  the  foundation  of  this  Bill,  and,  that 
and  under  agreement,  not  only  is  there  being  so,  it  would  have  been  impossible 
generally  speaking  no  notice,  but  there  is  '  for  us  to  deal  with  the  suggestions  made 
no  limitation  whatever  as  to  the  time,  after  |  in  the  unanimous  report  of  the  Welsh 
the  expiration  of  the  tenancy,  within  Commission  in  this  respect.  There  is 
which  the  claim  must  be  made.  I  suppose  !  another  point  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
that  for  everj'  settlement  between  land-  \  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Swan- 
lord  and  tenant  that  takes  place  in  this  ;  sea  which,  I  confess,  at  first  sight  attracted 
country  under  the  Agricultuml  Holdings  |  me  very  much.  That  is  the  difficulty 
Act  there  are  fifty,  or  even  a  hundred,  \  that    arises    in    certain    cases    when    a 


which  have  been  made  under  custom  or 
agreement.  It  may  be  asked  why,  then, 
have  we  put  three  months  into  the  Bill. 


property  is  put  up  for  sale,  or 
when  a  change  takes  place  either 
in     the      ownership     or     management. 


That  I  will  explain.  Under  custom  and  I  It  is  one  of  those  peculiar  agricultural 
by  agreement  landlord  and  tenant  are  j  problems  which  are  more  likely  to  solve 
governed  ])v  conditions  to  which  both  have  j  themselves  effectually  to  the  permanent 
been  a  party.  But  here  we  are  giving  to  '  advantage  of  landlord  and  tenant  by  thq 
tenants  certain  statutory  rights,  which  j  free  expression  of  public  opinion,  and  the 
enable  them  to  claim  compensation,  and  l  pressure  of  public  opinion  as  expressed  in 
we  are  casting  upon  landlords  certain  i  the  House  of  Commons.  It  is  one  of 
statutory  obligations.  The  Government  i  those  things  where  we  must  rely  upon 
thought  it  would  be  only  fair,  therefore. 


in  regard  to  these  statutory  obligations, 
that  there  should  be  a  limit  of  time 
within  which  claims  for  compensation 
should  be  made.  The  \  arious  suggestions 
which  have  been  made  with  reference  to 
the  period  in  the  Bill  will  be  carefully 
considered  bv  the  Government.    The  hon. 


personal  feeling  rather  than  legislation. 
My  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Horsham 
refened  to  penal  rents.  I  cannot  help 
feeling  that  some  who  have  referred  to 
that  subject  indulged  rather  freely  in 
their  criticisms,  and  that  imder  the  cir- 
cumstances they  were  a  little  vicious 
occasionally.     I  could  not  help  wishing 


Member  for  South  Molton  has  refened  to  |  that  they  were  called  upon  to    draft  a 


the  fact  that  tenants'  claims  are  stnctly 
scheduled,  but  that  landlords'  claims  are 
not  scheduled.  In  answer  to  that  I  would 
say  that  I  will  answer  the  hon.  Gren tie- 


Bill,  in  which  case  I  might  be  able  to 
find  as  many  faults  in  their  Bill  as  they 
find  in  mine.  Recently  a  paper  in  Scot- 
land   which   does  not  generally  support 


man's  objections  by  an  authority  which  I  |  the  views  of  those  who  sit  on  this  side 
think  he  will  readily  accept — namely,  that  i  of  the  House  and  some  other  critics 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Noi-thamp-  j  have  been  examining  our  Bill,  and 
tonshire,  who,  in  a  separate  Report,  stated  ;  the  Bill  broiight  forward  )>y  the  hon. 
that  the  common  law  rights  of  the  land- 1  Member  for  East  Northamptonshire.  I 
lord  could  not  be  got  rid  of,  and  added —  i  am  content  with  my  case,  even  at  the 
"  [  am  disposed  to  think  that  the  suggestion  !  hands  of  the  most  unfriendly  critics 
of  the  landlord's  schedule  is  of  little  practical  |  on  the  other  side.  Though  they  do  not 
value,  and  that  it  might  even  lead  to  an  in-  like  my  Bill  very  much,  if  they  had  to 
geniou8  expansion  of  tHe  landlord's  claims."  ,  ^^^^^^  between  the  two  they  would  prefer 
That,  I  think,  answers  the  comments  of  :  mine.  At  all  events  that  enables  me  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Molton.  We  bear  with  composure  the  criticisms  they 
are  giving  the  tenant  new  rights  ;  we  are  i  have  passed  upon  it.  Penal  rents  is 
[ving  the  landlord  no  new  rights,  and  i  another  of  those  subjects  it  is  diflicult  to 
think  it  is  only  fair  and  reasonable  that  i  deal  with.     If  penal  rent  had  oScvVj  V^^^bcv 
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UBed  Ifv  the  owners  of  the  land  for  the 
purpose  origJTuilJy  and  prn^^erly  intended 
we  jshoiild  \vi\Q.  heard  no  objection  to  it 
at  all.  But  unfortunately  there  are  black 
sheep  in  every  Hoek,  and  no  doubt  penal 
rentii  haxe  T*een  exacted  which  were  of  a 
most  arbitrary  and  in jjiLst character.  With 
regard  to  the  point  raised  by  my  hon*  friend 
— namely, if  there  is  any  risk  of  permanent 
pasture  being  broken  up  haphazard  Vvy 
the  tenant — there  ih  no  doubt  that  some 
Amendment  will  have  to  be  introtlueixl  to 
remedy  that^  jjccause  it  would  be  the 
greatest  possible  injury  to  agrictilture  gene- 
rally. Therefore,  if  the  abolition  of  penal 
renti?  is  liable  to  be  aa  dangerous  as  my  hon. 
friend  sugge^tB,  ]  will  make  it  my  busi- 
ness  to  bring  in  an  Amendment  npstiiirs. 
It  has  been  suggested  that  two  years 
seeds  should  be  included.  Our  retison  for 
not  putting  that  in  the  Bill  was  that  we 
lielieved  that  the  occupier's  position  was 
rather  better  now  than  if  thin  was  includeii 
hi  the  Bill.  I  think  the  suggestion 
IB  a  very  valuable  one,  and  if  a  proposal 
of  that  kind  is  made  upataii^s*  it  is  one  to 
which  I  will  gi\'e  verj  favourable  con- 
,  iideration,  and  1  will  do  it  because  it  m  a 
step  in  the  right  direction.  We  wish 
to  df»  everything  we  reasonably  can  to 
enable  the  occupier  to  eultivatc  his  farm 
to  the  beat  of  hia  ability,  and  to  give 
Beeurity  that  fair  and  reasonable  compen- 
^tion  will  be  paid  to  him  for  the  money 
he  bjis  spent.  We  seek  to  do  nothing 
in  this  Bill  which  would  depart  fruoj  the 
sound  principle  of  giving  the  tenant  com- 
pensation for  that  %v  Inch  he  has  justly  and 
properly  done,  and  to  prevent  bini,  to 
his  own  ruin  and  the  ruiii  of  the  land- 
lord and  the  land,  from  embarking  \\\mn 
unsound  experiments,  )>ecau8e  he  believed 
that  whether  he  succeeded  or  faile<l  he 
ivould  be  able  to  f^dl  back  on  the  landlord 
for  compensation.  I  think  anything  that 
would  produce  that  conviction  in  the 
mind  of  the  farmer  would  do  ten  times 
more  harm  than  good.  Believing  that 
these  are  the  principles  which  should 
affect  agricultural  eompeusatioii,  we  haiVe 
asked  the  House  to  read  this  Bill  a  second 
time,  and  we  hope  and  believe  that  with 
such  Amendments  as  may  be  necessary 
it  wili  prove  a  desirable  and  a  useful 
measiu'e. 

Mr,  UKE{Linlitligow^shire):  In  moving 
the  Amendment  that  stands  in  my  name 
I  desire  to  disclaim  altogether  any  act  of 
hostility  to  the  Bill,     ^ly  Amendment  ts 

3fr,  Lonff, 


not  a  patriotic  outcry,  and  my  right  1 
friend  may  feel  assured  that  tbtTe  is  m% 
st^uicc  in  it,  and,  I   hope^  a  biLsineife^bll 
aim.      The    right   hon.    Gentleman 
tauntetl  us  with  V>eing  over-iiensitive 
the  tpiostion  of  precedent.     I  at  aUcv«iiti 
am    not    over-sensitive    on    the  subject. 
W'hat   1   do  say  is  that   the   <mm  ^ 
up(jn   the   Govenjment  of   pro^-ing  tUk 
Scotland     should    have    separate    trwi- 
ment,    because   undonbtetUy    up  U} 
presertt  time  legislation   with    regant 
the  land  laws  of  Scotland  at  all  qsi'ti 
has  ahvays  pixiceeded  by  way  t*f  ^| 
BilU,  and  when  the  Ctoveniment 
as   in   the    present    instance,   frun 
custom,  it  is  for  them  to  shuw  cause  i 
to  jnatify  the  course  they    have  tAk« 
It  is  no  use  appealing,  as  the  right  hi 
Gentleman  did,  to  legislation  cle^iliug  wil 
the  sale  of  gwxls,  or  priAate    rights 
bills  of  exchange.     The  right  hon.  (.l<?nli 
man  claimed  precedent  in  stipport  of  tlj 
legislation,  and   offered  to   supfxirt  th 
statement  to  the  Housl%  but  hi*  haa 
supported    his   statement.       He   him 
pointed   out   a  single    statute    in  wli 
questions  conncctefl  with  Scotch  land  Ufl 
have  ever  been  dealt  with  in   an  Englii 
Bill.     This  is,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
very  first  occasion  in  which  the  atten 
has  ever  Tie  on  made,  and   I  hope  to 
able  to  show*  that  it  is  a  most  luckle 
attempt.      Our  system  of    land    laws  »& 
diii'ei-ent,    our    system    of    landlonl   and 
tenant   is   diflerent,  and  our   climatr  m 
ditferent.     There  is  a  wide  general  dif- 
ference between   the  soil  and   climate  4 
Scotland   and    the   soil    ancl    elituate 
England.       Our     methofls     of     cullii! 
tion      are      different,      an<l,       ns 
right      hon.      Gentleman       the 
Advocate  knows^  our  system  of  decidid 
disputes    by     arbitration     is     in 
respects  different  from  that  in   Kng 
The   evidence  given  l>efore  the  Ag 
tmal  CrjmmisHion  by  Scotch  witiieBstMblft 
been  pkR*e<l  in  a  s^epai^te  catcL' 
in    every   sumjiiary  of  the  e\  ii ; 
Scotch  evidence  is  placeil   in   ^  i^] 
and  di  still  ct  chapter,     A 1 1  th  ese  cot  i  - 
tions  seem   to  point  in  the  dr 
separate  treatment,  and  thei-e  i  i 
Government  the  burden  of  showing  w| 
we  should  depart  from  that  cour&c 
presen  t  instance.   We  have  no  t  Icsir 
ever  to  change  our  system,  and 
the  law  of  landlord  and  tenant,  <:*r,  al  { 
events,  if  we  have  a  desire  to  ^. : 
prefer  to  develop  on  our  own  li 
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sabject  for  England  and  for  Scotland  in  one 
sind  the  same  measure  *  instead  thereof." — 
(Mr.  Ure.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATP:  (Mr.  A. 
Graham  Murray,  Buteshire) :  As  my 
right  hon.  friend  particularly  claimed  to 
Hpeak  as  a  layman  and  not  as  a  lawyer, 
and  as  a  great  deal  of  reference  has  been 
made  to  the  legal  portion  of  this  Bill 
with  a  view  to  showing  that  it  would 
introduce  immense  confusion  with  regard 
to  Scotland,  perhaps  it  is  as  well  I  should 
say  a  few  words.  An  appeal  has  been 
made  to  precedent,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Aberdeenshire  seemed  to  depre- 
cate the  idea  that  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture should  in  this  matter  be  the  ruling 
authority,  and  we  had  an  echo  of  that  in 
the  speech  to  which  we  have  just  listened. 
But  it  seems  to  have  been  forgotten,  so 
far  as  precedent  is  concerned,  that  the 
Bills  we  are  amending  were  passed  in 
1S83,  whereas  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
was  not  constituted  until  1889,  and  that 
that  Board  was  constituted,  as  the  title  of 
the  Act  shows,  as  a  Board  of  Agriculture 
for  Great  Britain.  That  may  have  l)een 
right  or  it  may  have  been  wrong,  but  at 
any  rate  it  was  done,  and  the  hon. 
Member  can  scarcely  expect  that  we 
should  graft  upon  this  Bill  the  creation 
of  a  new  Department.  As  there  is  an 
existing  Department,  it  would  be  little 
less  than  absurd  to  give  the  charge  of 
agricultural  measures  to  the  Scotch 
Office  instead  of  to  my  right  hon.  friend, 
with  all  the  expert  advice  which  he  has 
at  his  command.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Linlithgow  said  he  knew  of  no  case  in 
which  Scotch  land  rights  had  been  dealt 
\vith  in  the  same  Bill  as  English.  "  Land 
rights "  is  a  rather  large  term.  If  he  | 
meant  land  tenure  in  the  sense  of  having 
to  do  with  conveyancing  and  the  actual 
title  of  land,  that  no  doubt  is  always 
dealt  with  by  a  separate  Bill,  because 
the  two  systems  are  quite  different.  But 
if  he  means  questions  such  as  the 
present,  where  such  technicalities  are 
al>sent,  I  cannot  give  him  a  better 
instance  than  the  Succession  Duty  Act 
and  the  Finance  Act.  There  you  have 
to  deal  with  very  difficult  (questions  indeed. 
["  Oh,  oh  !  **]  Hon.  Members  who  say 
"  Oh  !  "  do  not  know  the  facts  as  well  as 
T  do.      If  they  had    to   ad^^se  on  them 
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about  twice  a  week,  as  I  do,  they  would 
know  that  there  were  very  difficult 
questions  connected  with  land  tenure  in 
those  Acts,  and  that  if  there  was  a  case 
under  which  a  claim  might  be  made  for 
separate  treatment  because  of  Scotch 
nomenclature,  it  would  be  those  Acts. 
The  Succession  Duty  Act  was  passed  in 
1852,  but  we  have  gone  on  comfortably 
ever  since.  Although  it  is  perfectly  true 
that  land  tenure  in  Scotland  and  in 
England,  in  the  proper  sense  of  the  terra, 
is  different,  yet  for  the  practical  purposes 
of  this  Bill  it  is  precisely  the  same  in  both 
cases,  r  do  not  mean  to  say  that  you 
canno:  find  minute  differences  in  the  law 
of  landlord  and  tenant  in  the  two  coun- 
tries, but  they  are  rejilly  the  same.  The 
practice  in  Scotland  and  the  practice  in 
England  have  no  doubt  been  very  different 
in  one  senee,  that  in  old  days  the  rule  in 
Scotland  was  to  have  nineteen  years 
leases,  whereas  in  England  the  practice 
was  to  have  year  to  year  tenancies.  But 
what  does  that  matter  in  a  Bill  which 
makes  ho  distinction  between  long  and 
short  tenancies  ?  The  compensation  for 
improvements  is  treated  in  this  Bill 
irrespective  of  the  length  of  a  particular 
tenancy.  So  much  for  the  merits.  Now 
let  me  come  to  the  form.  We  have 
heard  a  speech  which  ceitainly  was  meant 
to  trade  on  a  feeling  on  which  probably 
it  is  always  safe  to  trade — namely,  the 
patriotism  of  hon.  Members.  To  listen 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  one  would  have  supposed  that 
this  Bill  was  packed  with  phrases  of  high 
English  which  poor  unfortunate  Scotch- 
men could  not  understand.  But  while 
Englishmen  may  not  always  be  able  to 
understand  Scotch,  I  think  Scotchmen 
can  always  understand  English.  If  this 
Bill  is  read  through,  it  will  be  found  that 
with  the  single  exception  of  "distress" 
which  is  in  a  Section  which  does  not 
apply  to  Scotland,  there  is  not  a  single 
term  of  art.  Every  term  used  is  a 
term  of  ordinary  English,  with  the 
possible  exception  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Hawick  Burghs  flourished, 
namely,"  cesser."  It  is  (juite  arguable  that 
"  cesser  "  is  ordinary  English,  but  at  any 
rate  to  talk  alK)Ut  the  difficulties  a  Scotch 
Judge  would  have  in  making  out  the 
meaning  of  "  cesser  "  is  pure  aSfectation. 
On  referring  to  the  Reports  I 
find  that  not  only  has  the  effect 
of  the  word  "  cesser  "  been  discussed,  but 
it  is  actual] v  a  catchword  in  the  lada^.^ 
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the  Scotch  Reports.  Therefore  if  the 
Judges  did  not  understand  the  meaning 
of  "  cesser  "  they  would  be  very  far  from 
fit  for  their  duties.  The  argument  used 
by  the  hon.  Meml>er  for  Linlithgow  was 
not  an  argument  on  the  question  of 
whether  there  should  be  a  separate 
Scotch  Bill,  but  on  the  question  of  con- 
solidation versus  amendment.  I  challenge 
anybody  to  go  through  the  Bill  and  find 
a  single  term  of  art  in  it,  and  I  look  upon 
this  idea  of  ultra^Scotch  patriotism  as 
perfectly  ridiculous. 


Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfarshire) :  I 
am  glad  to  be  able  to  support  the  conten- 
tion raised  by  my  hon.  friend  the  Member  ' 
for  Linlithgow.     Apart  altogether  from 
precedent — and  the   Lord   Advocate  has 


tion  to  deal  with  them.     The  real  reMMi 
we  are  not  allowed  to  have  separate  BUs 
for  Scotland  is  that  the  Gk>vemment  will 
not  give  the  time  of  Parliament  to  the 
matter.     The  right  hon.  Grentleman  will 
have  to  hold  his  annual  meeting  at  Edin- 
burgh for  a  good  many  more  years  belon 
he  gets  thoroughly  into  touch  with  Sootdi 
j  opinion.     All  the  arguments  which  havr 
j  been  laid  before  the  House  in  the  en- 
I  deavour  to  «x)ntrovert  the  proposition  of 
I  my  hon.  friend  would  apply  with  eqoil 
:  cogency  to  Ireland.     But  in  Ireland  there 
j  is  a  separate  department,  a  separate  or- 
j  ganisation 


♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
.  only  question  before  the  House  is  whether 
I  Parliament  should  legislate  on  this  sab- 

not  attempted  to  argue  that  precedent  is  '  ject  for  England  and  Scotland  by  one  Bill 

not  on  our  side — let  me  point  out  the  '  or  by  two. 

practical  hardship  under  which  we  must  i 


labour  even  if  this  Bill  is  not  discussed  in 
Committee  of  the  whole  House.  AVhen- 
ever  a  Scotch  Bill  is  sent  to  a  Committee 


Captain'  SINCLAIR  :  I  was  simply 
showing  that  the  arguments  applicable  b 
this     case     to    Scotland     are     just    as 


upstairs  it  is  the  practice  that^  Scotch  ;  applicable  in  principle  to  the  case  of  Ire 
Members  should  be  added  to  the  Com-  j  land  I  do  not  wish  to  go  beyond  your 
mittee  in  larger  proportion  than  in  the  !  ruling,  and  if  I  do  so  it  is  purely  by  aoci- 
case  of  an  English  Bill.  This  is  a  Bill  |  dent,  but  I  do  feel  strongly  that  the 
which  affects  both  England  and  Scotland,  :  agricultural  interests  of  Scotland  are 
and  therefore  we  cannot  in  fairness  to  the  !  sacrificed  by  the  procedure  of  the  Govem- 
English  interests  in  the  matter  claim,  in  \  ment  in  regard  to  this  question.  In  Ire- 
any  way,  a  preponderating  Scotch  repre-  !  land  there  has  been  a  very  great  revival 
mentation  on  the  Committee.     Everyone    of   agiiculturc,   which  would    have  been 


knows  there  are  differences  between 
Scotch  and  English  matters,  especially  in 
regard  to  land  tenure.  The  right  hon.  \ 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Baird  of 
Agriculture  said  he  stood  before  the 
House  as  the  advocate  of  the  agi'icultural 


impossible  if  Irish  interests  had  not  beeii 
specially  regarde<l.  No  one  can  denj 
that  during  the  last  five  years  the  pi«- 
gress  made  in  Ireland  with  regard  to 
agriculture  has  l>een  greater  than  in  any 
other  part  of  the  three  kingdoms.      I  am 


interests.  If  I  may  l>e  allowed  to  say  so,  .  not  content  with  the  position  of  Scotland 
that  is  not  at  all  his  primary  position  in  '  at  the  present  time.  The  foundation  for 
this  House  in  proposing  this  Bill.  He  is  i  any  further  progress  must  be  a  strong 
the  advocate  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  I  local  interest,  but  it  is  entirel}'  contrary 
and  of  the  policy  of  that  Government  '  to  that  spirit  of  local  interest  to  adopt 
which  has  led  up  to  the  introduction  of  j  the  attitude  which  the  Government  have 
this  Bill.  The  nght  hon.  Gentleman  said  ;  adopted  in  this  present  Bill.  We  have  in 
this  Bill  was  ready  four  years  ago.  If "  Scotland  the  same  difficulties  as  are  com- 
that  was  the  case,  we  complain  that  it  was  "  plained  of  in  other  parts  of  the  kingdcm. 
not  presented  four  years  ago.  I  was  en- 1  We  have  men  wanting  land  who  cannot 
deavouring  to  show  that  the  fact  of  Scot- !  get  land,  and  we  have  the  same  difficultie> 
land  being  groupe^l  with  England  in  this  as  to  the  concentration  of  population.  All 
Bill  has  led  to  Scotch  interests  being  |  this  can  be  combated  only  by  the  en- 
sacrificed.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  legislation    deavour    to  stimulate}   local    interest    ii» 


and  administration  go  together,  and  what 
we  have  suffered  from  in  Scotland  is  the 
fact  that  subjects  in  which  we  have  a 
deep  and  substantial  interest  have  been 
delayed  because  it  has  not  been  possible 
for  Governments  to  bring  forward  legisla- 

Mr.  A.  Graham  Murray, 


agriculture  according  to  local  customs  and 
local  habits.  It  is  not  only  on  the  1^ 
arguments  which  have  been  put  forwanl 
by  my  hon.  friend,  but  because  I  believe 
that  underlying  those  legal  argumeotii 
are  the  foundations  of  a  revival  of  agn- 
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culture  in  Scotland  as  strong  and  as  use- 
ful as  the  revival  of  agriculture  in  Ire- 
land, that  I  support  the  motion  which  has 
been  submitted  to  the  House. 


The     HoHse     divided  : — Ayes, 
Noes,  30.     (Division  List  No.  100. 
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Acland-Uood,  Capt.  Sir  A.  F. 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arroll,  Sir  William 
Atkin^oD,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Hailey,  Jaires  (Walworth) 
Balfour,Kt.  Hon.  A.  J.(Manch'r 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Bethell,  (Joniniander 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bond,  Edward 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Cailile,  William  Walter 
Cavendish, V.  C.W.(Derby8h.) 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Chamberlain,  Rt.  Hon.  J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Au8ten(  Worc'r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Colling8,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colomo,  Sir  John  Charles  R. 
Colston,  Chas.  E.  H.  Athole 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron(Gla8gow 
Comwallis,  Fiennes  Stan.  W. 
Cotton-Jordrell,Col.  Edw.T.D. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Disraeli,  Coningsby  Ralph 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.   Akers- 
Dyke,Rt.Hn.Sir  WilliamHart 
Fellowes,  Hn.  Ail wyn  Edward 
Femusson,Rt.  Hn.  Sir  J.  Manc'r 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Firbank,  Joseph  Thomas 
Fitz  Wygram,  General  Sir   F. 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Foster  Harry  S.  (Suffolk) 


AYES. 

Fry,  Lewis 

Gibbs,Hn.  A.G.  H.(CityofLon.) 
Godson,  Sir  Auimstus  F. 
Goldsworthv,  Major-General 
Goschen,  RtHnG  J  ( St.  (George's 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Greville,  Hon.  Ronald 
Griffith.  Ellis  J. 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Geo. 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Hare,  Thomas  Leigh 
Holder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Houston,  R.  P. 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Johnstone,  Hey  wood  (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Henry 
I^>vrence,Sir  E.Duming(Com 
Leigh-Bennett,  Henry  (Jurrie 
L<  .ng,  RtHon  Walter(Liverpool 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lyttelton,  Hon.  Alfred 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
M'Killop,  James 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Mellor,  Col.  (Lancashire) 
Milward,  Col.  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
More,  R.  Jasper  (Shropshire) 
Morton,  ArthurH.  A.  (Deptford 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C. 
Murray,  Rt   Hn.  A.  G.  (Bute) 


Murray,  Charles  J  (Coventry) 
Newdi«:ate,  Francis  Alexander 
Nicholson,  William  Graham 
Nicol,  Donald  Minian 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pea8e,HerbertPike(Darlingt'n 
Phillpott-',  Captain  Arthur 
Piatt- Higjjins,  Frederick 
Powell,  Su-  Francis  Sharp 
Pretjrman,  Ernest  George 
Purvis,  Robert 
Reckitt,  Harold  James 
Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hon.  Charies  T. 
Robertson,  Herl)ert  ( Hackney) 
Round,  James 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Christchurch) 
Smith,  JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Edw.  Jas.  (Somerset) 
Stnitt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Tollemache,  Henry  Jamen 
Tomlinson,  Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Webster,  Sir  Richard  E. 
Welby,Lt-Col  A.  C.E.  (Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG.E.(Notts. 
Went  worth,  Bruce  C.  Vemon- 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
WilliatnP,JosephPowell-(Birm 
Wilson.Todd,Wm.  H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,  Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath 
Wyndham,  George 
Yer burgh,  Robert  Armstrong 
Tellers  for  the  Ayes— Mr. 
Anstruther  and  Mr.  Fisher. 


Abraluim,  W.  (Cork,  N.E.) 
Asquith,  Rt.  Hon.  Herbert  H. 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Caldwell,  James 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  Robert 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Gurdon,  Sir  Whl  Brampton 
Haldane,  Richard  Burdon 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  Seale- 


NOES. 

Horniman,  Frederick  John 
Jones,  D.  Brynmor  (Swansea) 
Jones,  Wm.  (Caman-onshire) 
Kilbride,  Denis 
M*Dermott,  Patrick 
Maddison,  Fred. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
Price,  Robert  John 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eilion) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighsh. 
Sinclair,  Capt.  John  (Forfarsh.) 


Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Sullivan,  Donal  ( WestmeathV 
Tanner,  Charles  Keams 
Ure,  Alexander 
Wasoo,  Eugene 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Wilson,  Henry  J.(York,W.R.) 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 
Tellers   for    the    Noes— 

Mr.  Causton  and  Mr.  Munro 

Ferguson. 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  &c." — 
{Mr.  Long.) 


*Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid) : 
I  object  to  this  Bill  being  referred  to  the 
Grand  Committee  on  Trade.  Scotland 
has,  proportionately,  larger  agricultural 
interests  than  England  has.  In  the 
ordinary  case  of  referring  Scotch  Bills  to 
Orand  Committees,  matters  are  so 
arranged  that,  whilst  retaining  the  balance 
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of  parties,  a  pjreponderating  number  of 
Scotch  Members  are  added  to,  or  form 
the  actual  attendance  of,  the  Committee. 
In  the  present  case,  as  the  Bill  equally 
applies  to  England,  the  English  Members 
will  desire  their  full  representation, 
leaving  only  one-eleventh  for  Scotland  to 
be  divided  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House,  allowing  only  three  for  the  Opposi- 
tion, a  totally  inadequate  representation 
for  what  is  the  most  important  Bill  of  the 
Session  relating  to  Scotland.  It  is  bad 
enough  to  be  out- voted  by  English 
Members  on  purely  Scotch  Bills,  but 
worse  to  be  deprived  of  all  opportunity 
of  discussing  an  important  Scotch  Bill  in 
Committee.  Step  ]>y  step  Scotland  is 
being  deprived  of  her  representative 
institutions.  Onh'  the  other  day  Scotch 
Members  protested  against  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Assessment  ^Scotland)  Bill  being 
sent  upstairs.  Tne  Government  in- 
tend to  remit  two  other  questions  to 
the  same  Committee.  One  is  the 
Kailway  Servants  Bill,  and  that  will  take 
a  long  time.  The  Factories  Bill  is  also  to 
l>e  remitted  to  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Trade,  and  now  there  is  this  Bill  to  be 
considered  by  the  same  Committee.  What 
in  the  world  are  you  going  to  have  con- 
sidered in  this  House  ? — for  you  are  send- 
ing everything  upstairs.  It  is  not  as  if 
this  House  were  over-pressed  wi\h  work. 
It  seemed  as  if  the  Government  by  send- 
ing these  three  important  Bills  to  the 
(Jrand  Committee  on  Trade  meant  to  have 
an  excuse  for  droppingone  or  moreof  them. 
I  think  everyone  in  the  House  will  admit 
that  the  majority  should  not  be  over- 
bearing upon  a  question  of  this  kind  with 
the  minority  :  and  to  siiy  that  upon  an 
impoi-tant  Agricultural  Bill  this  side 
shoidd  have  onlv  four  Scotch  Meml)ers  on 
the  Committee  upstairs  is  treating  Scot- 
land in  a  way  which  is  very  unfair. 

*CoLOXEL  MILWAKD  (Stratford-upon- 
Avon)  :  I  do  not  often  agree  with  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lanark- 
shire, but  I  regret  that  the  Government  have 
determined  to  send  this  Bill  to  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  on  Trade  upstairs,  because 
it  is  a  measure  which  affects  largely  the 
agricultural  interest  genemlly.  It  must 
be  admitted  that  it  is  a  Lirge  Bill,  and 
that  there  are  more  Members  in  this 
House  interested  in  agricultural  questions 
than  in  any  other  question.  It  has  l>een 
said  that  it  is  unnecessary  for  us  to  take 
part  in  this  Second   Reading  discussion, 

J/r.  Cnldwell. 


because  we  ghould  be  diacuttdng  simply 
matters  of  detail.  This  Bill  is  almost  en- 
tirely concerned  with  questionsof  detail,aiid 
those  questions  alone  can  be  dealt  with  in 
Committee.  The  only  opportunity,  there- 
fore, of  pressing  Amendments  is  to  girt 
some  member  of  the  Committee  to  move 
them,  and  it  is  impossible  that  any 
member  of  the  Committee  can  tike 
charge  of  an  hon.  Member's  Amendmeot 
and  do  it  the  same  justice  as  the  hon. 
Member  himself  would  do.  When  the 
Bill  returns  to  the  House  it  is  perfectly 
true  that  you  can  put  down  the  same 
Amendment,  but  the  answer  ^ven  is  in- 
variably, "  This  matter  has  been  discusaed 
and  settled  upstairs."  It  is  almost  im- 
possible to  carry  out  alterations  after- 
wards, because  this  answer  is  so  ready 
and  effective,  and  even  those  Members 
I  who  vote  in  favour  of  an  Amendment  ap- 
I  stairs  will  often  vote  against  it  upon  Report, 
in  order  to  act  loyally  to  the  Committee 
upstairs.  Under  these  circumstances  1 
regret  that  the  Government  have  made 
up  their  mind  to  send  the  Bill  upstairs, 
because  I  think  it  is  one  of  those  measures 
which  could  l>e  dealt  with  better  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House. 

Sir  BRAMPTON  GURDON  (Xoifolt 
N.)  :  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
this  point,  l>ecause  it  is  a  Bill  which  coo- 
cenis  agriculturists  alone,  and  I  repre- 
sent an  agricultiu:al  constituency.  Tbt 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  of  the  diffi- 
'  culty  which  any  hon.  Member  has  in 
persimding  the  House  to  make  an}'  altera- 
tions after  the  Bill  has  been  threshed  oat 
by  the  Grand  Committee.  This  Bill  n»- 
quires  very  considerable  amendment.  It 
seems  to  me  as  if  someone  had  gone 
through  the  Bill  of  1883  and  made  pencil 
notes  upon  it  of  the  amendments  re- 
quired, and  instead  of  drafting  a  new  Bill 
the  Bill  has  been  reproduced  with  the 
pencil  notes.  Having  re^rd  to  the  im- 
portance of  this  Bill,  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  will  not  press  the 
motion. 

Mr.  WARNER  (S^tfordshire,  Lich- 
field) :  Upon  this  question  I  wi.^h  to  add 
my  voice  to  the  opinions  expressed  by 
those  who  have  spoken  before  me.  This 
has  l)een  a  very  technical  del>ate,  and  the 
speeches  have  shown  that  this  measure  i> 
dealing  with  a  purely  agricultural  sub- 
ject, and  it  should  be  left  to  agricultiu«l 
Members  to  decide.      If  it  goes  to  the 
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Grand  Committee  on  Trade  the  agricul- 
tural Members  representing  agricultural 
constituencies  will  have  very  little  say  in 
the  matter,  and  I  am  afraid  it  will  be 
made  into  a  Bill  which  will  not  suit 
agricultural  constituencies.  I  do  ask 
the  Government  to  reconsider  this 
motion,  and  give  agricultural  Members 
some  reasonable  chance  of  moving 
Amendments. 

*Mr.  long  :  One  of  the  grounds  upon 
which  we  have  been  asked  to  reconsider 
our  determination  to  refer  this  Bill  to 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade  is  that 
opportunities  may  be  given  to  Scottish 
Members  to  press  forward  Scottish 
interests,  of  which  we  have  heard  a  good 
deal  to  night.  The  hon.  Member  has 
evidently  overlooked  the  fact  that  the 
Committee  of  Selection  have  added  some 
fifteen  members  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade  for  the  purpose  of  con- 


i  siderin^  the  measures  which  have  been 
referred  to  that  Committee.  I  believe  ic 
is  the  most  businesslike  method  of  deal- 
ing with  a  measure  of  this  kind  to  refer 
it  to  the  Committee  upstairs,  where  the 
speeches  are  not  so  long,  and 
where  you  get  every  point  considered 
from  a  practical  point  of  view.  Tha 
Government  have  taken  this  course 
with  a  view  of  getting  forward 
with  the  measure,  and  I  do  not  think  thia 
House  will  be  deprived  of  a  reasonable 
opportunity  of  introducing  Amendments. 
There  might  be  something  said  against 
my  proposal  if  this  Bill  raised  matters  of 
a  strictly  party  and  controversial  cha- 
racter, but  that  cannot  be  said  in  this 
case.  I  hope  the  House  will  accept  the 
motion  which  I  have  made. 

Question  put. 

The     House     divided: — Ayes,     110; 
Noes,  35.     (Division  List  No.  101.) 


Aclaml  Hood,  Capt.  Sir  A.  F. 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arrol,  Sir  William  ' 

Atkinson,  lit.  Hon.  John 

Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.A.  J.(Manch'r 
Banbury,  Frederick  Cieorge 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bho>vnaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Blundeil,  Colonel  Henry 
Bond,  Edward 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 

C^arlile,  William  Walter 
Cavendish, V.  C.  W.  (Derbv'sh. 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.  (Birm 
Chamberlain.  J.Austen  (Wo'r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henr>' 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
(^ollings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colomb,  Sir  John  Chas.  Ready 
(Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.Athole 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corn  wal  lis,  FiennesStanleyW. 
Cotton-Jodrell,  Col.  Edw.T.D 
Curzon,  Viscount 

Dalkeith,  Earl  of 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.   A.  Akers- 

Dyke,  Rt  Hn  Sir  William  Hart 

Fellowes,  Hn.  Ailwyn Elward 
Fergu8son,Rt.  HnSirJ.  ( Manc'r 
Fin  lay,  Sir  Robt.  Bannatyne. 
Firl)ank,  Joseph  Thomas 
Fitz  Wygram,  General  Sir  F. 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Foster,  Hany  S.  (Suttblk) 
Fry,  Lewis 


AYES. 

Gibbs,Hn.  AG.  H.(Ci  tyof  Lond 
God8on,SirAugU!*tusFrederick 
(ioldsworthy,  Major-General 
Goschen,RtHnG.  J,(StGeorge'R 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Greville,  Hon.  R  jnald 
Gull,  Sir  C'ameron 

Hamilton, Rt.Hn.  Lord  George 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hardy,  Lauren* :e 
Hare,  Thomas  Leigh 
Helder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Houston,  R.  P. 

Jettreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Johnstone,  Heywood  (Sussex) 

Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Henry 

Lawrence,  Sir  E.  Duming-  ( Corn 
Leigh -Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Long,Rt.  Hon.  Walter(  Liverp'l 
Loyd.  Archie  Kirk  man 
Lyttelton,  Hon.  Alfred 

Macartney,  NV.  G.  Ellison 
M'Killop,  James 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Mellor,  Colonel  (Lancashire) 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
More,  Robt.  J.  (Shi*op»hire) 
Morton,  A.  H.  A.  (Deptford) 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  ( -. 
Murray, Kt.  Hon.  A.  G.(Bute) 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry 

Newdigate,  Francis  Alexander 


Nicholson,  William  GrahauL 
Nieol,  Donald  Ninian 

Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbt.  Pike  (Darlington 
Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Piatt- Higgins,  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Purvis,  Robert 

Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Ritchie,  R  t.  Hon.  ChasTh*  mison 
Roljertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Round,  James 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 

Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Christchurcb) 
Smith,  J.  Parker  (Lanarksh.  V 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Edward  J.  (Somerset) 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 

Tollemache,  Henry  James 
Tomlinson,  Wm.  Edw.  Murray 

Welwter,  Sir  Richard  E. 
Welby,Lt.  -Col.  A.C.E.(Tauntn 
Wei  by,  Sii-  Chas.  G.E.  (Notts.) 
Went  worth,  Bruce  C.  Vernon - 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Col.  R.  (Dorset) 
Williams,  J.  Powell-  (Birm.) 
Wilson-Toild,  W.  H.  (Vorks.) 

Wodehou8e,Rt.Hn.E.R.(BatlO 
Wyndham,  George 

Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstrong 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes— 
Mr.  Anstruther  and  Mr. 
Fisher. 


1623 


AdjawmmerU — 


{COMMONS} 


Easier  Recess. 


1624 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,N.  E. 
A8<|uith,Rt.  Hn.  Herbert  Henry 
Buchanan,  Thomas  R^'burn 
Causton,  Richard  Knight 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Crilly,  Daniel 
Dbraeli,  Coningsby  Ralph 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Farqaharson,  Dr.  Robert 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro(Leith) 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Griffith,  Ellis  J. 
(furdon,  Sir  Wm.  Brampton 


NOES. 

Haldane,  Richard  Burden 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  Seale- 
Horniman,  Frederick  John 
Jones,  David  B.  (Swansea) 
Jones,  William  (Camarvonsh. 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Maddison,  Fred. 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Morsan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen 
Monlton,  John  Fletcher 
Price,  Robert  John 
Reckitt  Harold  James 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 


I    Roberta,  John  H.  (Denbigluk. 
Soames,  Arthur  Welieslej 
Sullivan,  Dona!  (Westmnlk! 
Tanner,  Charles  Keams 
Ure,  Alexander 
Wamer,Thooias  Coortenay  T. 
Wason,  Eugene 
Weir,  James  CraHowar 
WUson,  Henr>- J.(York  W.R. 

Tellkrs  for  the  N0£S- 
Captain  Sinclair  antl  Mr. 
Caldwell. 


In  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House 
of  the  6th  day  of  this  instant  April,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put. 


Adjourned  accordingly  at  fire 
minutes  before  Twelre  ol 
the  clock  till  Thursday, 
26th  April. 
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FINANCIAL     STATEMENT     (1900-1901). 


(FINAL    FIGURES.) 

RETURN  to  an  Order  of  the  Honourable  The  House  of  (Commons, 
dated  3  April  1900  \—f(yr, 

COPY  of  "Statement  showing  the  Revenue  and  Expenditure  for  1899-1900, 
and  the  Estimated  Expenditure  for  1900-1901." 


Treasury  Chambers,  \ 
4  April  1900        J 


R.    W.    HANBURY. 


1899—1900. 

Table  I.  showing  how  the  Amount  issued  from  the  Exchequer  to  meet  the 
Expenditure  in  1899-1900  compares  with  the  Estimated  Expenditure,  (1) 
exclusive,  and  (2)  inclusive  of  War  Charges. 


1.  Exclusive  of  War 

Charges. 

1889-1900. 

Total 

Expenditure 

provided 

for  in  the 

Budget. 

Additional 
Expenditure 
for  which  Sup- 
plementary 
Estimates 

were 
presented. 

Total 

Estimated 

Expenditure. 

Amount 

issued  to 

meet  Total 

SxiMnditure. 

Exchequer 
Issues. 

More(-t-)or 

Estimated 
Expenditure. 

i.  consoudated  fund 
Services. 

1.  National  Debt  Services - 

2.  Other  Consolidated  Fund 

Services 

3.  Payments      to      Local 

Taxation  Accounts 

£ 

23,000,000 
1,603,000 
1,147,000 

£ 

£ 

23,000,000 
1,603,000 
1,147,000 

£ 

23,000,000 
1,584,000 
1,150,000 

£ 

—       19,000 
+         3,000 

Total  Consolidated 
Fund  Services    - 

25,750,000 

*       

25,750,000 

25,734,000 

—       16.000 

II.  Supply  Services. 

1.  Army    (including    Ord- 

nance Factories)  - 

2.  Navy      .... 

3.  Civil  Services- 

4.  Customs- 

5.  Inland  Revenue     - 

6.  Post  Office      - 

7.  Telegraph  Service - 

8.  Packet  Service      - 

20,617,000 

26,595,000 

22,180,000 

847,000 

1,966,000 

8,553,000 

3»638,000 

781,000 

47,000 
698,000 

20,664,000 

26,596,000 

22,878,000 

847,000 

1,966,000 

8,553,000 

3,638,000 

781,000 

20,600,000 

26,000,000 

22,530,000 

840,000 

1,960,000 

8,480,000 

3,601,000 

760,000 

—  64,ooa 

—  695,000 

—  348,000 

—  7,000 

—  6.000 

—  73,000 

—  37,000 

—  21,000 

Total  Supply  Services  - 

85,177,000 

745,000 

85,922,000 

84,771,000 

—  1,151,000 

Grand    Total     (ex- 
clusive     of      War 
Charges)       -       -  £ 

110,927,000 

745,000 

111,672,000 

110,505,000 

—  1,167,000 
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Financial  Statement  (1900—1901). 
2.  Inclusive  of  War  Charges. 


18W-1900. 

Total 

Bxpenditnre 

provided 

for  in  the 

Budget. 

Additional 
Bxpenditnre 
for  wUch  Sup- 
plementary 
Eattmates 
were 

1                                Exobeqiw 
rr  J.  1               Amount                

xSSStJjJL    '    meet  Total       Le«(-)yiu 
Expenditure.  ,  Expenditnw.            Totil 
1                                 Eetimated 
,                           i  Expenditnn. 

Grand  Total  (as  above)  - 

1.  Consolidated  Fund 
Services. 

Interest  on  Trea«ury  (War) 
Bills-       .... 

II.  Supply  SER^^CEs. 

Grants  to  meet  War  Charges 

110,927,000 

£ 
745^000 

23,000,000 

'£            ,            £                        £ 
111,672,000    110,505,000   —  1,167,00" 

1 
—                  217,000    -f     217,000 

23,000,000      23.000,000             - 

Grand  Total  (inclusive  of 
War  Charges)  - 

110,927,000 

23,745,000 

134,672,000  '  133.722,000  ;—     9.10,000 

r 

In  order  to  show  the  entire  expenditure  for  which  the  State  was  responsible  in  1S99-1900» 
there  have  to  be  added  (I)  the  expenditure  to  which  the  Public  Revenue  paid  into  the  Local 
Taxation  Accounts  is  devoted,  ana  (2)  the  expenditure  chargeable  to  Capital  Account.  Then 
additions  are  made  in  the  following  statement. 

i.  Expenditure  chargeable  against  Exchequer  Revenue  a^  in  iilx)ve  tabic-     133,722,000 
II.  Expenditure  chargeable  against  Local  Taxation  Revenue    -        -        -        9,717,000 


III.  Expenditure  chargeable  against  Capital 


143,639,000 
4,847,000 


Total 148.486,001) 


Table  II. — Showing  how  the  Exchequer  Receipts  in  1899-1900  compare  with  the 
Budget  Estimate  and  with  the  Exchequer  Receipts  of  the  previous  year  (1898-99). 


Exchequer 

Keceipts  in 

1898-99. 


£ 

20,850,000 

29,200,000 

11,400,000 

7,630,000 

770,000 

1,600,000 

18,000,000 


89,450,000 


12,710,000 

3,150,000 

430,000 

713,000 

1,883,000 


18,886,000 


108,336,000 


Budget  Exchequer 

Estimate  for  Receiitts  in 

1899-1900.  Id99-19(«l 

_     _                   ^  ..        ^ 

Customs     ------       21,770,000  23,8(.h;».000 

Excise         ----.-,     29,850,000  32^  100,000 

Estate,  &c.  Duties       -         -        -         -  '     11,150,000  14,020.000 

Stamps       -         -         -         ...        -  ,       8,050,000  8,500,000 

Land  Tax 800,000  '     790,000 

House  Duty 1,650,000  1,670,000 

Property  and  Income  Tax  -         -         -        18,300,000  18,750,0lX» 

"^  Total  Kxchequer  Receipts 

FROM  Taxes  -        -        -       91,570,000  '     99,630,000 

Post  Office-         -----       13,200,000 

Telegraph  Service       -         -  -         3,300,000 

Crown  Lands 450,000 

Receipts  from  Suez  Canal  Shaies  and 

sundry  Loans  -         •         -         •         -  787,000 

Miscellaneous      -        -         -        -        -         1,850,000  |         2,276,0i<' 

Total  Exchequer  Receipts)    ~  .<, -q-aaa  ^/^-.i/.aaa 

FROM  Non-Tax  Revenue-)  ■     ^'^^^'^^^^^  ■      20,210,000 

TOTALS        -      £     111,157,000  ;     119,s4o,00e 


13,30«MA'^i 

3,350,(H.M.» 

450,l'0«.' 

n34,K'(» 
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Table  III. Showing  how  the  Aggregate  Revenue  raised  by  the  State  in  1899-1900 

compares  with  the  Aggregate  Revenue  raised  in  1898-9. 


1.  Customs  : 

Exchequer 

Local  Taxation  Accounts- 


2.  Excise  : 

Hxchcijuer 

Local  Taxation  Accounts 


3.  Estate,  tVc.  Duties  : 
Exchecjuer 
lyxjal  Taxation  Accounts- 


4.  Stamps - 

5.  Land  Tax      - 

6.  Inhabited  House  Duty 

7.  Income  Tax  - 


Total  Tax  Revenue 


8.  Non-Tax  Revenue- 


Receipts, 
1898-1899. 


20,850,000 
204,000 


21fi6^fi00 


29,200,000 
5,084,000 


.^,^84^000 


11,400,000 
4,233,000 


!     lo,63:i,000 


7,630,000 

770,000 

1,600,000 

18,000,000 


98,971,000 
18,886,000 


Receipts, 
1899-1900. 


23,800,000 
228,000 


24,028,000 


32,100,000 
5,236,000 


S7,.^S6,000 


14,020,000 
4,453,000 


18yl7J,000 


8,500,000 

790,000 

1,670,000 

18,750,000 


109,547,000 
20,210,000 


A(;(iKKi;ATE  Revenue  raised  by  the  State      £  '  117,857,000  |  129,757,000 


(a)  For  the  Exchequer- 

{h)  For  the  Local  Taxation  Accounts   - 


108,336,000 
9,521,000 


119,840,000 
9,917,000 


"  'The  acLrrecate  total  of  £18,473,000  is  exclusive  of  the  sum  of  £4/ .000  which  was  not  paid 
into  the  EK^er  or  into  the  L^Taxation  Accounts  ;  but  was  devoted,  in  pursuance  of  the 
A^'62  and  eS  >^^^^^^  to  relieve  owners  of  tithe  rentcharg#  attached  to  benefices. 
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Table  IV. — Giving  the  National  Balance  Sheet  of  1899-1900  (1)  exclusive  and 
(2)  inclusive  of  War  Charges. 

1.  Exclusive  of  War  Charges. 


Revenue. 

Expenditure. 

I.—Exchequer  Receipts  from 
Taxes  (as  in  Table  II.) 

II. — Exchequer       Receipts 
from  Non-Taxllevenue 
(as  in  Table  II.) 

99,630,000 
20,210,000 

I.— Consolidated  Fund 
Services  (as  in 
Table  I.) 

II. — Supply  Services  (as 
in  Table  I.)    - 

Total 
Surplus  - 

Total 

25,734,00 
84,771,00 

110,505,00 
9,335,00 

Total 

119,840,000 

119,840,00 

2.  Inclusive  of  War  charges. 


Total  Revenue  (as  above)    -  119,840,000 
Deficiency  -       -    13,882,000 


Total 


133,722,000 


Total     Expenditure     (as 

above)    -         -         -  110,505,001 

Add  War  Charges  : 

(1)  Interest  on  Trea- 
sury Bills     -         -  217,00( 

(2)  Armv  Grants      -     23,000,00( 


Total 


133,722,00( 


Financial  Statement  (1900—1901).  v. 

1900—1901. 

Table  V. — Showing  how  the  Provision  to  be  made  in  the  Budget  of  1900-1 
(according  to  Estimates  presented)  compares  with  the  provision  made  in  the 
Budget  of  1899-1900  (1)  exclusive,  and  (2)  inclusive  of  War  Charges. 


Service. 


Provision  made 

in  Budget  of 

1899-1900. 


Provision  to 

be  made 
in  Budget  of 

1900-1 

according  to 

Original 

Estimates 

presented. 


More  ( + )  or 
less  (— )  than 
the  Budget 
Estimate  for 
1899-1900. 


1.  Exclusive  of  War  Charges. 

I.— Consolidated  Fund  Services. 

1.  National  Debt  Services    - 

2.  Other  Consolidated  Fund  Services    - 

3.  Payments  to  Local  Taxation  Accounts 

1 
£                    '£ 
23,000,000       23,000,000 
1,603,000  1       1,600,000 
1,147,000  ;       1,150,000 

£ 

—       3,000 
+        3,000 

Total  Consolidated  Fund  Services 

25,750,000       25,750,000 

— 

IL— Supply  Services. 

1.  Army  (including  Ordnance  Factories) 

2.  Navv 

3.  Civil  Services  (Miscellaneous)  - 

4.  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  - 

5.  Post  Office 

6.  Telegraph  Service    -        -        -        - 

7.  Packet  Service          -        .        -        - 

! 

20,617,000  i     23,703,000 

26,595,000  1     27,523,000 

22,180,000  ;     22,839,000 

2,813.000         2,833,000 

8,553,000  1       8,844,000 

3,638,000  1       3,770,000 

781,000  1          773,000 

1 

+3,086,000 
+    928,000 
+    659,000 
+      20,000 
+    291,000 
+    132,000 
—        8,000 

Total  Supply  Services    - 

85,177,000       90,285,000 

+5,108,000 

GRANDToTAL(exclusiveof  War  Charges) 

110,927,000  1  116,035,000 

+  5,108,000 

Inclusive  of  War  Charges. 


Grand  Total  (as  above)  -    - 

£ 
110,927,000 

£ 
116,035,000 

£ 
+   5,108,000 

I.— Consolidated  Fund  Services. 
National  Debt  Services : — 

(1.)  Interest  on    Treasury    (War) 

Bills 

(2.)  Interest  on  War  Loan     - 

— 

250,000 
619,000 

+      250,000 
+      619,000 

II.—SuppLY  Services. 
Army  (Extraordinary  Charges  to  meet 
War  Expenditure) 

37,797,000 

+  37,797,000 

Grand  Total  (inclusive  of  War 
Charges)         -        .        .        . 

110,927,000 

154,701,000 

+  43,774,000 

(     vii.     ) 


APPENDIX       II 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS.    SESSION  1\)00. 


List  of  Rules,  Orders,  &c.,  which  have  been 
are  required  by  Statute  to  lie  for  an  appoim 
of  the  House. 


resented  during  the  Session,  and 
number  of  Days  upon  the  Table 


(Continuation  of  List  given  in  preceding  Volume.) 


Title  of  Paper. 


London  Grovernment  Act,  1899  (Metropolitan 
Boroughs), — Copy  of  Drafts  of  Orders  in 
CouiJcU  for  the  establishment  of  the  Metro- 
politan Boroughs  of  Holbom,  St.  Pancras, 
and  Stepney,  and  incorporating  the 
Councils  thereof,  and  for  other  purposes 
connected  therewith  [62  and  63  Vic, 
c.  U,  s.  15  (2)] 

Irish  Land  Commission  (Rules), — Copy  of 
Rule  made  by  the  Iiish  Land  Commission 
under  the  Land  Purchase  Acts,  dated  the 
19th  March,  1900  [44  and  45  Vic,  c  49, 
s.  50  (3)] 

J^ndon  Government  Act,  1899  (Metropolitan 
Boroughs), — Copy  of  Drafts  of  Orders  in 
Council  for  the  establishment  of  the 
Metropolitan  Boroughs  of  Chelsea,  Fins- 
bury,  Kensington,  and  Paddington,  and 
incorporating  the  Councils  thereof;  and 
for  other  purposes  in  connection  there- 
with [62  and  63  Vic,  c  14,  s.  15  (2)] 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (Ireland), 
1877, — Copy  of  Order  in  Council,  dated 
31st  March,  1900,  giving  effect  to  a  Rule 
of  Court  [40  and  41  Vic,  c  57,  s.  69] 

Board  of  Education, — Copy  of  Minute,  dated 
6th  April,  1900,  establishing  Higher  Ele- 
mentary Schools  [33  and  34  Vic,  c  75, 

8.  97] 

Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1899, — Copy  of  Regulations  for 
the  Appointment  of  Members  of  the 
Council  of  Agriculture,  the  Agricultural 
Board,  and  the  Board  of  Technical  Instruc- 
tion, under  The  Agriculture  and  Technical 
Instruction  (Ireland)  Act,  1899  [62  and 
63  Vic,  c  50,  8.  28] 


Date  of 
Presentation. 


27  March 


Period  (after 

Presentation)  to  lie 

upon  the  Table. 


30  days 


28  March 


29  March 


3  April 


6  April 


9  April 


100  sitting  days 


30  days 


100  sitting  days 


One  Month 


40  sitting  days 


INDEX 


TO    THE 


PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES 

[AUTHORISED  EDITION]. 
FOURTH    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1900. 

MARCH  22— APRIL  9. 


EXPLANATION  OF  ARRANGEMENT  AND  ABBREVIATIONS. 

Bills:  Reswl  First,  Second,  or  Thirtl  Time  =  iR.,  2r.,  3r.  [r.]  =  Commons.  [/.]  =  Lords. 
Amcndt,  =  Amendment.  Os.  =  Obsen^ations.  Qs.  =  Ques»tion8.  As.  =  Answers. 
Com.  -  Committee.  Con.  =  Consideration.  Eep.  =  Report.  Where  in  the  Index  *  is 
added  with  Reading  of  a  Bill,  or  a  Vote  in  Committee  of  Supply,  it  indicates  that  no 
Debate  took  place  on  that  Stage  of  the  Bill,  or  on  that  Vote.  Subjects  discussed  in 
Committee  of  Supply  are  entei*ed  under  their  headings,  and  also  under  Members' 
Names,  without  reference  to  the  actual  Vote  before  the  Committee. 


Aberdeen  Corporation  Tramways  Bill 
c.  Rep.*  Apr.  6,  1389. 

Aberdeensliire 

Fisheries — Old     Slaines,    Migration     of 
Fishermen   for    want   of    Harbour 
Accommodation,  alleged 
Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Mar.  30,  807. 

,  Abraham,  Mr.  W.  [Cork  Co.,  N.E.] 

Boer  Prisoners  at  Simonstown — Out- 
break of  Fever,  Transferring  Prisoners 
on  Shore,  Apr.  9,  1515. 

Religious  Services  Conducted  by  Metho- 
dists at  Boumea— Insulting  Utterances 
towards  Roman  Catholics,  etc.,  Apr.  3, 
1071. 

Accidents 

Railway  Accidents.  See  Railways. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  See  that 
title. 

Adding  Machines 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Department, 
Mar.  S3,  184. 
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Admiralty 

First  Lord — Rt.  Hon.  G.  J.  Goschen. 
Secretary— ^Ir.  W.  E.  Macartney. 
See  Navy. 

Advertisements 

Athletic  Clubs  in  the  Neighbourhood  of 
Kew  Gardens — Vulgar  Advertise- 
ments 

0.  Mr.  J.  Bums,  Mar,  30,  914. 

Africa,  Bank  of 

Pretoria  Mint — English  Bank  Official 
Assisting  Transvaal  Grovemment 

Qs.  Colonel  Lockwood,  Mr.  S.  Mac- 
Neill  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Mar.  i'6,  314. 

Africa,  East 

Slavery  in— Correspondence  Relating  to, 
Presented,  Apt\  9,  1503,  1512. 

Africa,  South 

Cape  Colony,  See  that  title. 
War,  See  South.  Atrvcasv  V^*x. 


Afr— Ann]  INDEX.  [YoL  81. 

Mar.  22— Apnl  9. 

Africa,  West  ;  Airdrie,  CoMmdge,  and  District  Wal 

Sierra     Leone — District    CoinmiBsioners,  { 

Criniinal  Jurisdiction  and  Appeals,  { 

etc.  I 

Q,     Mr.    Hedderwick ;     A.     Mr.    J.  i 

Chamberlain,  Apr,  9,  1519.  j 


TrostBill 
e.  Con.*  Mar,  26,  306. 

3R.*ifor.^.  628. 
/.  lR.»ifflr.  JO,  782. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr 
1381. 


Agrarian  Offences 

Ireland — Return  Presented,  Apr,  9,  1503, 
1510. 

Agricultural  Banks 

India — Establishment     of     Banks— Mr. 
Nicholson's  Incj  airy  and  Recommen- 
dations 
Q.  Sir  W.  Wedderbnm  ;  A.  Lord  G. 
Hamilton,  Mar.  ^,  697. 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill 
f.  2r.,  Apr.  9,  1534. 


Airdrie  and  Coatbridge  Tramways  Bfl 

0,  Rep.*  Mar.  '28,  599. 

Con,*  Apr.  ,%  1049. 

3R.*  Apr.  fJ,  1386. 
/.  IR.*  Apr  9,  1502. 

Akahista 

Telegraph    Station,    EstaWshment   c 
Guarantee  for  pa^-ment  of  Expei 
Q,   Mr.  Gilhoolv;'^.  Mr.   Hanbt 
Mar,  Jf;,  325.  ' 

"Aldworth"  Steamship 

Conveyance  of  Animals — Order  lelat 
to  FYesented,  Mar.  j*^,  5. 


Alien  Immigration 

Increase  in — Legislation 

Q.  Sir  B.  Simeon  ;  A,    Mr. 
Mnr  j-^;,  321.     • 

Retom  Presented,  Mar.  2S,  546. 


Agricultural  Holdings  Bill  j 

Petition,  Apr.  9,  1509.  ] 

Provisions  for  the  Protection  of  Improve-  ! 

ments  of  Sitting  Tenants  ' 

Qs.  Sir  W.  Wedderbnm,  Dr.  Farqn-  j 

harson ;   As.   !Mr.   Long,   Mar.   ;?9,  I 

702.  j  Alien  Seamen 

Separate  Legislation    for  Scotland,  pro-  See  Seamen— Foreign  Seamen, 

posed  ' 

e.    Mr.   Channing:    A.    Mr.    A.   j.  '  Ambrose.  Dr.  B.  [Mayo,  W.] 
Balfour,  Apr,  J,  1068.  j  Finance  BUI 

I  Beer  Duty,  Mar  J 


Ritd 


Agricultural  Holdings  (No.  2)lBill 

r.  IR.*  Mar.  33,  20*2. 

Agricultural  Holdings,  Ireland 

Purchase  under  Land  Act — Sub-letting 
<^.  Mr.  M.  Healv  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Apr.  J,  1074,  *  : 

Agriculture 

Agricultural      Produce,      Irelaml— Land  ■ 
Commis>ion  (Agricultural  Department),  ( 
Return  of  Prices  Presented,  Mar.   J7, 
418. 

Agriculture,  Board  of 

Prcjfidcni—Vlt.  Hon.  W.  H.  Long. 

Agriculture    and  Technical  Instruction 
(Ireland)  Act 


466. 

Exemption  of  Ireland  from  Tea  Do 
etc.,  Mar.  ,'»;,  368. 

America 

i>€€  United  States. 

America,  South 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  See  that  titl 
Argentine. 

Ancient  Monuments  Protection  Bill 

f.  Com.  Mar.  ,\%  14S  :  Mar.  «>r,  544. 
HejK*  Apr.  J,  UK44- 
Con.*  aud  3k.*  Apr.  4,  123J. 

/.  IK.*  Apr,  J,  12:^0. 

Anglo-Cterman  Convention 
See  Samoa. 

Anglo-Bussian  Agreement 

Policy  of  ihe  British  iiovemment  in  Ch 
\Valton,  Mr.  J.,  on.  Mar.  Jo,  851. 


Amendment,  proposed  j  AwiimLln 

Q.  Mr  P.  (VBrien  :  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  j  Du^ease  of  Animals  Act*,  .S<^<-  that  title 

Apr.  9,  lo29.  Vivisection  —  Petition     for     Prohibit 

Regulations  for  Appointment  of  Members  •  Apr.  9,  1510. 

of  the  Council  Presented,  Apr,  9,  1503.  i 

^''^^'  1  Annaly  Estate 

I  Delay  in  fixing  fair  rents,  etc- 

Aird,  Mr.  J.  [Paddington,  N.]  (;*.    Mr.    J.     P.     Farrell :    As. 

Coinage— War  Record  Coinage  proposed,  Atkinson,  Mar.  j.r,  55  ;    Mar. 

J/«?.   -,33.  i  19-: ;  Mar.  ,%  23^ 
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Annuities 

Government  Insurances  and  Annnities— 
Accounts  presented,  Apr.  6,  1383,  1392. 

PoHt  Office  Annuities,  Revising  Scale  of 
Payments— Persons  above  the  age 
of  80 
Q,   Mr.   Rankin ;   A.  Mr.   Hanbury, 
Mar,  £^,  49. 

Anson,  Sir  W.  B.  [Oxford  University] 

Roman  Catholic  University,  Ireland, 
Mar.  23,  221. 

Anstmther,  Mr.  H.  T.— Lord  of  the  Treas^iry 
[St.  Andrews  Burghs] 

Cable  Companies — Tenuinal  Tax  between 
Post  Omce  Authorities  and  Cable 
Companies,  Mar,  30,  798. 

Clones  Post  Office — Site  for  Erecting  new 
building,  Apr.  9,  1529. 

Irish  Monitors  —  Competition  for  Civil 
Service  Appointments,  Apr.  9, 1529. 

Lunacy  Commissioner,  Scotland,  Retire- 
ment of — Superannuation  Allowance, 
Mar.  30,  804. 

Mail  Service  to  America  —  Terms  of 
Arrangement  with  White  Star  Line, 
Cost,  etc.,  Apr,  9,  1626. 

Post  Office  Employees 

Birmingham  Telegraphists*  Grievan- 
ces—Case of  Mr.  Lacon,  Mar.  30, 802. 

Liverpool  Postmen 

Assistant  Postmen  Engaged    in 

hoist  duties,  Removal  of,  Mar, 

30,  S04. 
Fines  for  Late  Attendance— New 

Arrangement,  Afar,  30,  803. 
Number  of    Temporary   Sorting 

Clerks  and  Telegraphists,  etc. , 

Ajtr.  9,  1528. 

Postmen's  Federation  —  Refusal  of 
Leave  to  Executive  Officers,  Mar. 
30,  802. 

Report — Omission  of  Phthisis  Statis- 
tics, Apr.  9,  1528. 
Retirement  Rules,  Apr.  9.  1525. 

Risk  Allowances  Petition  —  Reply, 
Apr.  9,  1527.  | 

Telegraphists    Holding    Science   and  | 
Art  Certificates — Delay  in  Paying 
Increments,  Apr.  9,  1527.  I 

West     Central     District     Office  —  j 

Auxiliary    Postmen's    Grievances,  , 

Apr.  9,  1527.  j 

Volunteer  Building,  etc.,  Loans — Increased  , 

Rate  of  Interest,  Apr.  9,  1518.  j 

I 

Appeal  Ck>mniittee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
Report,  Ajn-.  6,  1381. 

Appropriations-in-Aid 

Parks — Key  Subscriptions 

Debate  in  Committee  of  Supply, 
Mar.  SO,  909.  j 

Venison  Fees  j 

Os.  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  Mar.  30,  914.  I 
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Assistant   School    Teacher  —  Arrears   of 
Salary 
Q.  Serjeant  Hemphill ;  A  Mr.  Atkin- 
son,  Apr.  3,  1073. 

Argentine 

Foot  and  Mouth  Dbease,  See  that  title. 

Arklow  Cordite  Factory 
Army  Contracts 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond;   A.  Mr.  J.  P. 
Williams,  Mar,  29,  692. 

Armenia 

Bitlis,  British  Consulate  at — V^acancy 
Q.    Earl  Percy;     A.   Mr.    Brodrick, 
Mar.  2^,  42. 

Armonr  Plate 

Naval  Contracts — Amount  expended  on,  in 
England  and  Scotland 
Qs.    Mr.  Weir,  Mr.  Fla\'in;  As.yir. 
Goschen,  Mar.  27,  438. 

Army 

Secretary  of  State — Marquess  of  Lans- 

downe. 
Under  Secretary — Mr.  G.  Wyndham. 
Financial     Secretary  —   Mr.    J.      P» 

Williams. 

Acts,  Consolidation  of 

Os.    Mr.    Caldwell,    Mr.    Wyndham, 
Apr.  2,  1036. 

Artillery,  Royal 

Hyaerab>id,  Officers  at,  Employment 
of  elsewhere 
Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd. 
ham,  Mar.  30,  794. 

Lieutenants,    Promotion    of — Service 
Qualification  Rule 
Q.     Mr.     Newdigate;     A.    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Afar.  27,  437. 

Auxiliary  Forces 

Insjiector     General  —  Selection     of 
Officers 
Q.    Colonel  Welby  ;   A.   Mr.  A. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  22,  36. 

\S€e.  also   titles  Militia,  Volunteers, 
etc.] 
Barracks,  iSice  that  title. 

Billeting,       Sleeping       Accommodation, 
Breakfast  provided  by  Inn-keepers, 
etc. 
References  to  in  Debate  on  tbe  Army 
[Annual]  BUI,  Apr.  2,  1035. 

Boots,  See  South  African  War. 
Bullets,  See  tliat  title. 
Commissions 

Colonies,  Offer  of  Commissions  to 
Cost  of  Living  in  the  Armv,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.    Maclean;    A.    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  26,  314. 

Further    Offer   to   Canada,  pro- 
posed 
Q.  General  Laurie ;  A.  Mr« 


Arm — Arm] 


Anny — cont, 

ComniiBsions — cont. 
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Colonies,  Offer  of  CoiiiniiHsioiui — cont 
New    Zealand    and    Tasmania — 
Cavalry  Commissions 
Q,  Mr.  Orr-Ewing;   A,  Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  S9,  685. 

Contracts 

Canteens  —  Irish  Contracts,  Alcohol 
Contract  given  to  English  Yirm 
Q.   Mr.   W.  Redmond;    A,   Mr. 
J.  P.  Williams,  Mar,  -23, 175. 

Comparative  Outlay  in  the  Three 
Kingdoms,  See  Financial  Relations, 
England  and  Ireland. 

Conlite — Irish  Firms 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond  i  A.  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  Mar,  :i3,  188;  Q, 
Mr.  W.  Redmond;  A,  Mr. 
J.  P.  Williams,  Mar,  29,  692. 

Cycles— Irish  Manufacturers 

Q,  Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  A,  Mr. 
J.  P.  Williams,  Mar,  23,  175; 
Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  A,  Mr. 
Wyndham,  Apr,  J,  1259 

Directors'    Staff,    Qualifications  of— 
Inspection  of  Stores 
Q,    Mr.    S.    MacNeill;    A,   Mr. 
J.  P.  Williams,  Apr,  2,  938. 

Misconduct  of  Contractors 

Boots     supplied      by      Messrs. 
Samuels  to  Volunteer  Con- 
tingent at  the  Front 
Q,    Mr.    Howell;    A,     Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar,  50,  793. 

Committee  of  Inquiry 

Qs,    Major    Rasch,     Mr     J. 
Bums;  A,  Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
.     four,  Mar.  2ti,  316. 

Criminal  Prosecution  etc. 

Q.  Major  Raisch ;  A.  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  Jpr.  J,  1259. 
Samuels,  Messrs.,  Supplying 
Stores  to  Volunteer  Regi- 
ments after  Name  was 
struck  off  List 
?.  Mr.  Howell;  ^.  Mr.  J.  P. 
Williams,  Apr.  2,  938. 

Underwood  and  Sons,  alias  Hood 
and  Moore,  l^nnett,  etc. 
Qs.    Major    Rasch,    Mr.    S. 
Wortley;   As.    Mr.   J.   P. 
Williams,  Mar.  22,  37. 
Affixing  Name  of  Finn  outside 
Business  House,  etc 
Q,   Mr.   Butcher;  A.  Mr.  J. 
P.  Williams,  Mar.  26,  316. 
Underwood,   E.,  Justice   of   the 
Peace  for  Middlesex 
Q.   Mr.    Howell;   A.   Sir  R. 
Webster,  Apr.  S,  1056. 
Return 

0.  Lord  Balcarres,  Mar.  27,  436. 

Shirt  Contracts — Londonderry  Firms 

Q.  Mr.    A.  J.  Moore  ;  vl.  Mr.  J. 

P.   Williams,  Mar.  27,436;  Q. 

Mr.  D.  Sullivan  ;  ^.  Mr.  J.  P. 

Williams,  Ajn-.  2,  937. 


Army— cow^. 

Crimean  and  Indian  Matiny  Vetflnni 
Hennessy,  Patrick,  Case  of 

Q,  Mr.   Flavin ;    -4.   Mr.  J 
Williams,  Mar.  SO^  795. 

Hogan,  Domenick,  Case  of 

Q.   Mr.   Flavin  ;    ^.   Mr.  J 
Williams,  Mar.  29,  692. 

Education — Director  GeneraJ»  Aboliti 
Post 
Q.  Sir  J.  Fergusaon ;  ^.  Mr.  TV 
ham.  Mar,  26,  317. 

Enlistment — Fraudulent  Enlistment 
Debate  on  the  Army  (Animal) 
Apr.  2,  1033. 

Ex-Soldiers  Joining  for  One  Year,  Su 
heading  Royal  Reserve  Battalions. 

Guns 

Blakely  Invention 

Q,    Mr.     Weir;    A.    Mr.    J 
Balfour,  Apr,  3,  741. 

Gruson,  Messrs.,  Exhibition  of  Q 
firing  Guns,  etc.  — Gei 
Jouwrt's  purchases  for 
Transvaal 
Q.  Mr.  Platt-Higgins ;  A. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  2S^  32. 

Horses 

Conveyance  of  by  Rail  in  nncoi 
Cattle  Trucks 
Q,  Mr.  Butcher ;  A.   Mr.  W 
ham,  Apr.  3,  939. 
Irish  Horses,  purchase  of — Nomb 
Horses    purchased   in  Fof 
Countries,  etc 
Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A.   Mr.  Atkii 
Mar,  29,  686. 

India,  5ee  that  title. 


Manccuvres  — 


Suit 
Anti 


euvres  —  Acquisition     of    S 
Training     Ground      for     J 
Manccuvres 
Q.  Capt.  Norton ;  A,  Mr.  Wyndh 
Apr,  6,  1399. 

Medical    Examination     of    Comnianc 
Officers— Physical  fitness,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  A.  Mr.  Wj 
ham,  Apr.  5,  1261. 

Medical  Service  at  the  Front,  See  So 
African  War. 

Medical     Service      Corps  —  Lieutena 
Colonel's  Pay 
Q,  Dr.   Fan|uharson  ;  A.  Mr.  Wv 
ham.  Mar.  29,  693. 

Militarv  Drill  in  State  aided  Schools 
Debate, Jlfar.  S0,%3\, 

Military  Lands  Provisional  Order  BUI, 
that  title. 

Military    Schools  —  Percentage    of  B 
Joining  the  Army 
Q,  Mr.  M*Kenna;  A.  Mr.  Wyndhi 
Mar,  26,  317. 

Militia,  See  that  title. 

Netley  Hospital,  See  that  title. 

Ordnance  Forging  Press,  Constmction 

3,000-ton  Press  at  Woolwich 
Q.  Mr.  S.  W^ortley  ;  ^.  Mr,  Wy: 

ham,  Apr.  2,  940. 

[ami 
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Army — conf. 
Pensions 

Case  of  Timothy  Counihan 

Q,  Mr.  xM.  Healy;  A.  Mr.  J.  P. 
Williams,  Mar,  30,  795. 
Crimean  and  Indian  Mutiny  Veterans, 
See  that  suh-heading. 
Hcric  Acid,  Encouraging  Manufacture  of, 
in  the  United  Kingdom 
Q,    Sir    C.    Dilke;    A,     Mr.    J.    P. 
Williams,  Apr.  3,  1060. 
Prisons,  Corporal  Punishment  in— Modifi- 
cation of  Rules 
Q,  Mr.  J.  A.  Pease;  A,  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham.  Mar,  Uly  437. 
Promotion    from    the    Ranks,    See    sub- 
heading Comnii>sions. 
Queen's  Visit  to  Ireland— Welsh  Guard  of 
Honour  at  Holyhead 
Qs,  Col.  Pr>ce-Jones,  Mr.  E.  Griffith  ; 
As,  Mr.  VVyndham,  Mar,  SO,  793. 
Recruiting — Annual  Report  of  Inspector 
General  Presented,  Mar,  23,  167  ;  Mar, 
56,303. 
Recruiting^  Agents — Revised  Instructions 
for  Employment  of 
Q,  Dr.  Farquharson ;  A,  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham,  Mar.  22,  39. 
Regimental     Depdts  —  Employment     of 
Volunteer  Officers 
Q.  Mr.  Cornwallia;   A,    ^Ir.  Wynd- 
ham,  Apr,  3,  1058. 
Regimental     Titles  —   Buckinghamshire 
Regiment,  Proposed  New  Regiment 
Q,  Mr.  Carlile;   A,  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Mar,  29,  693. 
Reservists 

Families — Dates  of  Payment 

Q,     Mr.    C.    Corbett;    A,    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Apr,  J,  1257. 
Poet  Office  Employes  reioining— Pay, 
etc.,  Extenaing  Concessions  to 
Unmarried  Reser\'iMts 
Q,  Mr.  Steadman;  A,   Mr.  Han- 
bury,  Apr,  6,  1400. 
Reservists   on  Active   Service — Pen- 
sions, Service  in  Section    D., 
etc.,  counting  for  Pension 
Q,  Mr.  M*Kenna;  A,  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Apr,  5,  1257.    • 
Rifles,  Rifle  Shooting  and  Rifle  Ranges, 

See  those  titles. 
Royal  ReseiVe  Battalions 

Extension  of  period  of  Ser>'ice,  etc. — 
Amendment  to  the  Army  [Annual] 
B\i\,Apr,  6,  1384. 
Marines,  Eligibility  of 

Q.  Commander  Young;  A,   Mr. 
Wyndham,  Apr,  J,  1256. 
Metropolitan  Police 

Q,  Mr.    Steadman ;   A,    Mr.  J. 
Ceilings,  Apr,  J,  1257. 
Officebi'  Pay— Deductions  for  Gratui- 
ties, etc. 
0.  Major  Rasch  ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Mar,  22,  35. 
Poet  Office  Employes— Pay,   Allow- 
s,  returning  to  Civil  Em- 


ployment, etc.,  Arransements 
Q.  Mr.  Steadman  ;  A,  Mr.  Han- 
bury,  Mar.  23,  183. 


Army — cont 

Royal  Re«erv'e  Battalions— ro/i^ 
Publicatit)n  of  Scheme 

g.  Mr.  Warner;  A,  Mr.    Wynd- 
ham, Mar,  27,  437. 

Statistics 

Q,  Capt.  Norton  ;  A,  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Apr.  5,  1256. 

Sandhurst  Cadets,  See  sub-heading  Com- 
missions. 
Veterinary  Department 

Officers'  Examination 

Director  General  acting  as  Ex- 
aminer—Questions on  Ad- 
ministrative Duties,  etc. 
Q,    Capt.     Jessel ;    A,    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Apr.  6,  1396. 

Non-publication  of  List  for  1899 
Q.   Captain  Jessel ;    A,   Mr. 
Wyndham,  Apr,  3,  1059. 

Status  of  Officers 

Q.     Captain    Norton ;    A.    Mr. 
Wyndliam,  Apr.  5,  1261. 

Volunteers,  See  that  title. 

Woolwich    Arsenal  —  Discharge   of   En- 
gineers,   Re-employment  in    other 
Departments,  proi)osed 
Q.   Sir  F.  Flannery;    ^.   Mr.   J.  P. 
Williams,  Mar.  27,  438. 

Yeomanry,  See  that  title. 

Army  (Annual)  Bill 

c,  Cmti.,  Mar.  29, 11^;  Apr,  2,  1033. 

3r*.  Api\  2,  1038. 
/.  IR.*  Apr,  3,  1047. 

2r.*  Atrr.  6,  1384. 

3r.*  Apr,  9,  1504. 

Eoi/al  Assent,  Apr,  9,  1504, 1509. 

Army  Estimates 

Supplementary  Estimates 

South  African  War  (£10,000,000  and 
£13,000,000)— Statement  Presented, 
Mar,  26,  307. 

Army  and  Navy  Investment  Tmst  Bill 
/.  Rep.*  Mar.  27^11- 

3R.*  Apr.  2,  918. 
c.  IH.*  Apr.3,  1078. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr,  !U 
1505. 


Amold-Porster,  Mr.  H.  0.  [Belfast,  W.] 
Roman  Catholic  University,  Ireland,  Mar.. 
23,  261. 

Artillery,  Boyal 

Hyderabad,  Officers  at — Employment  of, 
fiuifiwhfire 
e.  SirC.  Dilke;  A,  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Mar.  30,  794. 

Lieutenants,    Promotion      of  —  Ser\'ice 
Qualification  Rule 
Q,   Mr.   Newdigate;  A.   Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Jtfar.  r?7,4a'l. 


Art— Atk] 

Artistic  Oopyright 

See  Copyright  Artistic  Bill. 


Ashbourne  Lord — Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
Public  Libraries  Bill,  Com.y  Mar,  -?J,  153. 

Asia,  Central 

Rossian  Programme  for  the  Conqaest  of 
Asia  by  Railways 
Walton,  Mr.  J.,  on,  Mar,  30,  852. 

Asia  Minor 

Bitlis,  British  Consulate  at —Vacancy 

Q,    Earl    Percy;  A.    Mr.    Brodrick, 
Mar.  22,  42. 

Asqmtli,  Bt.  Hon.  H.  H.  [Fifeshire,  E.]  j 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  2u.,  Mar.  -?.<?>  ' 
580. 

Asylums 

See  Lunatic  Asylums. 

Athletic  Clubs 

Advertisements — Athletic    Club   in    the 
neij?hlx)urhood  of  Kew  Gardens 
0.  Mr.  J.  Bums,  Mar.  SO,  914. 

Athy  Union 

Charges  under  Jiaboui*ers  Acts— District 
Charjijes 
Q.  Mr.    Engledew  ;  A .  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  j:,\  51. 

Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.   J.^Afformt/  General . 
^or /rc/awrf  [Londonderry,  N.]  ' 

Agricultural  (Jrant— Landlords  and  the 
Interpretation  of  the  Local  (Government 
Act,  Jinr.  :J'.K  TKi. 

Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction 
Act — Amendment,  proposed  Ajtr.  'J, 
1530. 

Ballymahon  Union,  Teacherts'  Fees— Ke-  ■. 
coupment.  Mar.  JS,  194.  | 

Ballyshannon  Petty  Sessions  —  Assault  i 
case,  bringing  before  notice  of  JiOnl  i 
Chancellor,  Apr.  J,  1273.  \ 

Baltimore  Ilailway  Extension  to  Deep  I 
AVater  — Contract,  Mar.  /?,  57.  ; 

Belfast  1 

Ladysmith    Relief  Celebration  Dis-  | 

turbance— Death  of    F.    Mooney,  ^ 

Mar.JJ,:v^.  ' 

Pauper  Lunatics — Additional  Accom-  i 
modation,  etc.,  Apr.  .7,  1273. 

Poor  liaw  Medical  Officer  acting  as 
Alderman,  etc.,  Apr.  0,  1411. 

Protestant  Association  Lectures — 
"Ex-Monk  Widdows,"  Mar.  i'9, 
714. 

AVorkhouse  Cemeteiy  —  Additional 
Ground,  Mar.  ;?6',  330. 

Boat  Accommodation  between  Foynesand 
Kilrueh,  Establishment  of,  A}n:  J,  1272. 

Carndonagh  Loan  Fund  Society — 
Receiver's  Kemuneration,  etc.,  Apr,  5, 
1273. 
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:  Atkinson,  Bt.  Hon.  J.—corU. 

Carrickmacross — Urban  and  Rural  Bo 
daries.  Colonel  O'Hara's     adjnstOM 


etc.,  Mar.  30,  814. 

CarrickmacroBs  Workhonse 

Dietary  Scale,  Mar,  27,  450  ;  Mar. 
813. 

Night  Inspection,  Mar.  26,  328. 

Castleblaney  Union  Dispensary  Doc 
Absence  at  Assizes — Payment  of  i: 
stitute.  Mar.  30,  813. 

Cavan  Co. — Inniskilline  Assizes,  A^ 
nient  on  Divisions  of  Co.  Cavan,  A 

22  55. 

Census  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com,, Mar,  29,  7 
Deaf  Mutes  Clause,  Mar,  23,  197. 

Charitable  Loans  (Ireland)  Bill,  Dat 
Cmn.,  Mar.  29,  780. 

Clonfree,  Proclaimed  Meeting  at.  Mar. 
198,  199. 

Couf^ested    Districts    lioard — Represe 
tion  of  the  South  of   Ireland,  .1 

22,  57  ;  Mar,  27,  451. 
Kerry,  Apr.  2,  951. 

Constabulary,  Royal  Irish 
Compensation  for  Injuries 

Ex -Sergeant  English  applying 
Compensation  two  years  a 
Injury,  Apr,  3,  1072." 

Ratepayers'  Liability'  to  I 
Apr.  6*,  1410. 

District  Inspector  Taylor  at  Kenin 
associating  with  Magistrate  of 
District,  Apr.  2,  954. 

Contempt  of  Court,  Persons  Commit 
for— Delay  in  printing  Report,  Mar. 

58. 

Cork  District  Lunatic  Asylum,  Crimi 
Lunatics  transferred  to,  Mar.  .iO,  815. 

County  Council  Rates — Deduction  h 
Rents,  Landlords  refusing.  Mar.  JS,  1 

Creagh  Estate— Tenants'  Ajiplication 
Purchase,  Mar.  M,  1-95. 

Doneraile,  I'nited  Irish  League  Meet; 
and  the  Police,  Apr.  2,  951. 

Dublin 

Disturbances — Prosecution  of  Trin 
College  Students,  Neglecting 
instruct  Mr.   Tobias,  alleged,  j/* 

23,  196. 

Publichouse?,    Police    Inspection 
Mar.  £2,  54. 

Ennis  Union  Dispensaries  —  Dm: 
Analysis,  Mar.  23,  198. 

Errigal  Truajjh— Erection  of  Prote>tit 
National  School  on  Site  of  Evict 
Farm,  Apr.  0,  1411. 

Holdings  purchased  under  Lund  Act- 
Tenants  sab-letting,  Apr.  J,  1074. 

Inebriates  Act— Ennis  Prison,  use  of  as 
Inebriate  Reformatory,  Apr.  3,  1076. 

[aw*/. 
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AtkinBon,  Bt.  Hon.  J.—^ont. 

Kerry 

County  Council  Secretary  —  Salary, 
Mar.  22,  56. 

County  Surveyor's  Salary — Increase 
in,  Mar,  23,\^Z  ;  Mar.  Mi,  376. 

Labourers  Ants— Athy  Union  Charges 
under,  Mar.  S2,  52. 

J^abourers'  Cottages,  Kilkenny  Union- 
Case  of  James  Lanigan,  Apr.  9,  1530. 

Land  Commission 

Annaly  Estate— Delay  in  fixing  Fair 
Rents,  etc..  Mar.  /^  56;  Mar.  :*3, 
198  ;  Mar.  26,  331. 

Appeals— Taking  Cases  out  of  turn, 
Mar.  gi\  52. 

Cork— Number  of  Fair  Kent  applica- 
tions awaiting  hearing,  Date  of 
last  Sitting,  etc.,  Mar.  29,  716. 

Cork  County,  Hohlings  ]mrchase<l 
under  Land  Acts— Sub-letting,  etc.. 
Mar.  SO,  816. 

Kantnrk — Date  of  last  Sitting,  Cases 
not  disposed  of,  etc. ,  Mar.  26,  330. 

Kanturk  and  Macroom  Sittings,  Mar, 

2S,  196. 
Kerry    County,    Sittings    of    Com- 
missionf'rs    —    Trinity        College 
Property,  Conduct  of  Agent,   etc., 
Apr.  2,  949  ;  Apr.  J,  1073. 
Louth,  County,  Mar.  29,  713. 
Mallow,  Mar.  23,  194. 
Limerick    Cori)oration    Documents  —  In- 
quiry at  Dublin  Castle,  Mar.  23,  195. 
Local  Government  Act — Officers,  Return, 

Mar,  26,  329. 
Local  Government  Act  Amendment  Bill 
—Date  of  Introduction,  Mar,  2.1,  197. 

Local  Government  Orders — Power  to  vary 
areas  of,  Charge  fixed  by  previous  Orders, 
Killamey  Dwtrict  Council  Petition, 
Apr.  2,  952. 

Lunatic  Asylums — Rate  in  aid  withheld 
by  the  Treasury,  refunding.  Mar.  27, 
461. 

liUnatics— Out-nursing  system,  Dr.  Nor- 
man's Report,  Mar.  29,  713. 

Meath 

County  Council  Secretaryshii)^I)elay 

in  Appointment,  Apr.  7>,  1531. 
Main  Roads— Url>an  Councils'  Appeal 
and  the  Local  (Government  Hoard, 
Mar.  22,  58. 
MuUingar 

Court     House— Sub  -  SheritFs    (Jffice 
marked  "  Private,"  etc.,  3Iar.   SO, 
815. 
Drainage  System — Defective  System, 
Mar,  27,  449. 
Murphy,  Constable  F.,  Death  of  in  Lurgan 
Workhouse  Hospital,  Mar,  26,  327. 

National  School  Teachers 

Ardstraw  Assistant  School  Teacher- 
Arrears  of  Salary,  Aj^r,  3^  1074. 

Salaries—Date  of  i)ayment,  Apr,  9f 
1531. 


AtkinBon,  Bt.  Hon.  J,—cont. 

National  Schools,  Heating  Arrangements 

in.  Mar.  26,  326. 
Private  Bill  Legislation,  Apr.  3,  1172. 

Queen's  County  Council  Secretary — 
Notice  served  on,  under  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  Insufficiency  of  Notice, 
alleged.  Mar.  29,  716. 

Railway  Amalgamation  Bills,  Joint  Com. , 
Apr.  5,  1247,  1248. 

Rates,  Collection  of,  use  of  Licensed 
Premises,  Mar.  27,  449. 

Religious  SerA'ices  conducted  bj-  ^letho- 
dists  at  lk)urnea — Insulting  utterances 
towards  Roman  Catholics,  Police  Pro- 
tection, etc. ,  Apr.  3,  1 07 1 . 

Roatls— Empowering  Councils  to  employ 
direct  Labour  for  M'aintenance  and 
Repair  of  Roads,  Apr.  3,  1075. 

Scariff  Water  Supply  Scheme — Petition, 
Apr,  2,  952. 

Tenants  in  Towns  Improvement  (Ireland) 
!  Bill,  2r.,  Apr,  /,,  1221. 

I         Town  Holdings,  Tenure  of  and  Security  of 
Improvements  —  Commission  proi>osed, 
Mar.  26,330.    , 
Wicklow  County  Council — Regulations  as 
to  use  of  Printed  Forms,  Mar,  26,  .329. 

Workhouses,  Consumption  of  Spirituous 
Liquors — Return,  Mar.  27,  451. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act— Accidents 
occurring  ofi^  Employers'  Premises,  Case 
of  T.  Carroll,  Apr.  3, 1076. 

Attorney  (General 
Sir  R.  E.  Webster. 

Attorney  (General  for  Ireland 
Right  Hon.  J.  Atkinson. 

Auctioneers'  Licences 

Control 

Q.  Mr.  Rothschild :  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  27,  443. 

Austin,  Mr.  M.  [Limerick,  W.] 

Civil  Ser\ice  Writers'  Pensions — Counting 
Temporary  Service  between  September, 
1870,  and  August,  1871,  Aj)r.o,  1271. 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Acts  Amendment 
Bill,  2k.,  Mar.  28,  599. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act — Accidents 
occurring  off  f^mployers'  Premises,  Case 
of  T.  Carroll,  Apr.  3,  1075;  Apr.  .7, 
1274. 

Australasia 

Army,  Imperial,  Oft'er  of  Conmiissions, 
See  Army-  Commissions. 

Federation— l*apers  relating  to  I*resented, 
Apr.  r,,  123.^>,  1252. 

Fremantle    as     Port    of    Call    for    Mail 
Steamers 
Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain, Apr.  0,  1520. 


Aus— Bal] 


Australia— coM^ 

Western  Australia — Goldfields  Separation 
Petition 
Accelerating  transmission  of  Petition 
to  the  Queen 
Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A,  Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berlain, Apr,  9,  1520. 

Governor     submitting     Petition     to 
\Iinisters 
C>.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  ^.  Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berlain, AjYi',  iiy  944. 

Automatic  Couplings 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill, 
*Vfc  that  title. 

Auxiliary  Forces  I 

Inspector-General — Selection  of  Officers      i 

Q.  Col.  Welby;  A,  Mr.   Wyndham,  | 

Mai\  22,  36.  I 

\Sct  also  titles  Militia,  Volunteers,  etc.] 

Balcarres,  Lord  [Lancashire,  Chorley]  ] 

Ancient  Monuments  Protection  Bill,  Com,,  j 
Mar.  i%  148.  ; 

Army  Contracts,  Return,  Mar.  27,  436.       | 

Bnckland  Collection,  Removal  from  j 
Victoria  and  Albert  Museum,  Mar.  i 
29,  705.  j 

Putting  in  Proper  Order,  Mar,  26, 
323. 

Central  Lobby,  Decoration  of — Designs, 
etc.,  Apr.  9,  1522. 

China,  British  Commercial  and  Political 
Interests — Policy  of  the  Government, 
etc..  Mar.  SO,  864.  I 

Cyprus  I 

Famagnsta  Harbour  Works — Protec-  ! 
tiou  of  Ancient  Fortifications,  etc., 
M(n\  29,  696. 

Hailway  Works,  Mar.  29,  696. 

Delagoa  Bay  Railway  Arbitration — Ex- 
penses incurred  by  British  Government, 
A  in-.  ;;,  1062.         '  ' 

Education,  lioard  of— Departmental  Com- 
mittee Report,  Apr.  6,  1409.  ' 

\'olunteers — Civil  Servants  and  Volunteer  j 
Training,  Counting  time  spent  in  Camp  i 
as  part  of  Annual  Leave,  Ajyr.  C,  1400.     ' 

Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.—Firat  Lwd  of  the  j 
Tre((.fnnj  [Manchester,  E.]  , 

A«:ricultural  Holdings  Bill  —  Separate 
Legislation  for  Scotland  proposed,  Am\ 
;7.  1068. 

Army  Contracts 

Fraudulent  Contractors,  Conmiittee 
of  In<iuiry,  etc..  Mar.  20,  317  ;  Apr. 
5,  1259. 

Irish  Cordite  Contracts,  Mar.  23,  188. 

Business  of  the  House — Statements,  Mar.  . 
2J,  200 ;  Mar.  27,  453,  454  ;  Ajyr.  4,  I 
1232  ;  Apr.  9,  1533. 

Bills,    Enumeration  of,    and    Dates 
upon   which   Bills  will  be  taken —  j 
Statement,  Ajn-.  2,  955. 

Easter  Recess,  etc.,  Mar.  29,  718.  ' 
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{  Balfour,  Bt.  Hon.  A.  J.—aant. 

Closure  Motions  in  Committee— Alien- 
tion  of  Standing  Onler  proponi, 
Mar.  30.  818. 

County  and  District  Council* ,  Ireland- 
Chairmen  and  the  Coinniisftion  of  tk 
Peace,  Apr.  3,  1077. 

Cowdenbeath  Level  CnMwin^ — Proteetioi 
of  the  Public,  Api\  3,  10b9. 

Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland)  BuQ, 
2r.  Api\  2,  1007,  1008. 

Education  Code  for  1900 

Facilitie<«    for    Discussion,  Mar.   i6, 
332,  3;«. 


Hieher  Grade  Schools,  Effect  on,  etc. 
Apr.  3,  1067. 

Postponement  of,  proposed — School 
Boards  Opposition  to,  etc., 3far.  ^, 
708. 

Education  Schemes,  etc..  Laying  on  tbe 
Table  of  the  House  in  Printed  Term- 
Adopting  similar  Order  to  that  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  Api\  ;:?,  955. 

Indian  Famine  —  Grant  from  Imperial 
Soorces,  proposed.  Mar,  23,  177. 

London  Water  (Purchase)  Bill  —  Irah 
Financial  Discussion,  Mctr,  22,  li  Ifi, 
20. 

Lunacy  Board,  Scotland — Appointmoit 
of  Salaried  instead  of  Honorary  Chair- 
man, etc..  Mar.  30,  808. 

Marine  Insurance  Bill — Date  of  Introdie- 
txon.  Mar.  29,1  \^. 

Motions  for  Adjournment  of  the  Hou« 
to  Dl<<cuss  Matters  of  Urgent  PuWir 
Importance— Blocking  Notices,  Parlia- 
mentary Procedure,  etc.,  Apr,  6,  1421. 
1427,  142S,  1432. 

Municipal  Trading,  Appointment  of  Joint 
Committee,  Mvr.  J9,  769. 

Municipalities  constructing  Tramways  be- 
yond Limits  of  Districts,  Apr.  3,  1067. 

Old  Slaines  Harbour  Accommodation, 
Want  of  Suitable  Accommodation,  etc. 
Mar.  30,  807. 

Postmaster  General — Duke  of  Norfolk's 
Successor,  Appointing  Minister  with 
Seat  in  House  of  Commons,  Mar,  3, 
694,  695 ;  Mar.  30,  819. 

Press  Representative  in  the  Lobby  of  the 
House  of  Conuiions  holding  Offidtl 
Position  in  the  Het^ord  Office,  Mar.  ^% 
717. 

Private  Bill  Business — (iovemment  Con- 
trol, Mar.  2  J,  1.'). 

Private  Bill  Legislation,  Ireland,  Mar,  j7. 
452;  yi/tr.  ii,  ILkS,  1166. 

Koroan  Catholic  University  Education- 
Colonial  Rei)ort.s,  Mar,  JJ,  186. 

Roman  Catholic  L'niversity,  Ireland. 
Mar.  23,  278. 

St.  Albans,  Authority  granting  Dean  and 
Chapter  to — Endowment,  Mar,  ^if^  17. 

\coid. 


Vol.  81.] 


Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.—conf. 
South  African  War 

British  Wounded  Prisoners — Release 
of,  Mar.  S2,  34. 

Boer  Prisoners 

Deportation  of,  to  St.  Helena — 
Mr.  Schreiner's  Protest,  Api\  i^ 
931,  932. 

Place  of  Custody,  outbreak  of 
Fever  at  Simonstown,  etc., 
Apr.  6,  1393 ;  Apr.  9,  1515. 

Knapp,  Father  Simon,  Carmelite 
Fnar  —  Appointment  as  Roman 
Catholic  Chaplain  to  the  Troops, 
Mar.  30,  789. 

Mafeking  —  Provisioning,  Initiative 
due  to  Lord  Edward  Cecil,  Mar.  23, 
169. 

Medals,  Presenting  to  Troops  im- 
inediately  on  Conclusion  oi  Cam- 
paign, Mar.  26,  309. 

Military  Law,  Administration  of~ 
Judge  Advocate  General  nomi- 
nating Delegates,  etc..  Mar.  26, 
308. 

White  Flag  Treachery  by  the  Boers 
—Lord  Roberts*  Despatch  to  Presi- 
dents Steyn  and  Kruger,  Mar.  20, 
682. 

Stewart,  Field  Marshal  Sir  D.,  Death  of 
— Tlianks  to  French  Government  for 
Military  Honours,  Apr.  .9,  1632. 

Town  Holdings,  Tenure  and  Security  of 
Iui]>rovements  •  Commission  proposed, 
3lar.  27,  453. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  Amend- 
ment proposed — Case  of  James  Carroll, 
Apr.  5,  1274. 

Balfour  of  Burleigh,  Lord 

Copyright  Bill,  2r.,  Mar.  29,  mi. 
Education  (Scotland)  Bill— Funds  avail- 
able. Motion  for  Return,  Mar.  29,  619. 


Balintore  Harbour  Light 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mar.  30, 
809. 

Balian,  Mr. 

London  County  Councillor,  Resignation- 
Warrant  for  Arrest 

Q.  Mr.  Flower;  ^.  Sir  R.  Webster, 
Ajpr.  9,  1523. 

Ballinacurra  Foreshore 

Sale  of  Rights  to  Lord  Midleton  without 
communicating  with  the  Cork  Har- 
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Ballyheigue  Bay 

Pier,  Construction  of,  proposed 


Q.  Mr.   Flavin  ; 
Mar.  30,  817. 


A.    Mr.     Plunkett, 


BaUsrmahon  Union 

Teachers*  Fees— Recoupment 

Q.  Mr.  D.   Sullivan;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar.  23,  193. 

Ballyshannon  Petty  Sessions 

Assault  Case — Bringing  before  notice  of 
Lord  Chancellor 


Q.  Mr.  W.  Johnston;  A. 
son,  Apr.  5,  1273. 


Mr.  Atkin- 


Baltimore  Railway 

Extension  to  Deep  Water 

Q.  Mr.  Gilhooly;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  22,  57.  Qs.  Mr.  Gilhooly, 
Capt.  Donelan  ;  As.  Mr.  Plunkett, 
Mar.  26,  331. 

Banbury,  Mr.  F.  G.  (Camber well,  Peckham) 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Acts  Amendment 
Bill,  2r.,  Mat.  28,  598,  599. 

Bank  Holiday  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

c.  IR.*  J;/r.  6,  1447. 

Bank  Notes 

British   Guiana,    Issue    of    Notes    in — 
Conditions 
Q.  Mr.  B.  Hoare  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain, Apr.  6y  1403. 

Nova  Scotia,  Bank  of,  issuing  Notes  in 
Jamaica 
Q.  Mr.  B.  Hoare ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain, Apr.  3,  1062. 

Bank  of  England 
War  Loan 

Allottees     paying 
Branches 
Q.    Mr.  Warr; 
Beacn,  Mar.  29,  690. 

Irish  Allottees  registering  Allotments 
at 
Q.    Mr.   Carson ;    A.    Sir  M.  H. 
Beach,  Apr.  5,  1258. 

Agricultural  Banks,  Establishment  of,  in 
India — Mr.  Nicholson's  Inquiry'  ami 
Recommendations 
Q.  Sir  W.  Wedderburn  ;  A.  Lord  G. 
Hamilton,  Mar.  $9,  697. 

Barbed  Wire  Nippers 

South  African  War— Number  sent  out,  etc. 
Qs.  Sir  L.  M*Iver,  Gen.  Russell ;  As. 
Mr.  J.  P.  Williams,  Mar.  22,  31. 

Barley 

Manufacture  of  Beer 

Debate  on  the  Finance  Bill,  Mar.  37^ 
457. 


Instalments     at 
A.    Sir  M.   H. 


hour  Commissioners 
Qs.  Mr.  M.   Healv,    Capt.   Donelan, 
^kS*.  so,  ^Qs'^'i^l:  \  Barlow.  Mr.  J.  E.  [Somersetshire.  Frome] 
Donelan,    Mr.     Flynn ;    As.    Mr.  :         Coal  Mines  Regulation  Acts  Amendmemt 
Ritchie,  Apr.  2, 962.  ^  Bill,  2r.,  Mar.  28, 595. 
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Bamcks 

Holme  Barrack<«  condemned  for  Sanitary 
Reasons,  alleged 
Q.   Mr.   Drage;    A.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Mar.  JO,  C96. 

Barry,  Mr.  R  [Cork  County,  S.] 

Cork  Land  Coniminsion  Sittings — Number 
of    Fair    Kent    Applications    awaiting  ' 
hearing,  etc.,  Mfir.  i^,  714. 

Finance  Bill  ' 

Beer  Duty,  Mar.  ;>7,  470. 

Tobacco  Duty,  Mar.  26,  414. 


A.   H.    Smith  (Hunts, 


Barry,   Bt.    Hon. 

Huntingdon] 

Tenants  in  To>\ti  Improvement**  (Ireland)  I 
Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  4,  1198,  1199,  1206. 

Barry  Bailway  (Steam  Vessels)  Bill 
/.  Rep.  from  Select  Com.,  Mar.  27,  417. 

3r.*  Apr.  ;A  918.  ! 

c.  IK.*  Apr.  3y  1078.  I 

Bartley,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.  [Islington,  N.] 

Blocking  Notices,  etc.,  Apr.  G,  1444.  i 

Finance  Bill 

Death  Duties  and  Soldiers'  Estates,  '■ 
Mar.  20y  725,  740  ;  Apr.  2,  961. 

Exemption  of  Freland  from  Tea  Duty, 
etc.,  Mar.  20,  357. 

Financial  Relations,  England  and  Ireland 
— Over-taxation  of  Ireland,  alleged. 
Mar.  22.  99 

London  Water  (Purchase  Bill) — Irish  | 
Financial  l)u*cus}sion.  Mar.  22,  18.  I 

Baths,  Washhouses,  etc. 

Municipal  Tra<Hn;r 

0.  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Apr.  J,  1.349.  i 

Bayley,  Mr.  T.  [Derbyshire,  Chesterfield]      ! 
Army  (Annual)  Hill,  Com.,  Apr.  2,  1036. 

Beach,  Et.  Hon.  SirM.  IL—ChaureUor  of 
the  E.rcJiif^ Iter  [hr'isto],  W.]  : 

Budget— Revenue  Keturn  for  Ye;ir  endinj'  ! 
Mar.   31,    1900— Including   Receipts   of 
Week  ending  Mar.  31,  Apr.  6',  140r>. 

[Sec  also  sub-he«'iding  Finance  Bill.] 

Cable  (.'oniuiunication— All-Briti;?h  Rout« 
to  the  Cape — L^vntling  Rights  refused, 
Apr.  6,  1404. 

Canadian  Covernnient  Securities,  Raiding  , 
to  I^nk  of  Trust  Investments,  Apr.  J,  ■ 
1264. 

Coinage — AVar  Record  Coinage,  •)roposed,  ■ 
Mar.  22,  33.  '  | 

Customs      House— Anticipatory      With-  [ 
(Irawalrt 
DitlicuUies  of  Clearance,  Mar.  22,  45.  : 

Exces'jive  Cleaninces,  Mar.  26,  319.      I 

[Src  nl'O  subheading,  Finance  Bill.]      I 

10  ' 


Beach,  Bt.  Hon.  Sir  IL  H.— <»m/. 

Death  Duties 

Evasions  of —Estates  of  great  VsHnl 
etc.  Mar.  29^  699. 

Imperial  and  Colonial  Duties— Mem- 
bers of  Companies  Donodcikd  ii 
United  Kingdom  carrying  on  Busi- 
ness in  New  South  Wales,  liaMliiy 
for  Death  Duties,  Apr.  J,  li»4. 

[See  aUo  sub-heading  Finance  Bill.] 

Education  Code — Facilities  for  Discuseiioa 
Mar.  28,  600. 

Finance  Bill,  Mar.  27,  541,  ^^43 :  Mar.  A 
750. 

Mar.    27, 


Beer  Duty,  Mar.  27,  460,  464,  m. 
482. 

Brokers*  Produce  Contract  Nott*, 
Mar.  27,  512, 514. 

Customs  House  Clearance  on  DutiaUc 
Goods — New  Clause,  Mar.  2i*,1S^ 
724. 

Death  Duties 

Aggregation,  Apr.  2,  967. 

Soldiers'  and  Sailors'  Estates, 
Mar.  29,  737  ;  Apr.  2,  959,  963. 
964,965. 

Income  Tax,  Exemption  of  IreUni 
Mar.  27,d3G. 

Spirits,  Duty  on,  Apr.  S,  966. 
Statistics  of  Revenue  and  Expenii- 
ture— Amended  Statement,  Awr.  i 
1064  ;  Ajn-.  6,  1447.  1456,  1459. 
Tea  Duty,  Mar.  20,  377,  383,  384. 
Exemption  of  Ireland  from.  ««■., 
Mar.  26,  348. 

-  Financial  Relations,  England  and  Ire- 
land—(3ver  Taxation  of  Ireland. 
allege<l,  Mar.  22,  113. 

(ioveniinent  Securities — Dates  of  raynwnt 
of  Dividends,  Ancient  Quarter  'Pixi 
etc.  Mar.  ,}0,  799. 

Spirit  Dutie-s  increased  Duties— M.ini 
facture  of  Chloroform,  Ethers,  etc.,  Ki- 
emption  of  Confectionery  and  Tran^ 
I)arent  Soap,  Ajtr,  2,  940. 

Stanui  Duty 

Debentures— Illegal  Demand,  Kern- . 
to  refund  duty  on  Instruments  r  X 
produce<l  forCancellation  of  St; .:  r- 
Mar.  22,  U. 

New  Stamp  Duties,  Repeal  of  Claut 
25  of  the  Companies  Act.  1867,  Mm.    ' 
2.1  177. 

Wainia  Incident— Payment  of  ClaiiiK 
Mar.  ?A  43. 

War  Loan 

Allottees  paying  instalments  at 
hranches  of  the  Bank  of  EoffltS'L 
Mar.  2ii,  691. 

Irish  allottees  registering  Allotment* 
at  the  Bank  of  Encland.  ere 
Apr.  .5,  1258. 

Ways  and  Means.  PostiK>nement  nf  Toic- 
niittee— Mr.  G.  BowlesV  Noti.-e  w' 
Motion   Mar.  27,  458. 
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SESSION   1900. 
Mar,  22— April  9. 


[Bee— Bla 


Beckenham 

Technical  Instruction  Act,  Subjects  to  be 
taught  under  Clause  8— Minutes  of 
Committee  of  Council  presented,  Apr,  5, 
1235  ;  Apr,  6',  1392. 

Beer 

Consumption     of,    by     English-speaking 
Races 
0.  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Mar,  27,  488. 


Beer  Duty 

Budget  Proposal— Finance  Bill,  Mar.  27, 
458. 

Exemption  of  Ireland,  etc.  (Mr.  Flynn's 
Amendment),  Mar,  27,  460.  ' 

Beer    Betailers'     and    Spirit    Grocers' 
Licences  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill  ! 

c,  2r.*  Apr,  J,  1376.  i 

Beer  Substitutes 

Debate  on  the  Finance  Bill,  Mar,  27,  475.  ■ 

^egg,  Mr.  F.  F.  [Glasgow,  St.  Rollox] 

Canadian  Government  Securities,  raising  j 
to  the  rank  of  Trust  Investments,  Apr, 
J,  1264. 


BethelL  Commander  G.  B.    [York,   E.R. 
Holderness] 
Foreign  Seamen  on  British   Transports, 
Mar,  30,  830. 

Bethnal  Green 

Board  of  Guardians—  Gratuities  to  Reliev- 
ing Officer,  etc. 
Q.    Sir   M.    Bhownaggree ;    A .    Mr. 
Chaplin,  Apr,  5,  1267. 

Bexhill  and  Botherfield  Bailway  Bill 
/.  Committed,  Mar,  26,  302. 

Bhownaffjsree,  Sir  M.   M.  [Bethnal  Green, 

Bethnal    Green  .Board   of     Guardians — 

Gratuities    to  Relieving    Officer,    etc., 

Apr,  5,  1267. 
Indian  Famine,  Inquiry  into  Causes,  etc., 

A2)r.  3,  1101. 
Private     Lunatic     Asylum     Proprietors, 

Offering     Commissions     to     Relieving 

Officers,  Mar,  2D,  701. 
South  African  War — ^Indian  Ambulance 

Corps,     Number    employed.    Casualty 

Returns,  etc.,  Mar,  23,  171. 


I  Bicycles 

China,  Blue  Books— Inclusion  of  Maps,  j         See  Cycles. 
Apr,  5,  1262.  ' 

Foreign  Office  Letters  of  Introduction  to 
British  Subjects  travelling  abroad — 
Conditions,  Apr,  5,  1263. 

Belfast 

Ladysmith    Relief    Celebration   Disturb- 
ances—Death of  F.  Mooney 
Q,  Mr.  Daly ;  A,  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar, 
22,  52. 


Bill,  Mr.  C.  [Staffordshire,  Leek] 

Police  Reservists  (Allowances)  Bill,  Com, 
Apr,  2,  1041. 

Birmingham 

Telegraphists'  Grievances,   Case  of    Mr. 
Lacon 
Q.  Mr.  Steadman  ;  A,  Mr.  Anstruther, 
Mar,  30,  802. 

Local  Registrar  of   Bankruptcy— Super- 1  Birmingham   (King  Edward   the   Sixth) 
annuation,  Treasury  Minute  f'resented,  Schools  Bill 

Apr.  3,  1046,  1052.  /.  T^c//.*  A/tr,  3,  1045. 

Pauper  Lunatics— Additional  Acconmio-  ?**•!  ^^'*  ?'  l^?' 

dation,  etc.  '•  *«•    -V*-  ^'  1^'- 

^'r^^inf''^^'  ^'  ^'-  A^*'^"^^"'  ^^' •    Birmingham  University  Bill 

Foor  Law  Medical  Officer  actmg  as  Alder-  3r.»  Apr,  0, 1382. 

man,  etc.                 ,,,,,.           I  c,  IR,*  Apr',  9,  1507. 
Q.  Mr.  Macaleese ;  A,  Mr.  Atkinson,  I 
Apr,  6, 1411.                                   I  Birrell,  Mr.  A.  [Fifeshire,  W.] 

Post  Office— Sunday  Deliveries                  •  Ecclesiastical  Assesnments  (Scotland)  Bill, 

Qs.  Mr.  S.  Young,  Mr.  W.  Jolmston  ;  2r.,  Apr,  2,  985,  994. 
As,  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mar,  23,  191. 

Protestent    Association    Lectures-"  Ex- I  ^    British  Consulate  at,  Vacancy 

Monk\^^ddows    ^     _^      ^  ..           ,  Q,   Earl    Percy;    A,    JVfr.    Brodrick, 

Q,  Mr.  S.  Young  ;  .1.  Mr.  Atkinson,  ^  ,r    .  ,,,,   , «  -^  '                                    ' 

Mar.29;iU.                                         I  jyc«.  ^>.,  4Z. 

•Workhouse  Cemetery— Additional  eiround  I  Blackbum  Workhoiise 


Q,  Mr.  W.  Johnston ;  ^.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar.  20,  336. 

Belgium 

Sugar  Bounties — Diplomatic  Negotiations 
between  the  rowers  for  the  Aboli- 
tion of  Bounties 
Q,  Colonel  Mil  ward  ;  A,  Mr.  Brodrick, 
Apr,  5,  1262. 

3ennett  and  Sons 

Army  Contractors,  See  Army. 
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Deportation  of  Irish  Paupers^Removal 
of  E.  Murray  to  Kilmena 
Qs,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  As, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mar.  30,  SU  ;  Q. 
Mr.  Flavin  ;  A,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell, 
Apr.  ?,  948. 

Blackwood,  Lord  Basil 

Deputy  Judge  Advocate  in  South  Africa 
— Appointment 
Q,   Mr.    Hum|>hreys-Owen  ;   A,    Mr* 
Wyndham,  Apr.  2,  ^^^. 

3  T  2 


Bla— BowJ 


Blake,  Mr.  E.  [Longford,  S.] 


INDEX. 
Mar.  22— Apiil  9. 

1  Boots— <?ow^ 
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South  African  War— eon/. 

Rejections  —  Contrmetoiv    snpplyiii^ 
Boots 
Qt.   Bfr.  Bioadhiuvt,  Mr.  Chto- 
ning  ;   A,  Mi.  J.  P.  Williss, 
Apr,  S,  1055. 

Volanteen'  Boots  supplied  bjMeMB. 
Samuels  unfit  for  nae 
Q,  Mr.  HoweU  ;  A.  BAr.  Wvnd 
ham.  Mar,  SO,  793;  O.'Mr. 
Howell ;  A,  Mr.  J.  P.  Wilha»v 
Apr,  3, 938. 


Irish  Railway  Amalgi&mation  Bills,  Joint  i 
Com.,  Apr,  5,  1249.  j 

Blakely  Gun  ' 

Invention  Refused  by  War  Office — Altera-  ' 
tion  of  Law  relating  to  Armstrong  ' 
Guns  constructed  on  Blakely  Prin-  • 
ciple 
Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Apr.  ;?,  941. 

Blanch,  Mabel,  Case  of 

^V^r  ^^mo^^ ;  ^.  Sir  >L  W.  Ridley,    BoTongh  Ponds  BiU 
^  "'''^  '  Petition,  Mar,  ^,  429. 

Blocking  Notices 

South  African  War  Debate— Mr.  Court-  Boroughs  of  the  Metropolis 

ney'ft  Complaint,  Apr  *J,  1414.  See  London  €k>vemment. 

Speaker's  Rulings,  S»^y  ."speaker. 

Wilson's,  Mr.  H.,  Alien  Seamen  Notice  of  Botha,  F.  A.t  Case  of 

Motion  rp.     e      v  ^^*rtial     Law    in    Cape    Colony -Ifo 

^*\r"^'''-^?'^**^^®'"*  ^^®  Speaker,  carriage  of  Ju.^i<^  MegtA 

Mar.  :?»,  680.  q^   ^^^    HaieU  ;  A.    Mr.   Wyndhi^ 

Mar.  SO,  79a 
Blue  Books 

^*^"">ro'J^'c1i^^  ''*^*'  ^"^  ^^^^   Bonlnois,  Mr.  R  [Marylebone.  E.] 

Q.   MrR*Begg:   A.   Mr.   BitMlrick,  London    Water   (Purchase)     BUI  — Infc 

Apr.  J,  1262.  Financial  DiseussioD,  Mar,  J2^  II. 

Blundell,    Colonel  H.  B.  H.  [Lancashire,   Bonmemonth  Corporation  Bill 


Ince] 

Railways  [lVe\*ention  of  Accidents]  Bill. 
2  R.,  Apr.  ,7,  133;^. 

Board  of  Agriculture 

^«r  Agriculture. 

Board  of  Education 
Xt-*'  Eduojition. 

Board  of  Trade 

^V^  Trade. 

Boilers  Registration  and  Inspection 

Appointment  of  Committee.  Mar.  ^J^  415. 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  -4/**-.  j. 
lOU. 

Bond,  Mr.  E.  [Nottingham.  E.] 

Finance  Bill.  Com. — Stamp  Duties.  Mar. 
J9,  749. 

Land  Charge=<  Bill  2K-.  Ap:  tf.  14W. 

Bonded  Goods 

Customs   Hou?e  Cleariuee,   ^^y  Customs 
Hou^e. 

Boots 

South  Atriesin  War 

Inferiority  of  IS^kk^.  Ketier\'e  Stores, 
etc. 
ij.  lieneral  Russell :  A.  Mr.  J.  P. 
WUliiims  M'^r.  t:,  32. 

V2 


I,  Committed,  Mar,  2S,  U9. 


Bow 


Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Scheae, 
See  London  autl  North  Westen 
Railway. 


Bowles,  Mr.  T.  G.  [Lynn  Regis] 
Blocking  Notices 

Amendment  of  Standing  Otder,  etc. 
Apr,  ti,  1431. 

Memher»'    Leave    of     Afai«nee,  dc, 

Apr.  o,  1419. 

Cliina,  Blue-book,  Laying  on  the  Table  d 
the  House,  Mar.  JS»,  699. 

Contraliand  of  War  and  Right  of  SeucL 
Capture  of  suspected  Veavteb.  Jfm-.  J>, 
6S9. 

Finance  Bill 

Amoided  Financial  StateBeaL  dc 
Apr.  6',  1460. 

Amendment  out  of  order.  Mar.  iS'.  7X 

Brokers'    Produce    Condact    \oi»w 
Mm-.  17,  514. 

Death  Duties.  Mar.  J7,  515,  51iL  M. 
52d.53a531. 

AggregaUon,  etc,  J  Apr.,  9«L 
Soldiers*    and     Sailon*    Ertitei 
Mar,  i&,  745  :  Apr.  A  96L  Sfe 
Tea  Duty,  Mar.  .r.  39|. 
l«reenwich  Naval  CoU^ce — Xaval  HMif 


Lecturer,  Apr.  »;,  14«:6. 


[ami. 
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SESSION   1900. 
Mar.  22— April  9. 


[Bow— Bro 


Bowles,  Mr.  T.  Qf.—cont 

Mercantile  Marine  Certificates — Delay  in 

restoriot;  Mr.  Milne*s  Certificate,  Api\  6', 

1405. 
Naval    Reserve    (Mobilisation)    Bill,  2r., 

Apr.  6*,  1482. 

Royal  Residences — Fuel  and  Light,  State 
supplying,  etc..  Mar,  30,  906. 

Russia  and  Turkey — Railway  Concessions 
to  Russia,  Attitude  of  British  Govern- 
ment, Mar.  ;.V,  40. 

South  African  War 

Naval  Brigade  Despatches — Publica- 
tion Regulations,  Mar,  2?6*,  309. 

Sternberg,  Count  Adalbert,  releasing, 
Apr.  J,  1*255. 

Venison— Fees  on  Gifts  from  the  State, 
Mar.  SO,  914. 

Bradford  Corporation  Bill 

Minutes  of  Evidence  referred  to  Select 
Committee  on  Police  and  Sanitary 
Regulations  Bills  Ordered,  Apr.  3, 
928. 

Bray  Urban  District  Council  (Extension 
of  Time)  Bill 
Petition  referred  to  Select  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders,  Apr.  8,  1060. 

Standing  Orders  not  Complied  with, 
Apr.  J,  917,  927. 

Bridlington  Piers  and  Harbours 

Abstract  of  General  Annual  Account 
Presented,  Mar.  22,  28  ;  Mar.  23, 
150. 

Brighton 

Telegraphists'  Promotions 

Q.    Mr.   Loder;    A.    Mr.    Hanbury, 
Apr.  J,  1270. 

Brighton  Corporation  Bill 

c.  Rep,''  Mar,  22,  2S. 

Can,*  Mar.  SO,  784. 

Zn.*  Apr,S,  1049. 
/.  lR.*^jw.  J,  1234. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  9, 
1501. 


British  Armaments  Corporation 

Fonnation   of,    for   the    Manufacture  of 
Guns,  etc..    War   Office    Officials' 
Connection  with 
Q.  Mr.  Howell;  A,  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Apr,  S,  1060. 

British  Guiana 

Bank  Notes,  Issue  of  « 

Q.  Mr.  B.  Hoare ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berlain,  Apr.  G,  1403. 


British  Museum  Bill 
I,  IR.*  Api\  5,  1236. 
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Broadhurst,  Mr.  H;  [Leicester] 

Boots  for  the  Troops  in  South.  Africa- 
Rejections,  Apr.  3, 1055. 

Finance  Bill — Death  Duties  and  Soldiers' 
and  Sailors'  Estates,  Apr.  2,  960,  966. 

Municipal  Trading,  Appointment  of  Joint 

Committee,  Mar.  29,  757. 
Tenants  in  Towns  Improvement  (Ireland) 

BUI,  2r.,  Apr.  4,  1221. 

Brodrick,  Bt.  Hon.  Bt,  John— Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  [Surrey,  Guild- 
ford] 
Bitlis,  Britisli  Consulate  Vacancy,  Mar, 
22,  42. 

China 

Blue-Book 

Inclusion  of  Maps,  Apr,  5,  1262. 
Layi::g   on    the     Table   of   the 
House,  Mar,  29,  699. 

British  Commercial  and  Political 
Interests— Policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, etc.,  Mar.  SO,  879. 

Kwong  Yu-pui,  Abduction  of  from 
Hong  Kong,  Mar.  30,  797  ;  Ajn-.  3, 
1064. 

"  Open-door'*  Policy— United  States 
Co-operation  with  England  and 
other  Powers,  Papers  relating  to, 
Apr.  3,  1063. 

Shantung  and  Pechili  Disturbances 
— Action  by  the  Powers,  Mar.  30, 

West  River,  Piracy  on — Accident  to 
British  (Tun'boat  **  Sandpiper,"  Apr, 
3,  1064. 

Contraband  of  War — Portiiguese  Officials 
and  the  Liinding  of  Contraband  at 
Delagoa  Bay,  A2n'.  2,  943. 

Delagoa  Bay  Kailwav  Ai-bitration  Award 
—Delay,  Mar.  29,  698  ;  Ajtr,  6,  1262. 

Foreign  Office  Letters  of  Introduction  to 
British  Subjects  travelling  abroad — Con- 
ditions, Apr.  J,  1263. 

Paris  Exhibition — Compelling  British  Ex- 
hibitors to  exliibit  on  Sundays,  Mar. 
30,  797. 

Red  Sea  Lighthouses — Progress  in  Con- 
struction, Slar,  22,  40. 

Sugar  Bounties,  Abolition  of — Attitude  of 
France,  Apr.  5,  1262. 

Treaties  with  Foreign  Powers — Number 
concluded  since  January  1st,  1899,  Mar. 
22,  41. 

Turkey  and  Russia — Railway  Concessions 
to  itussia.  Attitude  of  British  Govern- 
ment, Mar.  22,  41. 

Turkish  Loan  Conversion  Convention- 
Ratification,  Apr.  2,  944. 

Uganda  Railway 

Crown  Agents  and  the  employment  of 

Shipbrokers,  Commissions  charged, 

etc.,  J/flrr.  if^,  42. 
Number  of  Miles  completed   March 

31st,  1899,  Amount  expended^  e.ti(i..^ 

Apr.  9,  \5a\. 


«•■*-  v  »*» 
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Mar,  22—Aj^nl  9. 


[Bur— Oal 


Bums,  Mr.  J. — cont. 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill, 
2r.,  Mar.  22,  145 ;  Apr,  5,  1322. 

lioad  from  Pall  Mall  to  Buckingham  Place, 
etc.,  Mar,  SO,  908. 

Business  of  the  House 

Bills,  Enumeration   of,  and  Dates  upon 
which  Bills  will  be  taken 
Statement  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  A^, 
2,  955. 

Closura  Motions  in   Committee — Altera- 
tion of  Standing  Order 
Q.  Sir   H.  Howarth;   A,  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Mar,  30, 818. 

Easter  Recess 

Q,  Mr.  Ellis ;  A,  Mr.  Balfour,  Mar, 
29,  718. 

Education  Code,  Facilities  for  Discussion, 
See  Education — Code. 

Motion  for  Adjournment  of  the  House  to 
discuss    matters  of   urgent    public 
importance 
Blocking  Notices,  See  that  title. 

Private  Bill  Business — Government  Con- 
trol, Inconveniences  arising  out  of 
present  system 
0,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mar,  22,  15. 

Statements  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  Mar,  23, 
199 ;    Apr,  4,  1232;  Apr,  9,  1533. 

Butcher,  Mr.  J.  G.  [York] 

Army  Contract<«,  Fraudulent  Contractors) 
Underwood  and  Co.  alias  Bennett,  Mar, 
26,  316. 

Finance  Bill— Death  Duties,  Soldiers'  and 
Sailors*  Estates,  etc.,  Mar.  27,  524 ; 
Mar,  29,  729  ;  Apr.  2,  962.  i 

Horses — Conveyance  of  Army  Horses  by 
Rail  in  Cattle  Trucks,  Apr,  2,  939. 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill, 
2;R.,Apr.^,  1326. 

Buxton,  Mr.  S.  [Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar] 

Finance  Bill->Death  Duties  and  Soldiers' 
and  Sailors'  Estates,  etc.,  Mar,  29,  738 ; 
Apr,  2,  962. 

Green  Park — Seat  Accommodation,  Apr, 
i?,947. 

London  Water  (Purchase)  Bill,  2r.,  Mar. 
29,  639,  646. 

liOndon  Water  (Welsh  Supply)  Bill,  2r., 
Mar,  29,  677. 

Gable  Communication 
Africa,  South 

Cape,  All-British  Route  to — Landing 
Rights  refused 
Q.  Sir  C.  DUke;  A,  Sir  M.  H. 
Beach,  Apr,  6,  1403. 

Code  Messages,  aUowin^  to  Foreign 
Territories,  and  disallowing  to 
British  Colonies 
Q,  Sir  E.  Sassoon  ;  ^.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham,  Mar.  26,  315. 
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Cable  Communication— con^ 

American  Cablegrams,  Post  Office  tele- 
phoning direct  to  Subscribers 
Q,  Sir  E.  Sassoon ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar,  22,  50. 

Liverpool,  United  States,  and  the  Con- 
tinent,   Time    occupied    in    trans- 
mission of  Cablegrams,  etc. 
Q,Mt,C,  M* Arthur;    A,  Mr.    Han- 
buiy,  Apj\  5,  1269. 

Pacific  Cable  Scheme — Progress  of  Com- 
mittee 
Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain, Mar.  9,  1520. 

Russia,  Cablegrams  from — Dela>  s 

Q.  Mr.  A.  G.  Gibbs  ;  ^.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar,  22,  51. 

Telephoning    Cablegrams    after  business 
hours,  etc. 
Q,  Mr.  C.  M' Arthur  ;  A,  Mr.Hanbury. 
Apr.  5,  1269. 

Terminal  Tax  between  the  Post   Office 
Authorities  and  Cable  Companies 
Q.  Sir  E.  Sassoon  ;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther, 
Mar.  30,  797. 

Cadets 

See  titles  Army — Commissions  and  Volun- 
teers. 

Caliirciveen 

Land  Commission  Sittings — Trinity  Col- 
lege Property,  Valuation  of  Property 
— Conduct  of  Agent,  etc. 
Q.   Mr.   Flavin ;    A,   Mr.    Atkinson, 
Apr.  3,  1073. 

Caldwell,  Mr.  J.  [Lanarkshire,  Mid] 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  9, 

1618. 
Army  Annual  Bill,  Com.,  Mar.  29,  776, 
777,  778,  779. 
Consolidation  of  Army  Acts,  Apr.  2, 
1034. 
Buckingham    Palace    Pictures,    Opening 
the  Palace  to  the  Public,  etc,  Mar,  30, 
905,  909. 
Elcclesiastical     Assessments      (Scotland) 
Bm,2R.  Apj\  2,  1JI05. 

Land  Charges  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  6,  1488. 

Land  Registry  (New  Buildings)  Bill,2R., 
Apr.  6,  1498. 

Lunacy  Board  (Scotland)  (Salaries),  etc.. 
Resolution,  Mar.  22,  142,  144. 

Lunacy  Board  (Scotland)  (Salaries,  etc.) 
BQl,  2r.,  Apr.  2,  1015,  1032. 

Naval  Reserve    (Mobillpation)     Bi 
A]n\  2,  1043  ;  Apr.  6,  1473. 

Palatine  Court  of  Durham  Bill,  2r.,  Apr. 
2,  1039. 

Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens 

Appropriations    in    aid — Motion    for 
Reductions,  Mar.  30,  910. 

Imperial   Funds— Upkeep  of  London 
Parks,  Mar.  30,  913. 

Private  Bill  Legislation,  Ireland,  Apr,  3y 
1159,  1172. 


Cam— Car' 


INDEX. 
J/ar.  22— April  9. 


rvoL  SI. 


Sa  G.  I(il»eow.  BrLdgecon] 

roniite*    Spontmneou'*    Combasdoo — Ex-  ; 
plo»Hoa  on  H.M.S.    •  Rerenge." -J/ht.  f, 

Etirle«iAi»cic:&I  A ^dcs-^menCd  -  Seodand )  BUI, 

Ftae  ur  Lmpriscimienc  Act — BoIcr.  etc.,  ' 

Mar.  ..:.  Is*?. 

Fiiukovtf  Bill.  A}fr.  :.  tlrw. 

Kli^im:  a  Pn9ui&« — Medical  Examina- 
tiuu  Ke^iKition>w  fto..  J/'cr.  .',*,  47. 

ll«MMvi>oiu   L.  — t  'tfer  or  Reward  for  In-  . 
t«rTi»tiCkiQ    resjultini:     in     Arrest.    Mr. 
Lo^  ^•••aim.  Apt'.  /.  1524. 

MtOvkTaa:     r-mi^ionin:; — Persons  taking  . 
Illitiaci^e.  .'*l'ir.  J'.  Ii»  :  Jfor.  -^.  68a. 

roiK>j  Ni»i:iuiV!ic«»  ;iil*=-;eti — Ca^e  of  Law- 
rviut*  Heii«ier9on,  X"r.  Uk  504. 

^trit  Ouiit^  increased  Dntiesi — Mann- 
tsiccuiv    >ti    <*hiorofumi.    Ethen,    etc.,: 

At*',   ..  .»4.:\  Sibo. 

CampMI^   Mr.    J.    H.    H.     [Dublin.    St.  \ 
Stepaeii  •<  i^reen' 
I'Vi^ace  Hill   Le^i>IacioD.  Ireland.  Apr.  J, 

reiuuiC9>  in  T»wn»  Improvement  (Irelami) 
Bill,  iK..  .\i.,:  ,,  lAC.  1214.  1215,  1216u 

CampboUBazutemiaiu  Bt.  Hon.  H.  [^>tir- 

London  W;iter  Purchase^  Bill  —  Irish 
financial  Piscus^un.  Mar.  ,'-,'.  21. 

Motion  tor  A<t;otLrDiueut  of  the  Hoose  to 

disi"U>5!i  rn.it  ier<  oi  uijjceac  Public  im- 
|K>rtaiu't?  Kitikiriii;  Notii-es*  etc.,  Apr. 
..   1*2V 

CMttperdown,  Earl  of 

iVlouiji!  ^^it  .ielVrMce.  Duty  of — Action  of 
M?.  S-hreiner  un  tiie  <.)ucbreak  of  War 
l>*t>*t.'cii  V-reai  Hritaiu  and  South 
VtrivMM  Ke[»iiblics -V<i/-.  .'.'',  till. 

VrtuY,    lmi»t?iiai     <  >tl"er    of   Commissions, 
Further  (.JtlWr  [>rupo>e<l 
\'.   lien.  Laurie;  -1.    Mr.    Wvndhani, 

.1/..I.    ■■,  l'»07. 

i»o\crn!«ent  Securities.  i\ai»in^  to  rank  of 
Trust  liive^lnients 
V.     Mr.     h\     l>ej:-;    A.    Sir    M.     H. 
Ikuoh,    //./.  .».  I2tJ4. 
Meivbant    Service  C'ertiHcates- -Delay  in 
rt:*torlu;;i  Mr.  Milue''*  Certilicate 
V.   Mr.   i;.    lK>wles  :  A.  Mr.   Kitchie, 
Ay,     ,  14k>. 

NiUA   Sc\»ti:w  r»ank  of.   Iji^uin^  Notes  in 
.lAtiiaioa 
'/.  .Mr.   K    IKvire:  A.  Mr.  J.   Cham- 
ler!;iin.  .l/r.    •',  Kit)2. 

Tnule     !*referential  Treatment  to  Trade 
within  the  Kmpire 
n.  Mr.  J.   LoNvther,  Apr.  *;.  146o. 

Hrpresentation  of  the  Colonies  in  the 
Frnperial  Parliament — Debate,  Apr.  ,/, 
1131. 


CSanteens 

Irish    BepmcBtal    CantecBs   and    liual 
Cootzacu — Alcohol  Cootnct  ^lirci 
to  Engtisli  FLm 
Q.  \Ir7w.  RedMMwd :  A.  Mr.  J.  P. 
Williams,  Mar.  ^J^  175. 

GapeColoiiy 

Cable  Commmiicatioii 

AU-Biitifih     Koatc — Tjanding    Ri;.%L< 
refoaed 
Q.  Sir  C.  DUke:  A.  Sir  M.  E 
Beach,  Apr.  'J.  14iJ3L 

Code  Menages  disallowed  to  Ikithk 
ColoDi^i*  in  Sooth  Africa 
Q.  Sir £.  SoHsoon  :  A.  Mr.  Vkjni- 
haiu.  Jfar.  .r^'.  315. 

Cokmial  Defence — Self-deveoce  and  ^- 
gOTeming  Colonies.  Action  of  3lr. 
Schreiner 
Or.     Earl    of   Camperdowa,   Earl  m 
Sdibome,  Jiar.  i&.  611,  61a. 

Dutch  Di«k>yalty— .Arrest  of  M.  du  PIcr^ 
V.    Mr.     K    Roberta:    A.     Mr.    J. 
Chamberlain,  Jfar.  Jr^683. 

^lartial  Law.  Anminiatratioii  of — Mlvar- 
riage  of  Jm»tice,  alleged— Ca^e  ui' 
F.  A  Botha 
V.   Mr.    Hazirll:  A.    Mr.    Wvndbaii, 
J/ar.  Jtj.  79a 

FresA  Cens«»rship— Snppren^ion   of  Cal<le- 
gram  to  Cape  Town  Newspaper 
Q.  Mr.  LloydGerr^e  ;  A.  Air.  AVynd- 
ham.  Mar.  JJ,  33. 

Railway  Management— Public    Reeo^- 
tion  of   Servicer  of    Cliief    Traffic 
Manager,  etc. 
o.  Mr.  M'Kenna  :  A.  Mr.  Wvwllam, 
Af^r.  .\  lolfi 

Capitation  Grant 
Srir  Volnnteeis. 

Garew.  Mr.  J.  L.  [Dublin.  CoUe^  i;ree£: 

Local     GovemmeDt     Oflicerv  —  Return. 
Mar.  /*;.  329. 

Wicklow  County  Crwncil — Kegulatiur^i^ 
to  u«fe  of  Printed  Foi  ni.s.  Mar.  j»;.  3iH. 

Carlile,  Mr.  W.  W.  [Buck^^  N.] 

Backinshamshire    Regiment  —  Pitii<«<«i 
New  Regiment,  Mar.  jl*.  t9X 

Cannichael,  Sir  T.  D.  G.  [Edinburgh.  .Mi*l 
lothianj 

Lunacy  Board  (Scotland)   (Salaries,  etc     j 
BUl,*2K...4;/r.  -  1021.  ' 

Camdonagh  Loan  Fund  Society 
Receiver's  Hemunemtion,  etc. 

V.  Mr.  T.  B.  Curraii  ;  A.  Mr.  .Atkin 
son,  Apr.  .7.  1273. 

f 

i  Carrickmacross 

Urlian    and    Rural    Boundaries — Colonel 
O^Hara's  Adjustment,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.    Daly;    A.    Mr.     Atkins<»n, 
Mar,  JO,  814. 


Vol.  81.] 


Carrickmacross— ea^iY. 

Workhouse 

Dietary  Scale 

Qs,  Mr.  Daly  ;  As.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  27, 450 ;  Mar.  30,  813. 

Night  Inspection 

Q.  Mr.  Dalv;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  z^fJ,  '328. 

Oarrickroe  District 

Postal  Delivery  Delays 

Q.  Mr.  Macaleese  ;  A.  Mr.  Han  bury, 
Mar.  29,  712. 

OarroU,  James 

Workmen's  Compensation  Clatm 

Qs.  Mr.  Austin,  Mr.  J.  Redmond ; 
As.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Apr.  5,  1075 ;  Q. 
Mr.  Austin  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Apr.  5, 1274. 

€arson,  Bt.  Hon.  £.  [Dublin  University] 

Hawkesley  CoiTcspondence,  Receipt  and 
Abstraction  of  Letters  —  Prosecution, 
Apr.  S,  941. 

Irish  Railway  Amalgamation  Bills — Joint 
Committee,  Apr.  J,  1250. 

War  Loan  —  Irish  Allottee  registering 
Allotments  at  the  Bank  of  England,  Apr. 
5.1258.  ^ 

^'Caspian" 

Foreign    Seamen,     Employment    of,    on 
Transport  to  South  Africa 
Q.    Mr.     H.    Wilson;    A.     Mr. 
Macartney,  Mar.  30,  789. 

Motion  [Mr.  H.  Wilson],  Mar.  30,  820. 

CastleUaney 

Union    Dispensary  Doctor,    Absence   at 
Assizes — Payment  of  Substitute 
Q.    Mr.    Daly;    A.    Mr.    Atkinson, 
Mar.  30,  812. 

Cattle 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  See  that  title. 

Metropolitan  Cattle  Market  —  Accounts 
Presented,  Mar.  28,  546 ;  Mar.  29,  606. 

Cattle  Weighing  Act 

Official    Market     Returns,      Publishing 
weekly 
Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  Long,  Mar.  23, 
179. 

Causton,  Mr.  B.  E.  [Southwark,  W.] 

Metropolitan  Boroughs,  Draft  Orders  in 
Council  —  Substituting  **  Town  Clerk  of 
the  Borough  "  for  "  Clerk  of  the  County 
Council,"  Apr.  9,  1532. 

Oavan  Go. 

Inniskillen  Assizes — Assessment  on  Divi- 
sions of  County  Cavan 
Q.  Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell ;  A,  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar.  22,  55. 
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SESSION  1900.  [Oar— Oha 

Mar.  11— April  9. 

Cayzer,  Sir  0.  W.  [Barrow-in  Furness] 

Army  Commissions  —  Sandhurst  Cadets, 


Mar.  22,  36. 

Cecil,  Lord  £. 

Provisioning  of  Mafeking 

Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron;  A.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Mar.  23,  169. 

Cecil,  Lord  H.  [Greenwich]l 

London    Water    (Purchase)    Bill  — Irish 
Financial  Discussion,  Mar.  22,  22. 

Cecil,  Mr.  E.  [Herts,  Hertford] 

Pupil  Teachers,  Payments  of  — Changes 
under  New  Code,  Mar.  29,  l(fl. 

Cemeteries 

Belfast  Workhouse  Cemetery — Additional 
Ground 
Q.  Mr.   W.  JolmHton ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar.  20,  330. 

Censorship  in  South  Africa 
Sec  South  African  War. 

Censns  (Ghreat  Britain)  Bill 
l.  2R.*  Mar.  22,  7. 
Com.*  Mar.  23,  156. 
3r.,  Mar.  20, 303. 
Boyal  Assent,  Mar.  27,  417,  429. 

Census  (Lreland)  Bill 
c.  2r.*  Mar.  ?2,  141. 

Cotn.,  Hep.*  3r.*  Mar.  29,  779. 
/.  IR.*  Mar.  30,  783. 

2R.*  Api'.  0,  1385. 

Sr.*  Apr.  9,  1604. 

Eoyal  Assent,  1504,  1509. 

Census  (Lreland)  Bill 

Deaf  Mutes— Inserting  Clause  in  Bill  as 
to  the  Location  of  Deaf  Mutes 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Young ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  23,  197. 

Central  Asia 
Sec  Asia. 

Central  Lobby 

Decoration— Designs,  etc. 

Qs.  Lord  Balcarres,  Dr.  Farquhar- 
8on  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Douglas,  Api\  9, 
1522. 

Central  London  Railway  Bill 
c.  IR.*  Mar. 22,2^. 
2r.*  Apr.  5,  1238. 

Standing  Orders  to  be  Dispensed  with, 

Mar.  20,  301. 
Standing  Orders  Coihplied  with.  Mar.  26 

305. 

Chairmen  of  Committees 
See  Names  of  M^Tv\\3ft?». 


Oha— OhaJ 


Chamberlain,   Bt.   Fon.   3. —Secretary  of 
State  fw  the  Colonies  [Birmingham,  W.] 


Aastralasian  Federation 

Western  Australia— Goldfields  Sepa- 
ration Petition,  Apr,  S,  944. 
Accelerating  transmission  of  Peti- 
tion to  the  Queen,  Apr.  9,  1520. 

British  Guiana,  Issue  of  Bank  ^lotes  in— 
Conditions,  Apr.  6,  1403. 

Colonial  Representation  in  the  Imperial 

Parliament,  Apr.  ^,1144. 
Copyright   Bill— Replies   from    Colonies, 

Mar.  22,  42. 

Cyprus 

Famagusta  Harbour  Works— Protec- 
tion of  Ancient  Fortifications, 
etc. 
Q.  Lord    Balcarres;   A.    Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain,  Mar.  29,  696. 

Railway  Works,  Mar.  29,  696. 

Fremantle  as  Port  of  call  for  Australian 
Mail  Steamers,  Apr.  9,  1520. 

Imperial  ZoUverein,  Apr.  3,  1151. 

Nova  Scotia,  Bank  of,  issuing  Notes  in 
Jamaica,  Apr.  3,  1063. 

Pacific  Cable  Scheme — Progress  of  Com- 
mittee, Mar.  9,  1521. 

Pretoria  Mint — English  Bank  Official 
assisting  Transvaal  Government,  Mar. 
26,  315. 

Sierra  Leone  District  Commissioners — 
Criminal  Jurisdiction,  Appeals,  etc., 
Apr.  9, 1519. 

South  African  War  , 

British  Burghers  refusing  to  fight  for 
the  Boers,  Boer  threats  to  shoot — 
President  Steyn's  alleged  Procla- 
mation, Apr.  5,  1255. 

Cape  Colony,  Dlsloj'alty  in — Arrest  of 
M.  du  Plessis,  Alar.  29,  683. 

Martial  Law,  Area  and  Date  of  Pro- 
clamations, Api\  2,  934. 

Non-combatants,  Arrest  of,  by  the 
Boers— Case  of  Mr.  Garstin,  Mar. 
29,  683. 

Property 

Destruction    of,    Lord    Roberts's 

Proclamation,  Apr.  6,  1395. 
Milner's,    Sir    A.,    Proclamation 
and    the    Payment    of   Taxes, 
Mar.  22,  31. 
West  Indies— Friendly  Societjr  Banks, 
etc.,  Reduction  of  Registration  Fee, 
proposed,  Apr.  9, 1519. 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
Lord  James  of  Hereford. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach. 


INDEX.  [VoL  81. 

Mar.  22— Apil  9. 

Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.  [Northamptoiishire,  1 
Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2b.,  Apr. 
1545,  1550,  1560,  1588. 
Separate   Le^lation    for    ScotUi 
proposed,  Apr.  S,  1068. 

Blocking  Notices,  Apr.  6,  143a. 


Channel  Squadroh 

Provisioning  in 
Visit 
Q.  Captain  Donelan  ;  A 
ney,  Mar.  23,  173. 
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Ireland  during   Qaeen*8 
Mr.  Macart- 


Dangeroos  Lamps  and  Oils — Legislat 

rawing  Flash  Point,  Mar.  23,  182. 
Education  Code  for  1900— Postponemi 

of,  proposed— School  Board's  Opposit 

to,  etc..  Mar.  29,  707. 
Guy's    Hospital— Prescriptions     by 

qualified    Students,     Case     of     Mi 

Blanch,  Mar.  30, 800. 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  I 
2r.,  Apr.  5,  1317. 

South  African  War 

Boer  Prisoners  at  Simonstown — C 
break  of  Fever,  Apr.  6,  1394. 

Boots  for  the  Troops — Army  ( 
tracts  and  Middlemen,  Apr.  S,  1* 

West  Indies— Friendly  Society  Banks, 
— Reduction  of  Registration  Fee,  j 
9,  1518. 

Chaplains 

Roman  Catholic  Chaplains — Appointn 

of  Father  Simon  Knapp,  Carmt 

Friar,  to  the  Troops  in  South  Al 

Q.  Mr.  Flavin ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Half 

Mar.  30,  788. 

Chaplin,    Bt.    Hon.    H. — President    of 
Local  Goreminent  Board  [Lincolnsi 

Sleaford] 

Bethnal  (vreen  Board  of  Guard iai 
Gratuities  to  Relieving  Offi 
etc.,  Apr.  o,  1267. 

London  Government 

Administrative  Clianfrea  —  Vest 
and  the  Financial  Provision  a 
first  of  November  for  Munic 
Ser\'ices,  etc.,  Mar.  23,  178. 

Elections  —  Eligibility  of  Ho 
holders  transferred  to  ano< 
Parish,  Mar.  26,  319. 

Hammersmith,  Borough  of — Orde 
Council,  Motion  for  Address,  An 
1378. 

Islington,  Borough  of  —  Order 
Council,  Motion  for  Address,  Ap 
1380. 

London  Water  (Purchase)  Bill,  2r.,  A 
29,  644,  646,  649,  650,  652. 

Irish  Financial  Discussion,  Mar. 
13,  14. 

London  Water  (Welsh  Supply)  Bills, 
Mar.  29,  677. 

Metropolitan  Workhouse  —  Number 
Children  in,  Mar  29,  702. 

Private  Lunatic  Asylum  Proprie 
ofifering  Commissions  to  Relies 
Officers,  3/ar.  29,  701. 

Workhouse,  Accommodation,  Excess 
Mar.  26,  320. 
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SESSION  1900. 
Mar.  22— April  9. 


[Oha— CJhi 


Charing  Cross 

Platelayera,  etc.,  on  Hie  Railway  between 
Chaxinff    Cross   and    New  Cross- 
Fatalities  in  1899. 
?.   Mr.   J.   Boms;  A,  Mr.   Ritchie, 
Apr,  5,  1267. 

ChariM  Cross,  Euston,  and  Hampstead 
xCailway  Bill 

r,Iiep,*  Apr.  4,  1231, 
Con,*  Apr,  0,  1508. 

Charity  Commission 

England   and  Wales— Report  Presented. 
Aj»\  2,  919,  930. 

Charitable  Loans  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  2R.*  Mar,  22,  141. 

Charitable  Loans  (Lreland)  Bill 
Date  of  Committee 

08.Ur,  Dillon,  Mr.  S.  MacNeUl,  Mr. 
Daly,  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar,  29,  Ti9, 

Charleston  and  District 

Tratle  Report  Presented,  Apr.  J,  1285. 

Chelsea 

New   Borough— Order    in    Council    Pre- 
sented, Mar,  29,  606,  679.  l 

! 

Cheshire  Lines  Committee  Bill 
r.  Con,*  Mar,  28,545. 

3r.*  Apr,  2,  927. 
/.  IR,*  Apr.  2,  918. 

Standing  Orders  complied  i*ith,  Apr.  6, 


Children 

Coal  Mines  (Prohibition  of  Child  Labour 
Underground)  Bill,  See  that  title. 

Metropolitan    Workhouses,    Number    of 
Children  in 
Q,  Dr.  Farquharson  ;  A.  Mr.  Chaplin, 
Mar,  29,  701. 

^*ij!„®^  Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Children 
Bill,  See  that  title.  I 

Chili  j 

Trade  Report  Presented,  Apr.  5,  1235.         I 

China  I 

Anglo-Russian  Agreement— Policy  of  the  I 
British  Government  in  China 
0.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar,  30,  851.  I 

Blue  Book 

Inclusion  of  Maps 

Q.  Mr.  F.  b^g ;  A.  Mr.   Brod-  \ 
nek,  Apr.  6,  1262.  t 

Laying  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  A.  Mr.  Brod 
rick,  Mar.  29,  699. 

Presented,  Mar.  28,  546;  Mar.  29, 


J 
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China — cont. 

British  Commercial  and  Political  Interests- 
— Failure  of  the  Government  to  up- 
hold, alleged 
Motion  (Mr.  J.  Walton),  Mar,  30,%\%. 

British  Gunboats  on  the  inland  Water- 
ways, unsuitable  Boats — "  W^ood- 
cock  **  etc 
08.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  30,  858 ; 
Mr.  Brodrick,  885. 

Accident  to  Gunboat  "  Sandpiper  " 
Q.  Mr.  J.  Walton ;  ^.  Mr.  Brod- 
rick, Apr,  3,  1063. 

British  Trade 

Differential  duties  in  favour  of  French 
Goods,  etc. 
0,  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  30,  861. 

Extent  of,  etc. 

0.  Mr.  Yerburgh,  Mar.  30,  895. 

British  Trail  ill  t^  \'e8sel8  on  inland  "SVitter- 
ways  not  allowed  to  trade  at  inter- 
vening t>laces  between  Treaty  Ports, 
etc. 
Os.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar,  30,  859 ;  Sir 
E.  Grey,  891  ;  Sir  C.  Dilke,  899. 

Chinwangtao  Treaty  Port 

0,  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar,  30,  851. 

Concessions 

Financial  Enterprise 

O,  ^Ir.  Buchanan,  Mar.  30,S12. 

Great  Britain,  Terms  and  Conditions- 
of   ConceasidtjM  for  reparation 
Railways 
0,  Mr.  J.  "Waltun,  Mar,  30,  855. 

Policy  of    pressing   for  Concessions^ 
etc. 
Os.  Mr.  Brodrick,  Mar.  30,  883 ; 
SirE.  Grey,  891. 
Customs  Taiitf  -Hevisinn 

Oa-,  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mnr,  30,  863;  Mr. 
Brodrif!k,  8»4  ;  Mr.  Yerburgh,  896. 

"  Egypfcianin^'  China  " 

0,  Mr.  Yerburgh,  J/rtr.  30,  895. 

Fleming,  Mn*  Murder  of 

0.  Mr.  Yerburi;li,  Mar,  30,  897. 

France  and  Chin  a— Railway  Construction 
from  Tonkin,  Shangliai   Extension, 
Szephun,n  Province,  etc* 
Os,  Mr.  J.  W- alton,  Mar,  30,  853,  857, 
860. 

Germany  and  China— Acti>'ity  at  Shan- 
tung, etc. 

0.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar  30,  85#. 
Gunboats 

See  Sub-heading  British  Gunboats. 

Hong  Kong,  See  that  title. 

Inland  Waterwayfi,  ( )i>enmf^  up 

Os.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mrtr.  30,  859; 
Mr.  Brotlrick,  885;  Sir  E.  Grev. 
890;  Sir.  C.  Dilke,  898. 

Japan  —  Interests     in    China,    Attitude 
towards  Russian  Interference. 
0.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar,  20,  853. 

Kan-tun^  E.xtftiiwwatv,  Sec'^oii'^Y.jQpB^. 
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China — cont. 

Kwone  Yu-pui,  Abduction  of,  from  Hong 
Kong 
Q.  Mr.  J.  Walton;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick, 
Mar.  SO,  797;    Apr,  S,   1063.      0. 
Sir  C.  Dilke,  Mar.  30,  901. 

Mannhuria— Kussian  Activity,  etc. 

Os.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  50,850 ;  Mr. 
Buchanan,  871  ;  Mr.  Brodrick,  882 ;  I 
Sir  E.  Grey,  890. 
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Nanning-fn,  Opening  as  Treaty  Port 
0.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  30,  861. 

Niu-chwang  Extension  Loi\n— Terms  and 
Con<litions,  Mixed  Control,  etc. 
0.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  3o,S55. 

Official p.  System  of  Paying,  etc. 

Os.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  30,  863 ;  Mr. 
Brodrick,  886;  Sir  E.  Grey,  893  ;  Mr. 
Yerburgh,  896. 

Open  Door  Policy— Co-operation  of  the  I  Church  in  Scotland 


China — cofit. 

Shantung     and'  Pechili     Disturbance 
Action  by  the  Powers 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Koberts ;  A,  Mr.  Brodri 
Mar.  30,  797. 

Spheres  of  Influence  v.  Open  Door 
Os.  Mr.   Buchanan,     Capt.    Sincl 
Mar.  SO,  877  ;  Mr.  J.  WalUm,  K 

Wei-hai-wei 

British  do-nothing  Policy 

0.  Mr.  J.  W^ton,  Star,  30,  & 

Commercial  Value,  etc. 

Os.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  30,% 
SirE.  Grey,  891. 

Yang-tsze  Valley  Agreement 

0*.  Mr.  J.  Walion,  Mar,  30,  857,1 
Mr.  Buchanan,  874 ;  Capt.  Sine 
877  ;  Mr.  Malcolm,  903. 


United  States,  Great  Britain,  Ger- 
many, France,  etc. 
Q.  Colonel  MUward ;   A.   Mr.  Brod- 
rick, Apr.  J,  1063. 

Os.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  30,  849,  863  ; 
Mr.  Buchanan,  874  ;  Mr.  Brodrick, 
887  ;  Sir  E.  Grey,  893 ;  Sir  C. 
Dilke,  900. 

Correspondence  with  the  United 
States,  Presented,  ^;>r.  U,  1502, 1512. 

Pekin  and  Hankow  Railway  Concession 
0.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  30,  856. 

Pekin      Syndicate  —  Failure     of      Her 
Majesty's  (iovernment    to   sustain  | 
British  Rights,  alleged 
0.  Mr.  J.  A\  alton,  Mar.  30,  857. 

I*iracy  on  the  West  River 

Os.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  SO,  858  ;  Sii-  , 
E.  Grey,  892.  i 

British  Gunboats,  See  that  sub-head-  j 
ing. 

Port  Arthur— Russian  Occupation,  etc.        I 
a*.    Mr.   J.    Walton,    ilnr.   30,  850 ;  ; 
Lord  Bal  Carres,  866  ;   Sir.  E.  Grey, 
890. 

Refonns 


Ecclei^iastical  Assessmenta  Bill,  See 
title. 


Churches 

Government  Churches  in    India — Uf 
by  other    Denominations 
the  Church  of  England 
Q,  Mr.  C.  WUliama  %  A,  Loi 
Hamilton,  A'or,  9,  1516. 

Papers  relatmg  to.  Presented, 
9,  1503,  1511. 

Church's  Patent  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Select  Committee,  Mar.  . 

3r.*  Mar.  30,  782. 
r.  IR.*  Mar.  30,  786. 

Standing  Orders  complied  with,  Ap 
1237. 


Churchyards 

Wales,    Rector   refusing     to    bury 
Parishioners  in  Parish  Church 
— Case  of  D.  Vaughan. 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Roberts  ;  A.   Mr.   J. 
lings,  Apr.  3,  1065. 


Os.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  30,  863 ;  rn«-«.  t-^  ^« 
Sir  E.  Grey,  892 ;  Mr.  Yer-  \  Cigars,  Tax  on 
burgh,  895.  References  to,  in  Debate  on  the   Fim 

^      , .      ,    .     .         .  ,,      .       „  Bill,  ^>/«r.  £8, 395. 

Combined  Action  of  roreign  Powers 

— United  States,  etc. 

Os.  Mr.  Brodrick,  Mar.  30,  886 ;  |  City  Imperial  Volunteers 

oo-T      ..._  -r,  Cyclist    Corps,    Equipment     for     S 

Africa 

Q.  Mr.  Wason;  A.  Mr.   Wyndl 

Apr.  5,  1255. 

Replacing  Defective  Rifle  Sights 

Q.  Mr.  Wason;   A.  Mr.  W\Tidl 
Mar.  $9,  686. 

City  of  London  Electric  T.ig>i».ing  ^il 

Standing  Order  complied  with.  Am 
1237.  ' 


Mr.   J.    Walton,   887;    Sir  C. 
Dilke,  900. 

Russia  and  China 

Os.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  30,  850; 
Lord  Balearres,  866 ;  Sir  E.  Grey, 
889. 

Russia  and  Japan 

0.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  30,  853. 

Russian  Railways 

Os.  Mr.  ,J.  Walton,  Mar.  30,  852 ;  Sir 


E.  Grey,  889. 
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City  of  London  (Varions  Powers)  Bill 

r.  Rep*  Apr,  6,  1389. 
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City  and  South  London  Bailway  Bill 
c.  Con.*  Mar.  £3,  166. 

3r.*  Mar.  21,  427. 
/.  IR.*  Mar.  29,  601. 

2r.*  Apr.  6,  1382. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr. 
1045. 


3, 


Civil  Service 

Irish  Monitors  competing  for  Civil  Service 
Appointments 
Q.      Mr.      P.     O'Brien  x  .  A.     Mr. 
Anstruther,  Api\  9,  1529. 

Superannuation,  See  that  title. 

Volunteer      Training — Counting     whole 

time  spent    in  Camp  as   part    of 

Annual  Leave 
Q.  Lord  Balcarres;  A.  Mr.  Hanbur\', 

Apr.  6,  1400. 

Writers*     Pensions — Temporary    Service 
between  Pept,  1870,  and  Aug.  1871, 
counting  for  Pension 
Q.    Mr.  Austin ;   A.   Mr.   Hanbury, 
Apr.  J,  1271. 

Civil  Service  Estimates 
See  Supply. 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.  [Dublin  County,  N.] 

Finance  Bill,  Com.— Beer  Duty,  Mar.  27, 
462. 

Financial  Relations,  England  and  Ireland 
—Over-taxation  of  Ireland,  alleged, 
Mar.  22,  113. 

Cleethorpes  Gas  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Select  Com.,  Mar.  27,  417. 

3r.*  Apr.  2,  918. 
c.  \^.*Apr.S,im^. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  9, 
1505. 

Clemens,  Mr.  S. 

Evidence  before  Committee  on  Copyright 
Bill 
Os.  Lord  Monkswell,  Mar.  29,  607. 

Clifford,  F. 

Case  of 

Q.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor ;  ^.  Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Apr.  5,  1260. 

Clones  Post  Office 

Area,  Number  of  Employees,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Macaleese;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  22,  53. 

New  Buildinc— Site 

Q.  Mr.  Macaleese;  A.  Mr.  Anstru- 
ther, Apr.  9,  1528. 

Clonfree 

Pioclaimed  Meeting 

Qs.  Mr.  O'KeUy,  Mr.  W.  Redmond ; 
As.  Mr.  AtkuuKm,  Mar.  23,  198. 
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Clontarf  Urban  District  Council  Bill 
Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons — 
Message  to  the  Lords,  Apr.  5,  1238  ^ 
Ajn.  6',  1383. 

Resolution  [Earl  of  Morley],  Mar.  2Jr 
3. 

Closure 

Committees,    Closure   Motions   in— Can' 
celling  Clause  in  Standing  Order* 
Restncting  use  of  Closure,  etc. 
Q.  Sir  H.    Howarth  ;    A.   Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Mar.  30,  818. 

Clothing  for  the  Troops 

See  South  African  War. 

Coal 

Exports,  etc.— Return  Presented,  Apr.  3, 
1053. 

Mines — Colonial  and  Foreign  Statistics, 
Presented,  Mar.  i^O,  303. 

Tables— Production  and  Consumption, 
Number  of  Persons  employed,  etc. — 
Statement  Presented,  Apr.  9, 1512. 

Coal  Mines  [Prohibition  of  Child  Labour 
Underground]  Bill 
c.  2r.*  Mar.  29,  780. 
2r.  deferred,  Mar.  22, 147. 
Com.*  Rep.*  3r.*  Apr.  2,  1044. 

/.  Wa.*  Airr.  3,  1047. 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Acts  Amendment 
Bill 
c.  2R.,3frtr.  28,h^h. 
Petition,  Mar.  27,  429. 

Coddington,  Sir  W.  [Blackburn] 

Higher  Grade  Schools  and  the  Block 
Grant— New  Code  of  Regulations  Mar^ 
29,  707. 

Code  of  Education 

Sec  Education. 

Coghill,  Mr.  D.  H.  [Stoke  upon  Trent] 

Gifts  for  the  Troops  in  South  Africa — £x- 
|)editiona  Distrioution  of  Wann  Cloth- 
ing, iMar.  20,  313. 

Cohen,  Mr.B.  L.  [Islington,  £.] 

County  Courts  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  3,  1176. 

London  Government — Borough  of  Islington 
Order  in  Council,  Motion  for  Address, 
Ajyr.  o,  13S0. 

London  Water  (Purchase)  Bill,  2b.,  Mar, 
29,  G39. 

Coinage 

War  Record  Coinage  proposed 

Q.  Mr.   Aird ;  A.  Sir  M.  H.  Beach, 
Mor.  22,  33. 
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Committees 

House  of  Commons 

Selection  [Standing  Committees] 

Members  added,  Mar.  23, 168. 
•      Members  discharged  and  Members 
appointed  in  substitntion,  Mar. 
.     27,  431  ;  Mar.  30,  830. 
Standing  Committees 

Appointment  of  Members  to 
serve  on  Chairman's  Panel, 
Mqir.  23,  168. 

Minutes  of  Proceeding,  etc.. 
Leave  to  print  and  circulate, 
Mar.  27,  432. 

Companies  Bill 

Second   Reading,  Giving  Week's  Notice, 
proposed 
Q8,  Mr.  Kimber,Mr.  S.  MacNeill,Mr. 
Bryce ;  As,  Mr.   Ritchie,  Mar.  22, 
46. 

Compensation  for  Injuries 

Constabulary,  Royal  Irish,  See  that  title. 
Workmen's  Compensation,  See  that  title. 

Congested  Districts  Board 
Ireland 

Kerry  Representative,  proposed 

Q.  Mr.  Flavin  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Apr.  2,  951. 

South  of  Ireland,  Non-representation 

Q.    Captain    Donelau ;    A.    Mr. 

Atkinpon,  Mar.  22,  67  ;  Q.  Mr. 

Gilhooly ;    A.    Mr.    Atlunson, 

Mar.  27,  451. 

Scotland 

Crofters  and  Cottars,  Migration  of, 
from  Congested  Districts 
Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  G.  Murray, 
Mar.  30,  806. 

Facilities  for  developing  home 
Industries,  Breeding  of  Stock, 
etc. — Distribution  of  Informa- 
tion 
Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  ^.  Mr.  G.  Murray, 
Mar.  30,  805. 

Lighthouses,  Sites  of— Minor  Lights, 
Decision  of  the  Board 
Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  G.  Murray, 
Mar.  23,  186. 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2)  Bill 
c.  3R.*  Mar.  22, 14L 
I.  IR.*  Mar.  23,  150. 

2r.*  3r.*  Mar.  26,  303. 

Royal  Assent,  Mar.  27,  417,  429. 

Constabulary,  Boyal  Irish 
Compensation  for  Injuries 

English,  £x-Serg[eant,  applying  for 
Compensation  two  years  after 
Injury 
Qs.  Mr.  Flavin,  Capt.  Donelan, 
Mr.  P.  0*Brien  ;  As.  Mr. 
Atkinson,  Apr.  5,  1071. 
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Constabulary,  Boyal  Irish— co»^. 
Compensation  for  Injuries — cont. 

Ratepayers*  Liability  to  pay 

Q.  Capt.  Donelan  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr.  6,  1410. 

Doneraile  United  Irish  League  Meeting 
and  the  Police 
Q.    Mr.  Flynn ;    A.    Mr.    Atkinson, 
Apr.  2,  950. 

Murphy,    Constable    F.,    Death    of,   in 
Lurgan  Workhouse  Hospital 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Young :  A .  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  26,  327. 

Police   Officer    associating  with    Ma^- 
trate  of  his  district — Case  of  Mr. 
Taylor  and  Mr.  Warden 
Q.    Mr.   Flavin ;    A.    Mr.   Atkinson, 
Apr.  2,  954. 

Contempt  of  Court 

Committals — Legislation 

Q.  Mr.  S.  MacNeill ;  A.  Sir  R.  Web- 
ster,  Mar.  21,  441. 

Ireland— Persons    Committed,   Delay    in 
Printing  Report 
Q.  Mr.  J.  O'Connor;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son,  Mar.  22,  58. 

Continuous  Discharges 

See  Seamen. 

Contraband  of  War 

South  African  War — Contraband  of  War 
and  Right  of  Search 
British  Warships  at  Delagoa  Bay  and 
the  Landing  of  Contraband 
Qs.  Mr.  Lonsdale,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ; 
As.  Mr.   Macartney,  Mar.  29, 
688. 

Portuguese  Officials  and  the  Landing 
of  Contraband  at  Delagoa  Bay 
Q.  Col.  Milward ;  A.  Mr.  Brod- 
rick,  Apr.  2,  943. 

Contracts 

Army  and  Navy  Contracts,  See  titles 
Army  and  Navy. 

Government  Contracts,  See  that  title. 

I^ocal  Authorities*  Contracts— Conditions, 
Wages,  etc. 
England  and  Wales — Return  Ordered 
(Sir  C.  Dilke),  Apr.  9, 1515. 

Ireland  —  Return     Ordered    (Sir    C. 
Dilke),  Apr.  9,  1514. 

Conyentions 

Anglo-German  Convention,  See  Samoa. 

Anglo-Russian  Convention,  See  China. 

Number  concluded  with  Foreign  Powers 
since  Jan.  1,  1899 
Q.  Mr.   Hedderwick  ;   A.  Mr.   Brod- 
rick,  Mar.  22,  41. 

Cooke,  Mr.  C.  W.  E.  [Hereford] 

Volunteers — "  Waiting  Companies,"  Period 
prior  to  calling  up  for  Service — Regula- 
tions, Apr.  6,  1399. 
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Copyriglit  Bill 

/.  2R.  postponed.  Mar.  J*;,  303. 
2R.,  Mar.  29,  fiOB. 


Gopyri^t  Bill 
oni 


Colonial  Govemment»'  Keplies 

Mr.  Lecky :  A.  Mr.  J.  Cliamber 


n.  Mar.  i2,  42. 

Colonies  and  the  Copyright  Bill 
Debate  (Lords)  Mar.  J9,  606. 

Copyri^t  (Artistic)  Bill 

/.  2k.  postponed.  Mar.  **i,  303. 
2IL,  Mar.  J9,  609. 
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Poiit  Office  Relief  Duties— System  of  D». 
tnnotion 
Q.  Mr.  J.  F.  O  Biien  ;   ^«  Mr.  Hu^ 
bury.  Mar.  X,  334. 

Sooth    Cork    Militiar— Xoo-payoMBt   of 
Bounty 
Q9.  Mr.   M.   Healv :    As.  Mr.  J.  P. 
Williams,    Mar.'  -.'.  38:  Mar.  ,v. 
175. 

Telegraphisto  — Qaalified     Female  Tde- 
paplusts  awaiting  appouitnMnt& 
Q.  Mr.  J.  F.  O  Brien  ;   A.  Mr.  Hu- 
bary.Jfar.  35, 3S. 


Coquimbo 

Trade  Report  Presented,  Apr.  J,  1235. 

Gorbett,  Mr.  G.  [Glasgow] 

Reserrists  Families'  Pay — Date!>  of  Pay- 
ment, Apr.  o,  1257. 

Gordite 

Contracts — Irish  Firms 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Mar.  JS.,  188 ;  Q.  Mr.  W. 
Redmond;  A.  Mr.  J.  P.  Williams 
Mar.  20,  692. 


Goik  Electric  Tramways  Bill 

/.  Rep.    from    Committee   of    SeJectic 
Apr.  *  918 :  Apr.  5>,  1301. 

Gork,  BandofP,  and  South  Coast  Baihray 
Bill 
/.  Rep.*  Mar.  J'./,  781. 

3lL*  Apr.  5,  12^ 
c.  IR.,  Apr.  6,  1391. 

^GomwaU" 

,  Transport  to  South  Africa — Conimieaariat, 
Treatment  of  Imperial  Yeomaaiy. 
Q.  Mr.  Round:   A.   Mr.    Macartney, 

Mar.  20.  689. 


Spontaneous   Comhu«tion— Explodon    on    Gomwallis,  Mr.  F.  &  W.  [Maidstonel 
H.M.S.  ** Revenge"  ,,  ,     ^         ^^  ., 


venge 

Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  A.  Mr.  Goschen. 
Apr.  2,  942. 


Gork 


liallinacurra  Foreshore,  Sale  of  Right*  tu 
Lord  Midleton  —  Cork  Harbour 
Comni  L<.sioners 
Qs.  Mr.  M.  Healy,  Captain  Donelan, 
Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Flynn  ;  Jy.  Mr. 
Ritchie'  Mm-.  :iO,  809  :  Qs.  (  apUiii 
Donelan,  Mr.  Flynn;  --Iv.  Mr. 
Ritchie,  Apr.  ?,  952. 

Custom      HouMj  —  Transferring      Inland 
Revenue    Oftiees     to     more    Con- 
venient Centre,  etc. 
Qs.  Mr.  M.  Healv ;  As.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  27.  448  ;  'Apr.  3,  1070. 

HokUngs  Purchased  under  Land  Act-* — 
Tenants  sulnletling 
Q^.  Mr.  M.    Healy;  As,  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar.  JO,  816  ;  Apr.  S,  1074. 

Land  ComniLssion 

Applications  to  fix  Fair  Rents,  Nuni- 
Ijer  awaiting  hearing — Date  of 
last  Sitting,  etc. 
Qs.  Mr.  E.  Barr\%  Mr.  M.  Healv  ; 
A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar.  h. 
714. 

Creagh  Estate— Tenants'  Application 
for  Purchase 
Q.  Mr.  Pl^Tin ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  .'.?,  194. 

Lunatic  A<»vluin,  Criminal  Lunatics  trans- 
ferretl  to 
Q.   Mr.    Crean;    A.    Mr.    Atkinson, 
Mar.  3i\  815. 
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Volunteer   Officers,    Employment  ol,  at 
Regimental  Depots,  Apr.  J,  1066. 

Gonmers*  Inqnests 

Yielding  Bodies — Replies  to  Circalars  sent 
out  to  Coroners  with  reference  to 
alteration  of  Law. 
Q.  Mr.  J.   Wikon:    -4.    Sir    M.   W. 
Ridley,  Mar.,  i?f^  709. 

Wales — Disqualification  of  Wel:«fa-speak- 
inij  Jurors. 
Q.   Mr.    V.    Davies:    -4.    Sir   M.  W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  20,  708. 

Gorporal  Punishment 

Military  Prnons— Modification  of  Rnlefi. 
Q.  Mr.  J.  A.  Pease:  A.  Mr.  Wynd 
ham.  Mar.  27.  437. 

Naval      Prisons — Authority      confirmiBg 
Sentences. 
Q.  Captain  Norton ;  A .  Mr.  Gosehen, 
Apr.  S,  943. 

Prisons — Medical    Examination     Regola- 
tions. 
Q.   Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  A.  Sir  M.   W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  22,  47. 

Vagrants — Number  of  Cases. 

Q.  Mr.  L.    Morgan;   ^.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley,  J/a*-.jf7, 441. 

Youthful  Offenders  Bill,  Sfc  that  title. 

Gorporal  Poniahment  Bill 
c.  2r.,  Mar.  2S,  547. 
Petiticms,  Mar.  iS,  545    Mar.  S9,  078. 
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Coanihan,  Timotliy 

Application  for  Pension 

Q.    Mr.    M.    Healy;    A,    Mr. 
Williams,  Mar,  30,  795. 


SESSION  1900.  [Oou-Oro 

Mar.  22 — Ajnil  9. 

I  Courtney,  Et.  Hon.  L.  H.—'-ont. 
J.  P.  ' 


Stewart,  Sir  D. — Date  of  Funeral,  Aft.-.  .0, 
1532. 


County  Councils 

Kerry  County  Council  Secretary'— Salary 
Qs.  Mr.    Flavin,  Mr,    Daly ;  As.  Air. 
Atkinson,  Mar.  22,  56. 
Meath  County  Council     Secretaryship — 
Delay  in  Ap])ointnient 
q,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  A,  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Apt.  .9,  1531. 
Queen's     County     Council    Secretary- 
Notice     served     on,    under    Local 
Government   Act,   Insufficiency  of 
Notice,  alleged 
Q.  Mr.  M.  Healy ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  29,  715. 
Technical  Instniction  Committees,  Women 
serving  on — Return 
Q.  Mr.  Jebb  ;  A.  Sir  J.  Gorst,  Apr.  J, 

1066. 
Return  Ordered  (Mr.  Jebb),  Apr.  J, 
1253. 
Wicklow  County  Council — Regulations  as 
to  the  use  of  jmnted  Forms 
Q.   Mr.   Carew;    A.    Mr.   Atkinson, 
Mar.  f6,  329. 

County  Councils  Rates 

Ireland— Deduction    from    Rents,    Land- 
lords refusing  deduction 
Q.  Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar,  23,  196. 

County  and  District  Councils 

Ireland— Chairmen,  Restoring  Commission 
of  the  Peace  to 
Q.  Mr.  Flavin  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Apr.  3,  1076. 

County  Courts  Bill 

e.  2r.,  Apr.  3,  1174. 

County  Courts  (Investment  of  Deposits) 
Bill 

/.  IR.*  Apr.  9, 1504.  | 

County  Surveyors 
See  Sun-eyors. 

Couplings 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill, 
See  that  title. 

Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  Bill 
c.  IR.*  Mar.  30,  830. 

Courtney,    Et.   Hon.    L.    H.     [Cornwall, 
Bodmin] 
Blocking  Notice,  Apr.  G,  1414. 
Finance  Bill,  Com.— Death  Duties,  Mar. 

27,  629. 
South  African  War 

Censorship  at  the  Cape,  Apr,  0, 1417. 
Terms  of  Settlement,  Treatment  of 
Prifioners,  Martial  Law,  etc,  Apr. 
6,  1414. 
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Cowdenbeath  Level  Crossing 

I  Protection  for  the  Public 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Apr.  3,  1069. 

Cowes  Pier  Bill 

I.  Rep.  from  Select  Coin.,  Mar.  29,  601. 

3R.*^pr.  ;?,917. 
c.  IR.*  Apr.  3,  1078. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  9, 
1505. 

Witnesses  Ordered  to  attend  Select  Com- 
mittee, Mar.  2a,  302. 

Creagh  Estate 

Tenants'  Application  for  Purchase 

Q.    Mr.    Flynn;-4.    Mr.    Atkinson, 
Mar.  23,  194. 

Cream 

Preservatives,  Prosecutions    pending  de- 
cision of  Committees 
Q.  Mr.  Lambert ;  A .  Mr.  Long,  A  in: 
5,  1265. 

Creameries 

Sunday  Labour  and  the  Factories    and 
Workshops  Bill  . 
Q.  Mr.  Talbot ;  J.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley, 
I  Mar.  29,  710. 

Crean,  Blr.  E.  [Queen's  County,  Ossory] 
I         Cork  District  Lunatic  Asylum,  Criminal 
Lunatics  transferred  to.  Mar.  30,  815. 

Crimean  and  Indian  Mutiny  Veterans 
Hennessy,  Patrick,  Case  of 

Q.  Mr.  Flavin  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  P.  WUliams, 
Mar.  30,  795. 

Hogan,  Dominick,  Case  of 

Q.  Mr.  Flavin  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  P.  Williams, 
Mar,  29,  692. 

Crimes  and  Outrages,  Ireland 

Agrarian    Offences    (Provinces)    Return 
Presented,  Apr,  9,  l.M)^,  1510. 

Criminal  Lunatics 

Accommodation  for— (^'ounty  and  Borough 
Asylums 
Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A,  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley. 
Mar.  23,  181. 

District  Lunatic  Asylum?,  Ireland 

Q.    Mr.    Crean;    A.   Mr.   Atkinson, 
Mar.  30,  815. 

Crofters  and  Cottars 

Migrations  from  Congested  Districts 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  A.  ii.  Murray, 
Mar.  30,  806. 
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Crombie,  lir.  J.  W.  [Kincardineshire] 

Tolleston  Harbour— Migration  of  Fisher- 
men, alleged,  for  want  of  Harbour 
Accommodation,  Mar.  .JO,  806. 

Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland)  Bill, 
2R,,Api\  2,  999. 

Education  Expenditure,  Scotland  —  Re- 
turn, Mar.  ;iO,  808. 

Stamp  Duties— New  Stamp  Duties,  Re- 
peal of  Clause  25  of  the  (Companies  Act,  \ 
1867,  Mar.  iV,  177. 

Oromwell  Statue 

Erection  of  within  the  Precincts  of  the  \ 
Palace  of  Westminster  j 

0.  .Mr.  S.  MacNeill,  Mar.  30,  915. 

Cross,  Viscount— /-O''/  Priri/  Seal 

Public  Libraries  Bill,  Rrj^-  Apr.  2,  925.        ! 

Youthful  Offenders  Bill,  3R.,  Mar.  27, 
421. 

Crown  Airents  for  the  Colonies 

Commissions — Uganda  Railway  Contracts 
y.    Mr.  Engledew  ;  A .  Mr.  Brodrick, 
Mar.  2?,  42. 

Grown  Leases 

Rent- Dates   of     Payment,    Change    of 
iJregorian  Calendar,  proposed 
().   Mr.    MXaren;  A.  Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach,  Mar.  JO,  799. 


Customs  Koxiae—ronf. 

Anticipating  Clearance — rout. 


Kegul 


Excess^ive    Clearances 
preirluding 
Q.  Sir  J.  I>eng ;  A.  Sir  M. 
Beach,  J/or.  £6,  319. 

Cycle  Corps 

See  Volunteers. 

Cycles 

Army  Contracts — Irish  Manotactur 
Q.  Mr.  \V.   Redmond  ;    .i.  Mr. 
Williams,  Meir.  2J,  17.\ 

Post  Office  Contracts— Irish  Manofa 
Q.  Mr.   \V.    Redmond  ;  A.    Mr 
bury,  Mar.  27,  444. 


i  Cyclists 

'         Kew  Gardens 

Os.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien,  Mr.  A.  Dii 
i  Mar.  SO,  9ia 

Cyprus 
I         Famagusta   Harboar  Works — I*rot 
of  Ancient  Forlitications,  etc 
Q.  Lord  Balcarres  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  < 
berlain,  Mar.  S9,  696. 
Railway  Works 

Q.  Lord  Balcarres ;  A.  Mr.  J.  ( 
berlain,  Mar.  S9,  e9& 


Crown  Nominee  Account  Dalbiac,  Colonel  P.  H.  [CamberwcD.  ^ 

AbHtiuct    Accounts    Presented,    Apr.    5,'         ^o^^^^    Government    Elections - 

*^'*'  bility   of  Householders    transfer 

another  Parish,  Mar.  :*6,  319. 
Crystal  Palace  Company  Bill  Telegmphi,t«-Mr.  F»wcett'«  Sche. 

/.  (^nmntted.  Mar.  .'/,  149.  Abolition  of  Classification,  Mar.  3 


Gurran,  Mr.  T.  B.  [Sligo,  s.] 

Carndonjigh  Loan  Fund  Society— Re- 
ceiver's Remuneration,  etc.,  Apr:  J, 
127a. 

Court  House,  Mullingar  —  Sub-SheritTs 
Othee  marked  "  IMvate,"  etc..  Mar.  SO, 
814. 

Currency 

India,  .Str  that  title. 

CuatoiQS  ' 

Keinnpts    from-  Chancellor   of    the    Ex- 
ohtHiuer's  Amended  Statement,  Ajyr.  0, 
1447. 
Spirit  Duties,  >Vr  that  title. 

Customs  House 

Antioipatiuff  Clearance  ' 

ChauccUor      of      the       Exchequers  I 
Statement,  Apr.  *>,  144S. 

Oirtioulties  of  Clearance 

V-  Mr.  Kimber  ;  A.  Sir  M.  Hicks  , 
Beach,  Mar.  .'»;,  45.  ; 

Dutv  Char«:eable  at  date  of  Removal 
Now     Clause    to    Finance    Bill, 
Mar.  20,  721. 
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Daly,  Mr.  J.  [Monaghan,  S.] 

Belfast,  I^ulysmith  Relief  Celeb 
Disturbance  — Death  of  F.  MooneT 
22,  ry2. 

Carrickmacross 

Urban  and  Rural  Bonndar 
Colonel  O'Hara'a  Adjustment, 
Mar,  Jtf,  814. 

Workhou-e 

Dietary  Scale,  Mar.  J7^  \^\ 

Disjiarity     between      ! 

;;han   and    Carrickmi 

Unions,  Mar.  .Jo,  813. 

Night  Inspection,  Mar.  2*J, 

Castleblaney  I'nion  Dispensary  Doci 

Absence  at  Assizes — Payment  oi 

stitute.  Mar.  30,  812. 

Charitable  Loans  (In' land)  Bill,  Da 
Committee,  Mar.  29,  780. 

Dublin  Disturbances  —  PrcMsecntic 
Trinity  CoUejje  Student«t.  Neglecti 
instruct  Mr.  '1  obias.  Mar.  ,^>%  l9i;. 

Finance  Bill 

Beer  Duty,  Mar.  27,  4^>. 

Death    Duties     and      Soldiers' 
Sailors'  Estates,  Mar.  29,  747. 
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Daly,  Mr.  J.—ronf. 

Fiuiince  WiW-ronf.  \ 

Spirit  Duty,    Exemption  of  Ireland,  ; 

Mar.  ."7,  507. 
Tea    Duty,    Exemption    of    Ireland,  ' 

J/ar.  .?/;,  365,  378. 
Tobacco  Duty,  Mar.  2G,  411. 
Vlax-growinj^  in   Ireland,  Instruction  in, 

Mar.  .W,  816. 
Local   Government    lioard     Secretary  — 

Salary,  Mar.  ^J^  57. 
Louth,  County,  Fair  Rent  Appeals — Date 
of  ComniisHionerfl'  Sitting,  Mar.  i'.O,  713. 

Lunacy  Board  (Scotland)  (Salaries),  etc.» 
Resolution,  Mar.  i*Jy  144. 

Mid^Fivea  (Expenses)  Committee,  Mar.  JJ, 
147  ;  Mar.  ::'3,  30<J. 

Ivichmond  Lunatic  Asylum,  Dr.  C.   Nor- 
man s  Report— Out  nursing  of  Luni.tics,  ' 
Mar.  ^.V,  713.  \ 

Workhouses.  Consumption  of  Spirituous  i 
Liquors — Return,  Mar.  £7,  450. 

i 
Dangerous  Oils 

Lamp    Fatalities    in    London  —  London  i 
County  Council  Report,  Legislation 
raising  Flash  Point 
Q.    Mr.    Channing;    A.   Sir    M.    W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  23,  182. 

Danish  Waters 

Trawling  in  Prohibitetl  Waters -Sentence 
on  Captain  of  British  Trawler 
Q.   Mr.   Weir;    A.   Mr.   G.  Murray, 
Apr.  ^,  947. 

Davies,  Blr.  V.  [Cardigan] 

Coroners'  Inqufsts  in  Wales— Disqualifi- 
cation of  Welsh-speaking  Jurors,  Mar. 
l^,  708. 

De  Beers  Company 

Kimbeiley,  Armament  of— Mr.  Rhodes's 
Proposal 
Q.  Mr.  R.  Roberts  ;  A.  Mr.W>-ndham, 
Mar.  ,?.9,  688. 

De  La  Bue,  Messrs. 

Post  Office  Stamp  Contracts,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  H.  lleaton ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  ?.;,  185. 

Deaf  Mutes 
Irish  Census 

Q.  Mr.  S.  Young  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  J,l,  197. 

Dean  and  Chapter  of  St.  Albans 

See  St.  Albans. 


SESSION  1900.  [Dal—Del 

Mar.  22— April  9. 

i  Death  Duties -com/. 

'  Budget  Proposals— Finance  Bill,  Mar.  77, 


Deame  Valley  Bailway  Bill 
I.  Rep.   from    Committee   of 
Apr.  f ,  918  ;  Apr.  9,  1501. 


Selection, 


Death  Duties 

Aggregation 

Debate  on  Finance  BUJ,  Apr.  ?,  9d6. 

2T 


515. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  Amended 
Statement,  A2)r.  6,  1450. 

Evasions— Estates  of  great  value,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  S.   MacNeill  ;  A.   Sir  M.    H. 
Beach,  Mar.  ^^<9,  699. 

Imperial  and  Colonial  Death  Duties — 
Members  of  Companies  domiciled 
in  United  Kingdom  carrying  on 
business  in  New  South  Wales, 
Liability  for  Death  Duties 
(^.  Mr.  Renshaw;  A.  Sir  M.  H. 
Beach,  Apr.  J,  1263. 

Soldiers'  and  Sailors'  Estates 

Bartley's,   Mr.,   New  Clause  to    the 
Finance  Bill,  Mar.  riO,  725. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  New 
Clause,  Apr.  6',  960. 

Prety man's,  Capt.,  New  Clause,  Mar. 
20,  740. 

Debentures 

Stamp  Duty — Illegal  Demand  by  the  In- 
land llovenue  Department,  Refusal 
to  repay  Duty  on  Instruments  not 
produced  for  Cancellation  of 
Stau^ps 
Q.  Mr.  Kimber;  A.  SirM.  H.  Beach, 
Mar.  '22,  43. 

Defence  of  the  Empire 

Colonial  Self-defence  imposed  on  Self- 
governing  Colonies — War  between 
the.  Mother  Country  and  a  Fore^ 
Power,  Colony  declaring  Neutrality 
—Question  of  Compensation,  etc. 
0».  Earl  of  Camperdown,  Earl  of 
Selbome,  Mar.  29, 811,  8l5. 

Colonies — Co-operation  of  the  Colonies 
Debate    on    the    proposal    that   the 
Colonies  should  be  Represented  in 
the  Imperial    Parliament,  Apr,  S, 
1131. 

Home  Defensive  Forces— Return 

Os.   Earl  of   Wemyss,    Marquess   of 
Lansdovne,  Mar.  29,  626. 

Delagoa  Bay 

British  Warships  at,  and  the  Landing  of 
Contraband  of  War 
Qs.  Mr.   Lonsdale,  Mr.    G.   Bowles ; 
A.  Mr.  Macartney,  Mar.  £9,  688. 

Portuguese  Officials  and  the  Landing  of 
Contraband  of  War,  etc. 
Q.  Colonel  Mil  ward  ;  A.  Mr.  Brodriek, 
Apr.  2,  943. 

Railway  Arbitration 

British  Government,  Expenses 

Q.  Loid  Balcarres  ;  A.  Mr.   Han- 
bury, Apr.  3,  1062, 

Delay  in  Award 

Q.   Mr,   W.   ^<Amw!A%    A.  ^^x, 
BToOLTVGV,MaT.29,^'^%  Av*--^-. 
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Denny,  Colonel  J.  M.  [Kilmarnock  Burghs] 
Lunacy  Board  (Scotland)  (Salaries,  etc.) 
Bill,  2r.,  Aitr.  i\  1029. 

Deportation  onpaupers 

Ireland — Case  of  Edward  Murray 

Qs.  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  W.  lledmond  ; 
As.  Mr.  T.  W.  Jlussell,  Mar.  SO,  8111; 
Q.  Mr.  Flavin:  A.  Mr.  T.  W.  Rus- 
sell, Apr.  J",  948. 

Deputy  Lieutenants,  Ireland 

Militia  Act— Return  Presented,  Mar,  20, 
680  ;  Mar.  HO,  783. 

"  DeutscUand" 

Portsmouth — German  Sailors'  Cheers  for 
the  Boers,  alleged 
Q.   Mr.  Nicol ;  A.    Mr.    Macartney, 
Mar.  22,  34. 

Devonport  Corporation  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  Apr.  5,  1251. 

Vigors,  R.,  Ordered  to  Attend  Committee, 
Apr.  3,  1050. 


Devonshire,  Duke  of 

Education  Cole    for    103.") — Grants, 
spection,  etc.,  Mar.  23,  160. 


In- 


Dilke,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  C.  W.  [Gloucester, 
ForesL  of  Deaa] 

Cahle  Conimuni'»ation — All-British  Route 
to  the  Cape,  Lan  ling  Riirhts  Refused, 
Apr.  6,  1403. 

China— British  Comnier«*ial  and  Political 
Interests,  Policy  of  tlie  Government, 
3/ar.  J(y,  978.     [For  (Ivtails  sec  China.) 

Coal  Minos  (Prohibition  of  Ciiild  Labour 
Underground)  Bill,  2k.,  Mar.  22,  147. 

Factory  and  Workshops  Acts— Particu- 
lars 'Clause,  Mar.  M,  181  :  Mar.  30, 
799 

Hyderalmd  Artillery  Otticors  —  Kmploy- 
ment  of  elsewhere,  Mm;,  20,  791. 

Naval  Guns— New  1-2-inch  Gun,  Mark 
IX.  on  Naval  Ships,  A/^r.  2,  1061. 

Picric  A(Md,  Enc^onrafrini;  Manufacture  of 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  A/tr.  J,  10(50. 


DiUon,  Mr.  J.  [Mayo,  E.] 

Charitable  Loan-*   (Ireland)  Bill,  Date  of 
Committee,  Mttr.  2'J,  779,  780. 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  211.   .Mar.  28, 
554,  555,  588,  589. 

Finance  Bill  ' 

Death  Duties  and  Soldiers'  Estat-es,  I 

Mar.  29,  727,  731,  732.  i 

Tobacco  Duty,  Mar.  2(k  409.  i 

Municipal  Trading,  Appointment  of  Joint 
Committee,  Mar.  20,  772. 

Roman  Catholic  University,  Ireland,  J/rtr. 

;?,1f,  271.  ' 

South  African  War  ' 

Explosive    Bullets,    Use    of    by    the  I 

Boers  -  British  Troops  wounded  by.  ' 

il/ar.  .?0',  311.  *    I 
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Dillon,  Blr.  J,—cont. 

South  African  War — conf. 

E-Kplosive  Bullets,  U.se  of  by 
British,  Mar.  23,  171. 

A\Tiite  Flag  Treachery  by  the  Ba 
Lord  Robei-ts's  De$i>atch  to  F 
dents  Steyn  and  Kruger,  Ma^ 
082. 

WynneVs,  Col.,  Field  Order,  Pul 
lion  of,  Mar.  20,  087. 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service 

Bitlis,  British  Consulate  Vacancy 
Q.  Earl  Percy ;  A.  Mr.  Brodnck, 

22,  42. 

Foreign  Office  Letters  of  Introdueti 
British  Subject  travel lin;[;  abn 
Q.    Mr.   F.    Begg;  A.    Mr.   Bro< 
Apr.  J.  1263. 

Diseases  of  Animals  Acts 

C<mveyance  of  Animals  by  steai 
**  Aid  worth  "—Onier  relating  to, 
sen  ted.  Mar.  22,  5. 

Foot -and -!Mouth  Dij^ease,  *SV€  that  tit 

Ireland— Return  Presentetl,  At>r.  2 
Apr.  3,  104(5. 

Dispensaries 

Ennis  Union  Dispensaries — Transm 
of  Drugs  for  Analyr^is 
i  Q.  Mr.      W.      Redmond  ;       A. 

i  Atkinson,  Mar.  :23,  198. 

Dispensary  Doctors 

Ireland  —  Absence  at  Assize?*,  Paym» 
I  Substitute 

Q.  Mr.  Daly  ;  .4.  Mr.  Atkinson, 

30,  81-i. 

! 

Distress  Abolition  and  Substitution 

Petition,  Mar.  27,  420. 

;  Dividends 

(J  veinment    Securities — Dat^s    of 
inent.        Change       of       Greg 
C^alendar    proposed 
Q.    Mr.    M'Laren;     A.     Sir    M 
Beach,  Mar.  30.  799. 


Dixon-Hartland,  Sir  F.  D.  [Middlesex, 

bridge] 

London  Wat<»r  (Purchase)  Bill,  2R,, 
29,  658,  650. 

London  Water  (Welsh  Supply)  Bill 
J/ar.  3,  671. 

Doctors 

Dispensary  Doctor  at  Ca-tleldaney. 
sence  at  Assizes — Payment  of 
stitute 
Q.  Mr.  Daly:  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 

30,  SI 2. 

South  African  War,  Src  that  title— ^ 
cal  Strvice,  etc. 


Vol.  81.] 


Dog  Licences 

Sheltering  Injured  Dog 
f.»r  Licence 
Q.  Mr.   Orr-Ewing;  A.  Mr.  J.   Col 
Hogs,  Apr.  6y  1406. 


-Man  summoned, 


Donegal  Railway  Bill 
/.  3r.*  Mar.  22,  3. 
c.  IR.*  Mar.2S,m\. 
2r.*  Apr.  2,  927. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Mar. 
27,  427. 

Donelan,  Capt.  A.  J.  C.  [Cork,  £.] 

Ballinacurra  Foreshore,  Sale  of,  to  Lord 
xMidleton,  Mar.  SO,  809  ;  Apr.  2,  952, 953. 

Baltimore   Railway    Extension   to  Deep 
Water,  Mar.  26,  33L 

Boer  Prisoners  -Place  of  C  as  tody.  Illness 
at  Simonsto^vn,  etc.,  Apr.  6",  1392. 

Congested  Districts  Board— Non -represen- 
tation of  South  of  Ireland,  Mar.  22,  57. 


Constabulary,  Royal  Irish 

Compensation  for  Injuries,   Apr. 
1072. 


Ratepayers'     Liability 
Apr.  C,  1410. 

Errigal  Truagh— Erection  of  Protestant 
National  School  on  site  of  Evicted 
Farm,  Apr.  6',  1411. 

Navy— Accountant  Branch,  Extending 
Concessions  such  as  granted  to  Engi- 
neers, Apr.  6',  1403. 

Queen's  Visit  to  Ireland— Provisioning 
Channel  Squadron,  Irish  Produce,  Mar. 
23,  173. 

Road  Maintenance  in  Ireland— Empower- 
ing Councils  to  Employ  direct  Labour, 
Apr.  3.  1075. 

Surveyors*  Salaries — Consulting  County 
Councils,  Mar,  26,  327. 

Doneraile 

United  Irish  League   Meeting  and    the 
Police 
Q.    Mr.   Flynn;   A.    Mr.    Atkinson, 
Apr.  2,  950. 

Doogan,  Blr.  P.  0.  [Tyrone,  E.] 

Finance  Bill— Exemption  of  Ireland  from. 
Tea  Duty,  etc..  Mar.  26,  356. 

Doiington,  Sir  J.  E.  [Gloucester,  Tewkes- 
bury] 

Netley  Hospital,  Treatment  of  Conva- 
lescent Soldiers  on  Leaving — Gloucester 
Regiment,  Mar.  27,  432. 

Dorking  Water  Bill 

/.  Rep.  frOiU  Select  Com.,  Apr.  3,  1045. 

3r.*  Ai)r.  .'>,  1501. 
^.  lR.*^i>r.  U,  1507. 

Donglas,  Bt.  Hon.  A. — First  Commissioner  of 
Works  [Kent,  St.  Augustine's] 

Central  JiObby,  Decoration  of— Designs, 
etc.  Apr.  9,  1622,  1523. 
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SESSION   1900.  [Dog— Dub 

Mar.  22— April  9. 

I  Douglas,  Bt.  Hon.  A.—cont. 

Edinburgh  Revenue  Buildings— Delay  in 
Construction,  Penalties  for  non-comple- 
tion, etc.  Mar.  23,  187. 

Football  in  Regent's  Park  and  Primrose 
Hill— Extending  Season,  Mar.  29,711. 

Green  Park — Seat  Accommodation,  Apr. 
2,94:7. 

Land  Registry  (New  Buildings)  Bill  2r., 
Apr.  6,  1497. 

Parks  an<l  Pleasure  Gardens 

Kew  Gardens  and  Cyclists,  Mar.  30, 
913. 

Kfty  Subscriptions,  etc.,  Mar,  30,  911, 
Venison,  Fees  on  gifts  from  the  State, 
Mar.  30,  914. 
Royal    Palaces,  Opening   to  the    Public, 
ftlectric  Lighting,  etc.  Mar.  30, 906,  908, 
909. 
Royal  Residences,  Li^ht,  Fuel,  etc.,  sup- 
plied by  the  State,  Mar.  30,  908. 

Vote  Office — Smoke  Nuisance,  Mar.  23, 
182. 

Dover 

Admiralty  Harbour  Works  Explosion 
—Report  Presented,  Apr.  S,  1252  ;  Apr, 
6,  1383. 


3, 
to    Pay, 


Downham,  Colonel 

Magersfontein     Engagement    and    Lord 
Methuen's  Dispatch 
<?.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham,  Mar.  23,  173. 

Drage,  Mr.  G.  [Derby] 

Hulme  Barracks — Condemned  for  Sanitary 
Reasons,  Mar.  29,  696. 

Drainage  Works,  Ireland 

Lough    Corrib    Works  —  Complaints   by 
Millowners,  Amount  expended  on 
Works,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Pinkerton ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  29,  712. 

Drugs 

Analysis — Ennis  Union  Dispensaries 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  ^.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son,  Mar.  23,  198. 

Increased  Duty  on  Spirits 

Os.  Sir  C.  Cameron,  Sir  M.  H.  Beach, 
Apr.  2,  945,  965,  966. 

Drunkenness 

Number    of  Arrests  in  Ireland — Return 
Presented,  ^;>r.  9, 1511. 

Dublin 

College  of  Science,  Clearing  Site  for  new 
College — Provision  for,  in  the  Esti- 

Q.   Mr.    Lecky;    A.    Mr.    Plunkett, 
Mar.  26,  331. 
DLstarbances- Prosecution  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege Students,  Neglecting  to  instruct 
Mr.  Tobias,  alleged 

Q.  Mr.  Daly  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar. 
S3,  196. 


Dub— Kdu] 


Dublin — cont. 

Public  Houses,  Police  Inspection 

Q.  Mr.  Harrington  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
3far.  2^\  54. 
Trinity  College— Roman  Catholic  Univer- 
sity Education 
Debate  (Commons)  Mar.  .?J,  202. 

Trinity  College  I'roperty  and  Fair  Kent 
'Applications  —  Valuation    of  Pro- 
perty, Conduct  of  Agent,  etc. 
Qs.  Mr.  Flavin ;    As.  Mr.  Atkinson. 
Apr.  2,  949  ;  Aj^.  3,  1073. 
Water  Gas,  Professor  Reynolds  on,  etc. 
(/.   Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie, 
Mar.  ?.?,  191. 

Dablin  Castle  i 

Archives  Office— Inquiry  as  to  Limerick 
Corj  oration  Documents 
Q.  Mr.   O'Keeffe;   .4.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  23,  195. 

Dablin  Corporation  Bill 

Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons — 
Message  to  the  Lords,  Apr.  5,  1238  ; 
Apr.  6,  1383. 

Resolution  (Earl  of  Morley),  Mar.  22^ 
3. 

Dablin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Railway 

Sunday  Trains — Re-arranjfement,  Travel- 
lers reaching  London  on  ,  Monday 
mornings 
Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde  ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  23,  188. 

Dundee  Harbour  Bill 

c.  IR.*  Mar.  22.2^. 
2k.*  Apr.  2,  927. 

Standing  Ordei*3  Complied  with,  Mor. 
20,  30G. 

"Dunera" 

NeajKid   for  three  daj's  in  Port  Talbot— 
Authority  re.spon><ihle  for  Report 
Q.  Mr.  B.  Jones;    A.  Mr.  Macartney, 
Mar.  .rj,  689. 

Durban  Volunteers 

Official  Relationship  to  Royal  Navy — 
Services  rendered  in  South  Africa, 
Oenerdl  IhiUer'sand  Captain  Jones' 
Despatches* 
Q.  Sir  J.  Colomb  :  A .  Mr.  Goschen, 
Ajyr.  0,  1894. 


INDEX.  [Vol.  81. 

Mar,  22^Ai>i':i  9. 

East  Stirlingshire  Water  Bill 

/.  3R.*  Apr.  5,  1234. 


V.  IR.*  Ajn-.  €,  1390. 

Eastern  Telegraiih  Company 

Soldiers'  Telegrams    at  the  Front— Con- 
cession, etc. 
(J.  Mr.  H.  Heaton;   A.  Mr.  \V\Tid 
ham.  Mar.  So,  792. 
Terminal  Tax  Ijetween   Tobt  Office  sumI 
Cable  Companieti 
Q.  Sir  E.   Sassoon  ;   A .    Mr.  Anst ra- 
ther, Mar.  »J,  797. 


Ecclesiastical 
Bill 
C.2R.,  J/r. 


Assessments     [Scotlandl 


,969. 


Ecclesiastical    Assessments     [Scotland] 
Bill 
Date  of  Second  Reading 

Qs.  Capt.  Sinclair,  Mr.  Caldwell :  J*. 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mar.  23,  186. 

Petitions,  Mar.  23,  16t> ;  Mar.  28,  r4o; 
Mar.  29,  679 ;  Mar.  30,  787  ;  Apr.  J, 
929:  Apr.  3,  1051  ;  Apr.  4,  1177  ;  Ajtr. 
0,  1391  ;  Ain:  U,  1509. 

Edinburgh 

Revenue  Buildings— Delay   in    Con>lrmc- 
tion«  Penalties  for  uon -completion, 
etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Weir  :  A.  Mr.  Akers  DoujrUs. 
Mar.  23,  187. 


Edinburgh  Corporation  Bill 

/.  Rep  from  Select  Com.,  .</-- 

8k.*  Ai>r.  fl,  138-2. 
r.  IK.*  Apr.  0,  1507. 


2,  917. 


Dwelling  Honses— Tenure 

Tenants  in  Towiis  Improvement  (Ireland) 
Bin,  Sec  that  title. 

Byke,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.  [Kent,  D^rtford] 
Education  Code  of  1900— Etfect  on  Higher 
Grade  Schools,  etc.,  Apr.  3,  1066. 

London    Water   (Purchase)    Bill  —  Irish 
Financial  l)i-cu.s>»ion,  Mar.  .V,  23.  ^ 
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Edinburgh  District  Lunacy  Board  Bill 
I.  Rep.  from  Select  Con:.,  M  -r.  je9,  GOl. 

liR.*  Apr.  J,^iS 
r.  IK.'  Apr.  3,  1079. 

Standing  Orders  Complied    with,  Apr.  v. 
1505. 

Education 

VinPrcsidettf  n/tfu  f'>,t,.  /.' — Rt.  Hon. 
J.  E.  Gon't. 
Attendance  Statistics,  etc. — Return  Pre- 
sented, Mar.  2i,  4. 

l><)anl  of  Education 

1  )eiMirtmental  Commit  lee  —Report 
Qs.  Mr.    Rrvte,    Lord  ]^oarre>: 
As.  Sir  J.'iiorst.  Apr.  6,  1109. 

Science  and  Art  Deparrment  Exam- 
iners, Sapjrannuaiion  —  Treasnr} 
Minute  Presenter!,  Apr.  i*,  l.Xtt. 
1511. 

Code— New  Code  for  llKKi 

lUock  Grant  and  the   Hl^»her  Gnuie 
Schools 
n.  Sir  W.  Coildiugton  ;  A.  Sir  J. 
Gorst,  Mf'r.  .':*.  7<»7. 


\rnnU 
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SESSION    1900. 
Mar,  12— April  9. 


[Sdu— Edu 


Sducation— row/. 

Code— New  Code  for  1900— co/i/. 
Facilities  for  Discussion 

Q.  Sir  H.  Fowler;  A.  Mr.  A.  J. 
l^lfour,  Mar.  i?6',  832 ;  Os,  Sir 
H.  Fowler,  Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Lord  E.  Fitzmaurice,  Mar,  I^S, 
599  ;  Q.  Mr.  (irav ;  A.  Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour,  Ajn-.  2,  957. 

Grants,  Inspector's  increased  powers, 

etc.  l)eljate  (Lords),  Mar.  i'J,  156. 
Higher  Grade  Schools,    Effect    on — 
Defining    Position    of    Higher 
Grade  Schools,  etc. 
Q,  bir  \..  Dyke;  A.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Baltour,  Apr.  S,  1066. 
Oldham  School  Board— Loss  of  Grant 
Q.    Mr.     Kunciman  ;   A.    Sir  J. 
Gorst.  Mar.  29,  706. 
Petitions  Mar.  26,  306 ;  Apr.  2,  919.; 
Apr.  3,  1051 ;  Apr.  4,  1177 ;  Apr.  J, 
1236,  1251. 
Postponement  of,   proposed  —  School 
Boards'  Opposition  to,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Chaiming ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Mar.  29,  707. 
Pupil  Teachers'  Payments 

Q.  Mr.  E.  Cecil ;  .4.  Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Mar.  29.  707. 
Scotch  Code— Comparison  with  Eng- 
lish Code 
Os.  Lord  Reay,  Duke  of  Devon- 
shire, Mar.  23,  159,  160. 
Teachers 

O.  Lord  Ileay,  Mar.  2S,  159. 

Elementary  Day  Schools,  Number  on 
Annual  Grant  Libt,  etc.— Return  Pre- 
sented, Mar.  22,  4. 

Elementary  Education  Bill,  »s'ec  that  title. 

Endowed  Scho:)ls,  i>e€  ihat  title. 

(irant  for  Public  Education— Kxj)enditure, 
Return  Presenred,  Mar.  22,  4. 

Heating       Arrangements    —  Voluntary 
Schools 
Q.  Mr.  M.   Healy;   A.  Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Mar.  27,  440. 

Higher  Elementary  Schools,  Establish- 
ment of — Minute  of  Board  of  Education, 
Presented,  Apr.  0,  1383,  1392. 

Irish  Questions 

Ardstraw  Asf»istint  School  Teacher — 
Refusal    to     Pay    Arrears     of 
Salary 
Q.    Serjeant  Hemphill;   A.   Mr. 
Atkinson,  Apr.  3,  1073. 
Monitors  competing  for  Civil  Service 
Appointments 
Q.    Mr.    P.    O'Brien;     A.    Mr. 
Anstruther,  Apr.  9,  1529. 
National  Schools— Heating  Arrange- 
ments 
Q.  Mr.  M.  Healy ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar.  26,  326. 
National  Teachers'  Salaries— Date  of 
Payment 
Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien;  A.  Mr.  At- 
kinson, Aj)r.  9,  1531. 
Roman  Catholic    University   Educa- 
tion, See  tliat  title. 
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Education-  f'>'/^ 

Physic4il  and  Militarj'  Instruction  in 
Jit  ate -aided  Schools — Debate,  Mar.  SO, 
831. 

Portskewett     Severn       Tunnel     School, 
Closure  of — Establishment  of  IJoard 
School    etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Gray;  A.  Sir  J.  Gorst,  Mn 
SO,  800. 
Schemes  —  Laying    upon    the    Table    in 
printed  form 
New     Standing     Order — Motion 
(Marquess  of  Salisbury),  Mar. 
20,  621. 
House  of  Commons  adopting  similar 
Order  to  that  of  the  House  of 
Lords 
Q.  Mr.  C.  Williams;  A.  Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour,  Apr.  2,  954. 
School  Boards 

Number  of,  in  England  and  Wales — 
Number      having    jurisdiction 
over    less    than    five    hundred 
l>eople,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.   Gray  ,  A.   Sir  J.  Gorst,. 
Mar.  ;^^  801. 
Number  of— Return  Presented,  Mar. 
22, 4.  » 

Schools,  Inspected  Schools,  Acconimoda- 
dation,  Income,  Expenditure,  etc.-- 
Statistics  Presented,  Mar.  22,  4. 

Scotland — Exjienditure,  Return 

Q.    Mr.    Crombie  ;    A.    Mr.    A.    G. 
Murray,  Mar.  30,  808. 
Statistics— Summary    Tables   Presented, 
Mar.  22,  4. 

Technical  Instruction  Act,  Subjects  to  be 
taught  under  Clause  8— Minutes  of 
Conmiittee  of  Council  Presented,  Api\  J, 
1235  ;  Apr.  (>,  1392. 

Technical  and  Secomlary  Education 

County  Council  Committees,  Women 
serving  on — Return 
Q.    Mr.    Jebb;    A.  Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Apr.  S,  1066. 
'  Return  Ordered  (Mr.  Jebb),  Api:. 

j  .;,  1253. 

I  Vaccination  Regulations— Pu[)il  Teachers 

Case  of  F.  Clifford 

Q.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor ;  A.  Sir  J. 
I  Gorst,  Apr.  5,  1269. 

!  Tottenham  School  Board — Refusal  to 

j  appoint     Unvaccinated    Pupi 

I  Teacher 

I  Q,   Mr.    Pickersgill  ;    A.  Sir    J. 

Gorst,  Mar.  26,  323.. 

I  Education  (School  Attendance)  (Scotland 

.Bill 
I  c.  IR.*  Mar.  27,  457. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill 
i         Funds  available— Motion  for  Return  (Lord 

Tweedmouth),  Mar.  29,  618. 
1 

Education  Board  Provisional  Orders  Con- 
firmation   (Brighton    and    Preston 
United  District,  etc.)  Bill 
/.  1R.»  AiH\  .j,  V^^. 


Kjry-Knn] 


INDEX. 
Mar.  22^A/ril  9. 
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Bgjrpt 

Finances  and     Adminlstratlun 
Pt-t»sntj«I,  Apr.  0,  1503,  i:)12. 


Electoral  Disabilities  (Military  Service) 
BiU 

r.  Cm.*  and  Zh.*  Apr.  2,  1043. 
L  III.*  Apr,  J,  1047. 

Electric  Lighting 

Muoicipil  Trading  | 

O,  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Apr.  J,  1348. 

Elections 

Parliamentary    Con^ttituencies    (Electors, 
etc.)  in  United  Kin;:doni,  Keturn  Pre-  ■ 
seated,  Apr.  2,  930. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  Bills 

Memorandum    Presented,    Apr.    2,   928 ; 
Apr.J^.Wl^, 

Electric     Lighting    Provisional    Orders 

(No.  1)  BiU 
c.  Ordered,  and  iR.*.  Mar.  22, 23,  23. 
2k.*  Apr.  .?,  1050. 

Standing  Orders  Complied   with,  Apr.  2, 
926. 

Electric     Lighting    Provisional     Orders 
(No.  2)  BiU 
c.  Ordered,  and  iR*  Mar.  22,  25,  26. 
2r.'  Apr.  J,  1050. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  f,  1 
926. 

Electric     Lighting    Provisional     Orders 
(No.  3)  BiU 


Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.— con/. 
-  Rep'jrts  Kulings  as  Chairman  of  Committees 

Amendments  oatside  the  S(»pe  of  tbe 

Bill  (Finaoce  Bill).  Mar.  2U,  753. 
Irrelevant     Ohservations  —  Finaoee 
Bill,  Mar.  27,  462,  470,  472 ;  JTor. 
20,  747,  748. 
Repetition  in   Debate,   Mar.  27,  5*J8, 
509. 

South  African  War 

CensorBhip     of     Mail>«  —  Authoritj 

responsible  for,  Apr.  2,  933. 
Martial  Law.  Proclamation  of— Aro 

and  uate  of  Proclamations,  Apr.  i, 

934. 

Emigration  and  Immigration 

Alien  I  m  migration 

Increase  in — Legist Ation 

Q.     Sir     B.      Simeon;    -4.    Mr. 
Ritchie.  Mar.  26,  321. 
Return  Presented,  Mew.  28,  546. 


Ireland 

Decrease  in  Emigration,  etc. 

Os.    Mr.   J.   Redmond,    Mar.  3i. 

340 :  Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  Mar.  if. 

60  ;  Sir  M.  H.    Beach,  Mar.  •.^ 

115. 

Statistics  for  1899  Presented,  Mar.  X, 

303,  307. 

Endowed  Schools 

Number  of  School*  coming  witlun  the 
Exception**  ('lau.se  or  Act,  1873— 
Number  of  Schemes  under  ElemflB- 
tary  Education  Act,  In.spection  of 
Schools,  etc. 
Q.  Lord  E.  Fitzmaurice  ;  --f .  Sir  J. 
Gor«t,  Mar.  29,  705. 


r.Ul.*  Mar.  :i(f,  785. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  'J,  \  Engineers 

^^^-  Woolwich  Arsenal,  See  that  title. 


Electric     Lighting    Provisional     Orders 
(No.  4)  Bill 
c.  IK.*  Apr.  (>,  1387. 

Electric    Lighting     Provisional     Orders 
(No.  5)  Bill 
c.  IK.*  Apr.  0,  1387. 

Elementary  Education 

Sec  Education. 

Elementary  Education  Bill 

c.  IK.*  Mar.Jf;,  33  L 

E'-liot,  Mr.  A.  R.  D.  [Durham] 

Kccltsiastical  Assessments  (Se;>tland)  Bill, 
2r.,  J///\;AJ)87. 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.  [Nottinjjjham,  Kushcliire] 

Kcadin*;  Railway  Accident  —  Board  of 
Trade  Connnunication  with  the  Great 
Western  Railway  Conii>anv,  Mar.  20, 
32l'. 
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Engledew,  Mr.  0.  J.  [Kildare,  N.] 

Athy   Union    Charges  under   Labonre 
Acts— District  Charges,  Mar.  22,  51. 

Uganda  Railway  Conlract  — Crown 
Agents  Employing  Shiphrokers,  Com- 
missions charged,  etc.,  Mar.  2.\  42. 

English,  Ex-Sergeant 

Compensation   for    Injuries-— Applicatioo 
for,  two  years  after  Injury 
(^s.  Mr.  Flavin,   Capt.   Donelan,  Mr. 


P.    O'Brien;    As. 
Apr.  3,  1071. 


Mr.      Atkinson. 


!  Ennis 

I         Prison— irse  of,  as  an  Inehriate  Keforma- 

!  torv 

Q.    Mr.    Field;    A.    Mr.     Atkinso 
Apr. .?,  1076. 

Sub-Post  Oflice  in  Mill  Street,  Establu«h- 
ment  of 
;  Q.  Mr.  W.    Redmond  ;  A.   Mr.   Han- 

[  bury,  Apr.  5,  1272. 
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Mar,  22—Ap7il  9. 


[Knn— Fam 


Ennis--co;/^ 

Union     Dispensaries  —  Transmission     of 
Drugs  for  Analysis 
Q,  Mr.  W.  Retlmoml ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar.  JJ,  198. 

Errigal  Truagh 

Evicted  Farm — Erecting  National  School 
on  site 
Qs.  Mr.  Macaleese,    Capt.  Donelan ; 
As.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Apr.  6',  1410. 

Esmonde,  Sir  T.  G.  [Kerry,  W.] 

Dublin,  Wicklow  and  Wexford  Railway, 
Sunday     TrAins— Travellers     reaching  ] 
London  on  Monday  morning,  Mar.  ;,'J,  i 
188. 


Exmouth  and  District  Water  Bill 

/.  Bep.  from  (Committee  of  Selection,  Mar. 
20,  302  ;  Mar.  29,  601. 

Expansive  and  Explosive  Bullets 

Sec  South  African  War  -Bullets. 

Expenditure  of  the  Nation 

Sec  Revenue  and  Expenditure. 

Explosions 

Admiralty  Harljour  Works,  Dover— Report 

Presented,  Apr  6,  1252  ;  Apr.  (i,  1383. 
Cordite,    Spontaneous    Combustion— Ex- 
plosion on  H.M.S.  "  Krtvenge" 
Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron ;  A.  Mr.  Goschen, 
Apr.  L\  942. 


Financial  Relations  between  England  and  ' 

Ireland  —  Over  -  taxation    of     Ireland  '  Extradition  Treaty 

alleged.  Mar.  L%  93.  [  g^„    Marino-Copy  Presented,  Mar.   22, 

Records,  Irish— Reprinting  Reports  of  the  '  5,  27. 

Deputy  Keeper,  Mar.  i%  189.  | 

Roman     Catholic     University,     Ireland,    Factory  and  Workshops  ActS 


Mar.  :?jf,  207. 


Essex 

Rifle  Ranges— Utilising  Crown  Lands  for 
Q.   Mr.   Gray;    A.   Mr.    W\'ndham, 
Apr.  i»,  941. 

Estate  Duty 

See  Death  Duties. 

Estimates 

See  Supply. 

Evictions,  Ireland 

Errigal      Truagli  —  Erecting    Protestant 
National  School  on  site  «'f  Evicted 
Farm 
Qs.  Mr.   Macaleese,  Capt.    Donelan  ; 
As.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Jy>/-.  6*,  1410. 

*' Ex-Monk  Widdows" 

Belfast  Protestant  Association  Lecturer 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Young;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  sf9,  714. 

Excursion  Steamers 

Excluding  from  Provis^ions  of  the  503rd 
Section  of  Merchant  Shipping  Act, 
1894  ^^    ^ 

Q.    Mr.    Tritton;    A.    Mr.    Ritchie, 
Apr.  5,  1267. 

Executors  (Scotland)  Bill 

r.  IR.*  Apr.  '2,  1044. 

Exeter  Corporation  Bill 

c.  Rp.*  Apr.  2,  928. 

Exhibition  at  Paris 
See  Paris  Exhibition. 

Exmouth  Urban  District  Water  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Committee  of  Selection,  Mar* 
^Q,  302  ;  Apr.  S,  917. 


3r. 

IR. 


Apr,  9,  1501. 
1607. 


Particulars  Section 

Mod itication  of  Sub-section  I.  of  Clause 
27  of   the  Factory  and  Work- 
shops Bill 
Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke;  A.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  S3,  181. 
Number  ot   Trades   extending   to — 
Length  of  Inquiries,  etc. 
Q,  Sir  C.  DUke;  A.  Sir  M.  W* 
Ridley,  Mar.  SO,  799. 

Faber,  Bir.  G.  D.  [York] 

"(Joth,"  Horse  Transport— Supply  of 
Veterinary  Stores,  Apr.  3,  1056. 

Stewart,  Field-Marshal  Sir  D.,  Death  of — 
Convej^ance  of  Body  to  England,  Apr.  6*, 
1401. 

Factory  and  Workshops  Act  (1878)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

c.  IK.*  .Vfrr.  ;sVf,  201. 

Bill  withdrawn,  Mar.  23, 108. 

Factory  and  Workshops  Bill 

Sunday  Labour  in  Factories 

Q.  Mr.  Talhot ;  A.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley, 
Mar.  20,  710. 

Fair  Bents,  Ireland 

See  Land  Commission. 

Falkirk  and  District  Water  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Select  Committee,  Mar.  27, 
417. 
3r.*  Apr.  .1,  1045. 
f.  IK.*  Apr.  o,  1251. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  0, 
1505. 

Famagusta  Harbour 

Improvements      Protection     of    Ancient 
Fortifications,  etc. 
Q.  I-iord  Balcarres  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Cham- 
lierlain.  Mar.  2ii,  690. 

Famine  in  India 

Se-e  India. 
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Fax  East 

See  China,  Japan,  etc.  ! 

Farquliaxson,  Dr.  B.  [Aberdeenshire,  W.] 
Agricultural   Holdings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  9,  ' 
1555,  1557. 
IVovisions  to  protect  Improvements  of 
Sitting  Tenants,  proposed  Mar.  ;JU, 
702. 
Army 

Medical   Service    Corps— Lieuteuant- 

Colonel's  Pay,  Mar.  '2i),  693. 
Kecruiting  Agents,   Revised  Instruc- 
tions for  Employment  oi—Mar.  2^, 
«59. 

Central  Lobby,  Decoration  of — Designs, 
etc.,  Apr.  V,  1522. 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  2r.,  Mar.  '28, 
573,  574. 

Metropolitan  Workhouse,  Number  of 
Children  in.  Mar.  20.  701. 

Militia,  Officers'  Gratuities-  Date  of  pay- 
ment, Aj)r.  Oj  1516. 

Farrell,  Mr.  J.  P.  [Cavan,  W.]  [ 

Annaly  Estate— Delay  in  fixing  Kenta>, 
etc.,  Mar.  22,  55 ;  Mar.  23,  197  ;  Mar.  26, 
330. 

Cavan,  Co. — Inniskilling  Assizes,  Assess- 
ment on  Divisions  of  County  Cavan, 
Mar  22,  55. 

County  Council  Kates- -Deduction  from 
Rents,  Landlords  Refusing,  M€ir,  23, 196. 

Local  Government  <1reland>  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill,  Date  of  Introiluction,  Mar, 
23,  197. 

Roman  Catholic  rniver-ity,  Ireland,  Mar. 
23,  202. 

Federation 

Australasia,  Sa'  that  title. 
Impsrial  Federation,  Src  that  title. 

Ferguson,  Mr.  R.  C.  M.  iLeith  Burghs] 
Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2li.,  Apr.   U, 
1611. 

Fergusson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  [Manchester. 

N.E.] 

Army 

Commissions — Number  offered  with- 
out Competition  and  Number  ob- 
tained by  Cadets,  etc.,  Mar.  20, 
313. 

Director-General  of  Military  Educa- 
tion, Abolition  of  Post,  Mar.  26,  317. 

Physical  and  Military  Instruction  in  State- 
aided  Schools,  Mar.  JO,  831. 

Field,  Mr.  W.  [Dublin,  St.  Patrick] 

Finance  Bill— Tea  Duty,  Mar.  20,  370. 

Financial  Relations,  England  and  Ireland 
— Over-taxation  of  Ireland,  alleged, 
Mar.  22,  137. 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease  in  South  America 
—Precautions      .against       introduction  [ 
into  England,  Mar.  SJ,  180. 
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Mar.  22— April  9. 

;  Field,  Mr.  W—roNt 

Horses    for    the   Army,    Purclia.*<c   of 


Number  of  Horses  purcha«e<i  in  KoreiL'B 
Countries,  etc.,  Mar,  ^J,  686. 

Inebriates  Act — Ennls  Prison,  use  of,  a> 
an  Inebriate  Reformatory,  Ajn:  •),  107t>. 

Irish  Railways  Amalgamation  Bill,  Clause 
19— Forwarding  Traffic  vi&  Watcrfonl 
and  Rosslare,  Mar,  S7,  447. 

LiVe  Stock,  Transport  of — Shijiowuers' 
Contracts,  Mar.  22,  49. 

Private  Bill  Legislature,  Ireland,  Mnr.  :1, 
452;  Ajir.  o,  1163. 

Railway  Season  Tickets  —  Enforcinj: 
Dei)Osits,  Mar.  23,  179. 

Royal  College  of  Science  -Committee  of 
Inquiry,  Mar.  29,  716. 

Tenants  in  Towns  Impnivement  [Ireland] 
Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  4,  1184,  1214,  1216,  1217. 

Town  Holdings,  Tenure  of,  and  Security 
of  Improvements  -  Commission  pro- 
l)Ose<l,  Mar.  20,  330  ;  Mar.  ?7,  452. 

Finance 

Revenue  and  Exi>fnditure  of  the  l'nite«I 
Kingdom,  Sec  that  title. 

Finance  Bill 

c.  Com.,    Mar.    20,  .337:     Mar.    jCr,   458; 
Mar.  29,  720. 

Con.,  Apr.  2,  959. 

3r.,  Apr.  0,  1447. 
/.  IK.*  Apr.  0,  1386. 

2k.*  and  3k.*  Apr.  9,  l.>04. 

Royal  Assent,  15<J4,  150f>. 

[For  subjects  diseus.>ed.  sec  their  title.-.] 

Financial  Relations,  England  and  Ireland 
Budget   Proposals,  Exemjition  of  Irelau*!. 
[Finance  Bill] 
Beer     Duty    [Sir.    Flvnn's    Amend- 
ment], Mar.  ,'1,  460.' 

Income  Tax  [Mr.  M.  Healy's  Amentl- 
ment].  Mar.  27,  532. 

Spirit  Duty  [Mr.  AV.  RedmomlV 
Amendment],  Mar.  27,  499. 

Tea  Duty  [Mr.  J.  Redmond's  Amend- 
ment J,  Mar.  20,  .337. 

Tobacco  Duty  [Mr.  AV.  Rt^lmond'^ 
Amendment],  Mar.  26,  395. 

Contributions  to  the  Revenue.  ExjK?ndi- 
tnre  on  Services  met  out  oi  such 
Revenue,     etc. — Return     Ordered. 
Mar.    29,    680--Retum   Presented. 
Aw:  2,  931. 
*'  Dislocated    Elaboration  of   I'eilantio 
Accountant  "* 
(K  Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  Mar.  22,  66. 

Discussion  on  Lon<lon  Water  (T*uri-ha^' 
Bill  —  Irish  Members'  Protest,  Mar. 
/A  10. 

Oovemnient    Contracts    —    Coniitarative 
Outlay    on    Stores    in    the    Three 
Kingdoms,  Return 
Q.  Mr.  \V.   Reilmond;    A.  Mr.  J.  P. 
AVilliams,  Mar.  n,  436. 
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Financial  Belations,   England  and  Ire-  i  Fisheries— ro??/. 


land— con^ 

Over-Taxation  of  Ireland,  alleged 

Debate  on  the  Finance  Bill,  Mar,  ;J6, 
337. 

Resolution  [Mr.   A.  O'Connor],  Mar. 
j?5,  59— Division,  138. 

Financial  Statement 

See  Budget,  a^d  Finance  Bill. 

Financial  System 

Preferential  Treatment  of  the  Colonies, 

0.  Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Af)i\  6',  1463. 


Scotland— co;?/. 

Illegal  Trawling— Nunilicr  of  Convic- 
tions, etc. 
Q.  Mr.    Weir;    A.    Mr.    A.    (J. 
Murray,  Mar.  S7,  44(). 

New  Cruiser— Delay  in  Advertising 
for  Tenders 
Q.  Mr.    Weir;    A.  Mr.    A.    G. 
Murray,  Mar.  S7,  440. 

Iteport  of    Fishery  Board-  Date    of 
issue 
Q.  Mr.    Weir;    A.  Mr.    A.    G. 
Murray,  Mar.  S7y  447. 

Sea  Fisheries  Bill,  fyee  that  title. 


I 


Fine  or  Imprisonment  Act 

liules — Statute  in  op<?ra*ion  in  Scotlar.d, 

etc.  !  Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours 

^\?''"^-    ^^^Ti'io-^-   ^^'*-  ^*   ^'-  i         ^W  Piers  and  Harhourb. 
Murray,  Mar.  ^^,:?,  18/. 


Finlay,     Sir     B.      B. 
t Inverness  Burghs] 


Solicitor-Gena'al  |  pigj^^j^^  ^^^  Bosslare  Bailways  and 

Finance  Bill— Death  Duties,  Mar.  27^  521,  :  Harbours  Bill 

530, 531, 632.  i         f-   Report  from  Committee  of  Selection, 

I  Apr.  2,  918  ;  Apr.  9,  1601. 

Finsbury,  Borough  of  ; 

New  Member  Sworn  for  Holbom  Division, 


Mar.  26,  333. 
Order  in  Council  for  Estahlishnient  of  New 
Borough,  Presented,  Mar.  29,  606, 679. 

Fire  Insurance 

Municipal  Trading 

0.  Sir.  A.  Kollit,  Apr.  5,  1349. 

First  Commissioner  of  Works 
Rt.  Hon.  A.  A.  .r>ouglaj». 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Rt.  Hon.  G.  J.  Goschen. 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.  Balfour. 


Fish  Culture  | 
Buckland  Collection,  Sec  that  title. 

Fisheries  { 

Immature  Fish,  Sec  Sea  Fisheries  Bill. 

Ireland  i 

Piers  and  Harboi>rs,  See  that  title.  I 

Queen's  Gap,  Galway — Infringement  | 


Fishguard  WzX&t  and  Gas  Bill 
/.  Rep.*  Apr.  S,  1233. 

3R.*  Apr.  .9,  1501. 
c.  IR.*  Apr.  9y  1507. 

Fitzgerald,  lir. 

Kerry  Count v  Council  Secretary— Salary 
Qs.  Mr.  Flavin,  Mr.  Daly  ;  As.  Mr. 
Atkinson,  Mar.  22,  56. 


^  Fitzmaurice,  LordE.  G.  P.  [Wilts,  Cricklade] 
Education  Code — F'acilities  for  Discussion, 
Mar.  28,  600. 

Endowed  Schools — Numhcr  of  Schools 
coming  within  the  Exception  Clause  of 

I  Act  1873— Number  of  Schemes  under 

Elementary  Education  Act — Inspection 

,  of  Schools,  etc..  Mar.  29,  705. 


Flannen  Islands  Lighthouse 
Completion  of  Works 

Q.  Mr.  W^eir  ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie,  il/«r. 
27,  442. 


of    Act,     Alteration    of    Gap 
proposed  ! 

C-^.Mr.      Pinkerton  ;     A.    Mr.  ^  jiannery,  Sir  J.  F.  [Yorks,  Shipley] 


Mr.      Pinkerton  ; 
Plunkett,  Mar.  2^7,  451 
Scotland 

Decrease  in  Industry  for  want  of  Har- 
bour Accommodation,    al- 
leged 
Q.  Mr.  Weir,  Apr.  &,  1445. 
Aberdeenshire 

Q.  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  A.  Mr.  A. 
G.  Murray,  3/ar.  ;?i>,  711. 
Collieston  Harbour 

Q.  Mr.  Crorabie;  ^.  Mr.  A.J. 
Balfour,  Mar.  30,  800. 
Old  Slaines 

Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Mar.  30,  807. 
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Great  Western  Railway  Accident,  llailway 
Servants'  hours  of  labour,  Mar,  29, 
700,  701. 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill, 
2r.,  Apr.  5,  1294. 

Woolwich  Arsenal,  Discharge  of  Enj^neers, 
alleged — Re-employment  in  other  De- 
partments, proi»osed.  Mar,  H7,  438. 

Flavin,  Mr.  M.  J.  [Kerry,  N.] 

Bally heip^e,  Pier  or  Boatslip,  Construc- 
tion of,  proposed,  Max.  SO^^V". 


ria- Fool 


INDEX. 
Mar.  22— April  9. 
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Plavin,  Mr.  J,—ront. 

Constabulary,  Royal  Irish 

X.'oinpen'^ations  for  Injuries — Ex- 
Sergeant  English  apjilying  for 
t'oaipensation  two  years  after 
Injury. -4y>/-.  S,  1071. 
District  Inspector  Taylor  at  Kenmare 
iissociatin<^  with  Magistrate  of  his 
District,  Apr.  j?,  954.  I 

bounty  and  Histrici/  Councils — Chairmen  j 
an<l  the  Coniniissionof  the  Peace,  Apr.  3^  \ 
1U76.  I 

Deportation  of  Irish  Paupers — Case  of 
E.  Murray,  Apr  ..\  948.  ! 

Fair  Rents  in  County  Kerry— Sittings  of 
Coiumissioners — Trinity  College  Pro- 
perty, Conduct  ot  Agent,  etc.,  Apr.  2^ 
!)4!) ;   Apr.  3,  1073. 

Finance  Rill  ! 

Reer  Duty,  Mar.  27,  471.  i 

Spirit  Duty,   Exemption   of  Ireland,  1 

M(M\  27,  507. 
Tea  Dutv,  etc.,  Exemption  of  Ireland.  ; 

Mar.  ,} ;,  369.  i 

Tobacco  Duty,  Mar.  2(J,  412.  | 

Hennessy,  Patri(;k,  Crimean  and  Indian  1 
Mutiny  \'eteran,  Mar.  30,  795.  1 

Hogan,  Dominick,  Indian  Mutiny  Veteran, 
Mar.  29,  692. 

Kerry  ; 

County  Council  Secretary— Salary,  i 
Mtjor.  2S,  56  ;  Mar.  23,  193.  \ 

Deputy  Surveyors— Salaries  increased  | 
by  Local  Government  Board,  County  i 
Council  objection,  Mar.  26,  326.         I 

Ordnance  Survey  Maps,  Issue  of,  for 
Sale,  Apr.  ;?.  1070. 

Representatives  on  Congested  Dis- 
tricts Board,  i>ropo3ed,  Apr.  .?,  931. 

3vnapp,  Fallier  Simon,  Carmelite  Friar — 
Appointment  as  Roman  Catholic  Chap- 
lam  to  the  Troops  in  South  Africa, 
Mar.  30,  788. 

Local  (Government  Orders  —  Areas  of 
Charge  fixed  by  previous  Orders,  Em- 
jmwering  Board  to  change,  Killarney 
District  Council  Petition,  Ajyr.  2,  951. 

Navy-  Armour  Plate  Contracts,  Amount 
Expended  in  England  and  Scotland, 
Mar.  .^^  439. 

"South  African  War 

Roc  Prisoners,  Deportation  to  St. 
Helena— Mr.  Schreiners  Protest, 
Ajir.  2,  931. 

Expansive  Rullets,  Manufacture  of, 
by  IVitish  Firms,  Mar.  20,  311. 

Sub- Post  misters  and  Superannuation, 
Mar.  :/!f,  1^)5. 

Tenants  in  Towns  Improvement  (Ireland) 
D.ll, '2lt.,  J/n:  //,  1199. 

Veterinary  ( 'tdlege,  Ireland — Heprocnta- 
tii>n  (*f  Roman  Catiiolic  Surgeons  on  the 
Regard,  Mar.  ,/./,  817. 

Tlax  growing  in  Iraland 

In-^truction  in 

(J,  Mr.  Dalv  :  J.  Mr.  Plunkett,  Mar. 


Flogging 

See  Corporal  Punifliment. 

Flower,  Mr.  E.  [Bradford,  W.] 

Balian,  Mr.,  London  County  Councillor- 
Resignation  an<l  Warrant  for  Arrest, 
Apr.  9,  1523. 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes — London 
and  North -Western  Railway  Company** 
Scheme,  Mar.  27,  444. 

Fljrnn,  Bir.  J.  0.  [Cork,  N.] 

Ballinacurra  Foreshore,  Sale  of,   to  Lord 

Midleton.  Apr.  2,  952,  953. 
Census  (Ireland)  Rill,  Com.,  Jtf ar.  :?9,  779. 
Creagh  Estate— Tenants*  Application  for 

Purchase,  Mar.  23,  194. 
Deportation    of    Irish    Paupers — Case  of 

Edward  Murray,  Mar.  30,  811. 

Finance  Rill 

Reer  Duty,  Mar.  27,  460. 

Spirit  Duty,  Exemption  of  Ireland, 
Mar.  :n,  503. 

Tea     Duty,      etc. — Exemption     of 

Ireland,  Mar.  26,  346. 
Tobacco  Dutv —Exemption  of  Ireland, 
Mar.  26,  404. 
Financial  Relations,  England  and  Ireliod 
— Overtaxation    of     Ireland,    alleged. 
Mar.  22,  80. 
Kanturk    Land  Sub-CommiHsioners'   Sit- 
tings, Mar.  23,  195  ;  Mar.  26^  330. 
Letter  Delivery,  Ireland — House  to  hoooe 
<lelivery  in    Rural   Districts,    Mar.  2i, 
190. 
Mallow     Land    Sub- Commissioners*   Sit- 
tings, Mar.  23,  194. 

South  African  War 

Roer    Prisoners,   Deportation   to   St 

Helena— Mr.    Schreiner*8     Protest, 

Apr.   >,  931,  932. 
Expansive  Ballets — Mark  IV.  Ammn- 

nition,  Apr.  3,  1054. 

Property.  Destruction  of,  by  Boer  and 
Rritish  Forces,  alleg^ — ProcU- 
tions,  Apr.  2,  932. 

United   Irisli    League    Meeting  at  That- 
raile  and  the  Police,  Apr.  2,  950. 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease 

Argentina 

Animals    imported     from  —  Number 
slaughtered,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Rrien  ;  A.  Mr,  Looft 
Apr.  9,  1523. 

Imports  prohibited 

Q.  Mr.  C  Lawson :  A.  Mr.  Long, 
Apr.  .',,  12:>6. 

Precaution  ajjainst  introduction  into 
England 
Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Mr.  Long,  J/or. 

23,  180. 

Norfolk — Removal  of  Restrictions 

Qs.  Sir  H.    RuUanl.  Sir  S.  Hoare,  Mr. 
i  Soames  :  As.  Mr.  Long,  Mar.  23, 1T8. 
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FootbaU 

Regent's  Park  and    Priniro3e   Hill— Ex- 
tending Footl>all  Season 
Q,  Mr.  Moon  ;  .1.  Mr.  Akers  Douglas, 
Mar.  ..%1\\. 


State  —  Marquess     of 


SESSION  1900.  [Pbo-Gaa 

Mar,  22 — Apil  9. 

I  France -con^ 

Sugar  Bounties,  Abolition  of — Attitude  of 
France 
Q,ViA.  Milward;   J.  Mr.   Brodrick,. 
Apr,  .u,  1262. 

W'ainia  Incident — Payment  of  Claims 
Q.  Mr.  B.  Jones ;  A,  Sir  M.  H.  Beacb^ 
Mar.  :^'2^  43. 


Occupying  Tenants*  Enfranchisement  Bill 
—Petition,  Mar,  '/7,  430. 


Foreign  Office 

Secretary      of 

Salisbury.  [ 

Under    Sccrelnri/— lit.    Hon.   St.  John  j  Pranchise 
Brodrick. 
Letters  of  Introduction  to  British  Subjects  | 
travelling  abroad— Conditions 
Q.   Mr.   F.   Begg;   .1.   Mr.    Brodrick,  i  ,  .        „      , 

Apr.  J,  1263.  Franking  Members  Letters 

^      .       «  \         Q.  Col.  Welby ;  A,  Mr.  Hanbury,  Apr.  tf; 

Foreign  Seamen  1407.  •'     ^ 

See  Seamen.  j 

Foreshore  Eights,  Ireland  ;  ^^®®  ^*t*®  ,     ,  ^ . 

Ballinacurra  Foreshore,  Sale  of,  to  Lord  j         '^'state'  A\i*r-Orange    Fioa 

Midleton  | 

Qs    Mr    M    Healy,  Capt.   Donelan  ;  .  Freedom  of  Speech 
As.   Mr.   li\ii:h\e,  Mar.  :JU,  S09 ;  Qs.  \  .,     ^.  ^^      f.     .„     „       ,   _^    ,^       ^,    ^ 

-  '--^     I         *S<c  *' Stop  the  ^\a^"  and  I*ro- Boer  Meet- 


Capt.  Donelan,  Mr.  Flynn  ;  As.  Mr. 
Ritchie,  Apr.  L',  952. 


ings,  etc. 


Forging  Press  Fremantle 

Ordnance  Fo»ging  Press,  Construction  of  ;  Port  of  Call  for  Australian  Mail  Steara«rs. 

3,000  ton  Press  at  Woolwich  |  Q.  Mr.   Hogan  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Cliamber^ 

Q.    Mr.    Stuart  -  Wortley  ;    J.    Mr.  lain,  Apr.  9,  1520. 

Wyndhani,  Apr.  ..',  940.  1 

Foster,  Sir  B.  W.  [Derby,  Ilkeston]  Friendly  Society  Banks 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Act  [1894]  '  ^^'«=*<^  Indies-Fee  for  Registration,  Ro- 


Amendment  Bill,  2h.  Apr.  0,  1500. 

London  Water  (Purchase)  Bill,  2k.  Mar.  1 
J9y  666. 

Foster,  Sir  W.  [Derby  County] 

Long  Eat(m  Level  Crossing — Midland  , 
Railway  Company's  Re[)lv,  Mar.  23^  \ 
178. 

Post  Office  Report — Omission  of  Phthisis  I 
Statistics,  Apr.  .V,  ir)25.  I 

Fowler,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  H.  [Wolverhampton] 

Education  Code— Facilities  for  Discassion, 
Mar.  ;IC,  332  ;  Mar.  AV,  599. 

Finance  Bill — Death  Duties  and  Soldiers' 
Estates,  Apr,  a,  963. 

Indian  Expenditure,  Report  of  Commis- 
sion, Mar,  30,  791. 

Indian  Famine — Inquiry  into  Causes, 
Preventive  Measures,  etc.,  Apr.  ;?,  1111. 

Foynes 

Kilrush  and  Foynes,  Boat  Communication 
between 
Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond  :   A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr.  .V,  1272. 

France 

China,  France  in,  See  China. 

Paris  Exhibition,  See  that  title. 

Stewart,  Sir  D.,  Death  of  —  Military 
Honours  at  Algiers,  Thanks  to  the 
French  Government,  etc. 
Qs.  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Courtney ; 
As  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Apr.U,  1531, 
1532. 
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duction  propo.*ed 
Q.  Mr.  Channing  ;  ^1.  Mr.  J.  Cham-- 

berlain,  -4/>r.  0,  1518^ 

Fulham  Vestry 

Workbien  s  Trains — Corn  plaints 

Q.  Mr.  Lough  ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie,  Apr^ 
J,  1266. 

Galloway,  Blr.  W.  J.  [Manchester,  S.W\] 
Finance  Bill— Deiith  Duties  and  Soldiers*' 
Estates,  Mar.  %0,  726  ;  Apr.  *»,  962,  964. 

Municipal  Trading,  Appointment  of  Com- 
mittee, Mar.  ,i^,  759. 

Garland,  John 
Case  of 

Q.  Mr.  McKenna;  A,  Mr.Wyndham, 
Apr.  :i,  934. 

Garstin,  Ifr. 

Arrest  of,  by  the  Boers 

Q,  Mr.  \Va.son  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  (^haiuber- 
lain,  Mar.  2\),  683. 

Gas 

Dublin— Water  Cijvs,  Professor  Reynolda- 
on,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie,. 
Mar.  .i3,  191. 

Municipal  Trading 

*   0,  Sir  A.  Rolht,  Apr.  5,  1348. 

Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill 

/.  IR.*  Apr,  0,  \^m^ 
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Gatacre,  General 

Scormher^   Enga<;iinieiit,    Lord   lloberts's 
Strictures  on  Despatch— Action  of 
the  War  Office 
V.  Mr.  S.  MacNeill ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd 
ham,  Mar.  .?•/,  170. 

Gedge,  Mr.  S.  [Walsall] 

Finance  Hill 

Death  Dutien  —  Sohliers*  Estates, 
Apr.  2,  903. 

E'^tate  Duty — Aggregated  Duty,  etc., 
Apr,  S,  907. 

Germany 

**  Deutschland  "    at   Portsmouth — Cheer-^ 
for  the  Hoerrt,  alleged 
Q.    Mr.   Nicol ;    -t.    Mr.    Macartney, 
Mar.  23,  34. 

Samoa 

Anglo-German  Convention,- Copy  Pre- 
sented, Mar.  fj,  r*,  27. 

United  State.*<,  Germany  and  (Jreiit 
Britain  Convention,  Copy  Pre- 
sented, Mar,  ?S,  ."),  27. 

Gibbs,  Mr.  A.  G.  [London] 

Russia,  Cablegrams  from— Delays,  Mar. 
-,  .M. 

Gibbs,  Mr.  V.  [Herts,  St.  Albans] 

Tenants  in  Towns  Improvement  (Ireland) 
Bill,  2r..^^/.  5.  1219. 

Gibney,  Mr.  J.  [Meath,  N] 

Mcath  Main  KojuU — Urban  Councils' 
Appe«'il  and  the  Local  (iovernment 
Board,  Mar.  J?,  58. 

Gilhooly  Mr.  T.  [Cork  (%».,  W.] 

Akahista  —  Establishment  of  Telegrai>h 
Station,  Mar.  ?f»\  32r>. 

Baltimoro  Uaihvay  Extension  to  dee]) 
water,  Mftr.  '•!*,  ~u  ;  Mar.  J6',  331. 

Congeste<l  Districts  Board — Representa- 
tion of  South  of  Ireland,  Mar.  „'/,  451. 

Glasgow  District  Tramways  Bill 

/.  2i:.*  AjH'.  0,  1382 

Standing  Orders  to  Ixj  dispensed  with, 
M'n\  S,  301. 

Glastonbury  Corporation  Gas  Bill 

r.  Reii.*  Mar.  ;?:;,  078. 
Con:'  Apr.  fy,  ir)08. 

Glastonbury  and  Street  Gas  Bill 

r.  Rep.  *  Mar.  .?.'^  078. 

Gloucester  Regiment 

Treatment  of    ( 'onvalescent  Soldiers    on 
leaving  Netley  Hospital,  etc. 
Q.  Sir  J.  Dorington  ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham,  Mar.   77,  432. 
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Glyncorrwg  Urban  District  Council  Gii 
Bill 
/.  Bcp.*  Apr.  J,  1233. 

Goldsworthy,  Gen.  [Hammersmith] 

London  Government  (Borou*rh  of  Hammer^ 

smith,  etc.,  Order  in  Council) 

Motion  for  Address,  Apr.  5,  1376. 

Gordon,  Mr.  J.  £.  [E1«^in  and  Nairn] 

Ecclesiastical  As.sessments  (Scotland)  Bill, 
2r.,  Apr.  :,\  983. 

South  African  War — Briti>«h  Kurghen 
refusin«>^  to  take  up  ann^  on  the  Borr 
side.  Threats  to  .shoot—  l^resident  Steyi'i 
alleged  Proclamation,  Apr,  5,  1255. 

Gorst,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  J.  'B.—Vice-PrtJtidfHt 
of  Council  of  Education  [Cambrid^ 
University] 

lk)ard  of  EiJu(>ation— Departmental  Com- 
mittee Rejwrt,  Apr.  6,  1409. 

Huckland  Collection,  Removal  of,  from 
South  Kensington,  etc. ,  Mar,  i6',  323 : 

I  Mar.  i29,  705. 

i  Elementary  Education  Bill,  iH.,  Mar.  JS, 
334. 

Endowed  Schools,     Number    of   SchooLt 

I  coming  within   the  Exceptions  Claiijie 

of    Act,     1873  —  Number  of    Schenes 


under     Elementary     Education     Act, 
i  1873  —  Inspection     of     Schools     etc, 

I  Mar.  J9,  706. 

Heating  Arrangements  for  Volnntiix 
Schools— Cost,  etc..  Mar.  27^  440. 

Higher  Gra<le  Schools  and  the  Block 
(irant  —  New  Code  of  Regulations 
Mar.  .JO,  707. 

'  Horning   School    Board — Bishop   of  Nor- 

wich's  refusal  to  allow  use   of  Volun- 
tary School,  etc..  Mar.  S9,  706. 
Midwives  (Expenses)  Com.,  Mar.  23,  146. 
Oldham  School  Bard,  Loss  of  Grant  under 

the  new  Code,  Mar  ^,  70J. 
Piiysical    and    Military    Instruction    in 

State-aided  Schools,  Mar.  30,  840. 
Portskewett      Severn      Turn  el      School 
Closure  of  —  Establishment   of   Boani 
School,  etc.,  Mar.  30,  801. 
Pupil  Teachers 

Payments    of— Changes    under   new 

Code,  Mar.  ;i9,  707. 
Vaccination  of 

Ca«*e  of  F.  Clifford,  Apr.  5,  1369. 

Tottenham  School  Board,  Mar  S6,  323. 

School  Boards,  Number  of,  in  England  and 
Wales  —  Number  having  juriadictioB 
over  less  than  five  hundred  people, 
etc..  Mar.  30,  801. 

Technical  Instruction  Comraittees  of 
County  Councils,  etc..  Women  serving 
on— Return,  Apr.  S,  1066. 

Gk)rt,  Viscount 

Representative  Peer  for  Ireland — Right  to 
vote  established.  Mar.  jSf,   1 ;   Mar.  X, 

301. 
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Goscheni  Et.  Hon.  G.  J.— First  Lord  of  the  • 
Admiraltij  [St.  (leorge's,  Hanover  , 
SijuarcJ 

AiTountant  Branch— Concessions  gran te  I 
to  Engineers,  extemling  to  Accountant 
Hrancli,  Apr.  6",  14U3. 

Armour  Plate  Contracts— Return,  Mar. 
JT,  43U. 

Conlite     Spontaneous     Combustion— Kx- 

])losion  on  H.M.S.  **  Revenge,"  Apr.  .i, 

D42. 
Foreign    Seamen  on    Rritish   Transports, 

Mar.  JO,  8'29.     .  | 

Greenwich  Naval  College— Naval  History  • 

Lecturer,  Salary,  etr.,  Apr.  C,  1402. 
<Juns — New  12-inch  (lun,  Mark  IX.,  Apr.  , 

J,  1002. 
Naval  Reserve    (Mobilisation)    Bill,   2n.,  , 

Apr.  ^•,  1481,  14S4,  148o,  1486,  1488. 

Ordnance  Department,  Storekeeper  (ien- 
eral — Filling  vacant  post,  Apr.  3,  1002. 

l^ensions — Reserve,  Stokers  and  Seamen  | 
leaving  Navy  after  first  period  of  service,  ; 
etc.— Admiralty  (Jrder,  Apr.  J,  1061. 

Prisons,  Ajiplying  Rules  of  H.M.  Prisons 
to    Naval   'Prisons— Flogging    Regula-  • 
lions,  Apr.  .if,  043. 
South  African  War 

Durban    Naval    Volunteers,    Official  ; 
Relationship    to      Roval     Navy- 
service  <  rendered  in  South  Africa,  ; 
(Jen.     BuUers    acd     Capt.    Jones'  i 
Despatches.  Ajyr.  fj,  1395.  ! 

Marine    Artillery    serving    in  Naval  | 
Brigades,   Employment  of,   as    In-  i 
fantry  Escorts  to  Naval  (xuns,  Apr.  < 
fi,  1398. 
Naval  Brigade  Despatches— Publica- 
tion Regulations,  Mar.  'JO,  310.  ' 
Stewart,  Field  Marshal  Sir  D.,  Death  of- 
Conveyance  of  body  to  England,  Apr.  fJ, 
1401. 
Submarine  Torpedo  Boats,  Adoption  of,  by  I 
Maritime  Countries— Attitude  of  British 
Naval  Authorities,  Apr.  fi,  1402. 
Transport  Service  -Return,  A])r.  J,  lO.lS. 

•'Goth" 

Horse  Transport  to  South  Africa— Supply 
of  Veterinary  Stores 
Q.   Mr.    Falwr;    A.   Mr.    Wyndham, 
Apr.  J,  lOrif). 

€k)ugli,  Colonel 

Src  South  African  War— Methuen. 

Goorley,  Sir  E.   T.  [Sunderland] 

Naval    Pensions  —  Stokers    and    Seamen  ; 
leaving  Navy  after  lirst  period  of  Service, 
etc.,  Admiralty  Order,  Apr.  ;/,  1060. 


Govemment  Contracts— co?i^. 

Cycles  tor   Post    Office — Onlers  to  Irish 
Firms 
Q.  Mr.   W.   Redmond;  A.  Mr.  Han- 
bury,  Mar.  27,  444. 

Naval  Contracts,  Sez  Navy. 

Post  Office  Contracts — Messrs.  De  la  Rue 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton;  A.  Mr.  Hanburv, 
Mar.  23,  185. 

Government  Departments 

Adding  machines — U^e  of,  in  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks  Department, 
etc. 

Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbun-, 
Mar,  23,  184. 

Government  Insurances  and  Annuities 
Account  Presented,  Apr.  6,  1383,  1392. 

Government  Property 

Exemption  from  Rates— Petition  for 
alteration  of  Law,  Mar.  30,  787. 

(Government  Securities 

C-aoada — Raising  to  rank  of  Trust  Invest- 
ments 
Q.   Mr.  iF.   Begg;    A.  Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach,  Apr.  5,  1264. 

Dates  of  Payment  of  Dividends,  etc. — 
Change  of  Gregorian  Cakudar  pro- 
po-'ed 
Q.  Mr.  M'Laren;    A.  Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach,  Mar.  30,  799. 

Government  Dejwirtments  holding 

Return  Ordered  (Mr.  Hanburv),  Apr. 
5,  1253. 

Governments  Stock  and  other  Securities 
Investment  Compauy  Bill 

/.  Rep.*  Mar.  23,  149. 
3R.*  Mar.  27,  417. 

r.  IR.*  Mar.  20,T20. 
2r.*  Apr.  9,  1.508. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  2, 
926. 

Graham,  Mr.  H.  E.  [St.  Pancias,  W.] 

London  and  North-Western  lUilway  Ex- 
tension-Housing of  the  Working 
Classes  Scheme,  Mar.  26,  320. 

Grantham  Gas  Bill 

c.  Con.*  Mar.  S3,  166. 

3IJ.'  Mar.  27,427. 
I.  IR.*  Mar.  29,  601. 

2r.*  Apr.  5,  1233. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  2. 
917. 


Government  Contracts 

Army  Contracts,  See  Army.                          ;  -p  x+i 
Comparative  Outlay  on  Stores  in  the  Three  j  Graspan  Battle 

KingdoniB,  Rietums— Irish  Financial  1  Naval  Brigade    Despatches-  Publication 

Relations                                              i  Reeulations 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond;  A.  Mr.  J.  P.  ,  Q.  M.T.  G.  Bowles;  A.  Mr.  Goschen, 

Williams,  ifar.  i'7, 435.  Mar.  26,  ^m. 
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Gray,  Mr.  E.  [West  Ham]  |  Great  Western  Bailway 

Portskewett      Severn     Tunnel      School,  Heading  Accident 

Closure    of— Establishment    of    Board  Board  of  Trade,  romniunication  with 

School,  etc.,  Mar.  JO,  800.  Q.  Mr.  J.  Ellis  ;  A.   Mr.  Ritchie, 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill,  ;  '^^^"*-  '-''»  ^-^* 

2r.,  Apr.  .5,  1326,  1328,  1320,  1330.  liailway  Servants'  hours  of  Labour 

Rifle  Runges  for  Essex-Utilising  Crown  I  '^'*,.?^l.  ^'i/'^V^o^S.:  J;  ^^' 

Lands  for,  Apr.  -  941.  °  l^»t<^^^e»  ^^^''*'  -''  ^^*  ^^K    - 

School  Boards,  Number  of,  in  England  and  '  Q^eat  Western  Bailway  BiU 
vVales — Number    having     .Jurisdiction  ,  o    «  ir        ?  • 

over  le-Js  tlian  live  hundred  people,  etc.,'  ^'-  -J^-    :"'!''•  -^'*'  ^^* 

Mar.  .30,  HOI.  I  Jiep.*  Apr.  0,  md. 

n      x-Di-i.       xjTTTx     -nil  i  Great  Tarmouth  Port  and  Haven- Bill 

Great  Barkhamstesd  Water  Bill  r>     •  ir      >  >  *^r., 

,  «    *     .  ^,«  I  r.  Rep.*  Mar.  ;3J,  201. 

I.  3R.*  ^/^r.  J,  91  /.  3R.*  J.,,..  ,7^  1237. 

c.  IR.*  yl/>/-.  //,  1078.  /.  IK.*  ^4^,;,.  ^;^  13S2. 

Standing  Orders  ("omplied  with,  Apr.  ,9, 
^^^^-  ;  Green  Park 

Great  Central  BaUway  BiU  I  ^®*^  Accommodation-Free  Seats  on  the 

•^  grass 

I.  Report  from   Committee  of  Selection,  ;  Q,  Mr.  S.Buxton;  .4.  Mr.  A.  Donsbs. 

Apr.  y,  918  ;  Apr.  9,  1501.  |  Apr.  ,\  947. 

i 

Great  Eastern  Bailway  Bill  ,  Greene,  Mr.  H.  D.  [Shrewsbury] 

c.  Con.*  Mar.  .^f?,  628.  I  Corporal   Punishment  Bill,  2r.,  i/dr.  :2<, 

3R.*  .4/>,..  J,  927.  I  5(51,5(52,564. 

/.  IR.*  Apr.  A  918.  i  g^^^j^j^    African  War— A.lministration  xA 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with.  Apr.  6\  ,  Military  Law,  Judge  Advocate-Genenl 

l^^A-  Nominating  t^ualitied   Delegate^  etc., 

I  Mar.  ..%  308. 

Great  Grimsby  Street  Tramways  BiU 

/.  Committed,  Mar.  'J>,  2.  t       i   r.  .,  xt       ,   t 

Report  from   Committee   of   Selection,  Naval  (ollege— Naval  History  Lecturer, 

Apr.  7,  1234;  Apr.  .9,15U2.  Salary,  Numl>er  of  Lectures  gi\'en, 

('t(;. 

Great  Northern  Bailway  Bill  ^^'fl:  J/'  ^^^^^""^ '  -^-  -^'''-  ^"^^^^^ 

3k.*  Apr  A  927. 
/.  IR.*  Apr.  A  918.  i  Gretton,  Mr.  J.  [Derbyshire,  S.] 

Finance  Bill— Beer  Duty,  Mn»\  iS7^  49& 
Great  Northern  Telegraph  Company  Volunteer  lUttal ions  -Increase  of  E*ulh 

Rus-«ia,  ('ablegrams  from— Delays  lishment  to  1.0)0  Men,  Apr.  ft,  1517. 

Q.  Mr.  A.    (;.    (Jibln;  A.  Mr.    Han- 
bury,  Mar.  -  51.  Greville,  Lord 

Great  Southern  and  Western  Bailway  Bill  ^' Coni^'l/^r/  'i;"^Jf  "'''^^*'"  Bin^^uint 

LRip.*Mar..!(f^';H\.  i.,  .'/...  , 

3r.*  Apr.  .7,  1234. 
c.  IR.*  yly/r.  ^,  1391.  Griffith,  Mr.  E.  J.  [Angleseyl 

(.iueen%<  Visit   to  Irelantl— WeNh  Onani 
Great  Southern  and  Western  and  Water-  «f  Honour  at  Holyhead.  Mar.  so,  79X 

ford  and  Central  Ireland  Bailway 
Companies  Amalgamation  BiU  '  Ground  Bents 

J(»int  Committee  of  bcnh  Houses.  Mar.J'.K  Taxation  by  Locul  Authorities— Petiuoo, 

602;    Mar.    :3\    7S() :     Apr.     .7,     1239:  -4pr.  .>',  1051. 

Apr.  0,  1383. 
Standing  Order  dispensed  with,  Mar.  ;.•?,  3.     C^ruson,  Messrs. 

'  Exhibition  of  (^uiok-firing  Gaos,    etc.— 

_^«.-  --—^  ,«r.        I  ^»en.   Jou  berths  Purchases  for  tbe 

Great  Southern  and  Western  and  Water-  ■  Transvaal 

ford,  Limerick  and  WeEt2m  Bail-  j  q.     Mr.     Piatt    Higgins ;    A.   Mr. 

way  Companies  Amalgamation  Bill  '  Wyndham,  Mar.  :i.\  32. 


I 

I  Greenwich 


Joiot  Committe(M)f  l>oth  Houses.  Mar.  ;/.'/,  ' 


602;    Mar.    30,    786;     Apr.    .7,     1239; 
Apr.  6,  1383. 
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Gully,  Bt.  Hon.  W.  C. 

See  Speaker. 
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[Gun— Han 


Gun  Barrel  Proof  Act,  1868,  Amendment !  Hamilton,  Bt.  Hon.  Lord  Ot.—cont. 


Bill 

/.  Rep.*  Mar.  .?.'/,  781.  , 

.3l{.*  ytpr.  :h  1045.  I 

r.  IR.  Apy.  /7,  1251.  j 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  9,  • 
1505. 

Gun  Trade  | 

British  Armaments  Corporation,  Forma-  ^ 
tiun  of,  for  the  Manufacture  of  ! 
Guns,  etc.  —War  Office  Officials'  | 
Connection  with  | 

Q.yXr.   Howftll;    A.  Mr.   W\Tidham,  I 
Apr.  J,  lOGO. 

Guns 

Gruson,    Messrs.,    Kxhibition  of    Quick-  j 
firinjr-Guns,    etc. — Gen.    Joubert's 
Purchases  for  the  Transvaal 
V.     Mr.      riatt  -  Higgina ;     A.    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  22,  32. 

\Sce  also  titles  Army,  Navy,  and  South  j 
African  War.]  j 


Gurdon.  Sir  W.  B.  [Norfolk,  N.] 

Agricultural   Holdings  Bill,  2R.,  Apr. 
1620. 


I 


0. 


Gu3r's  Hospital 

Prescriptions  by  unqualified   Students — 
case  of  Mabel  Klaocli 
V.    Mr.    Channing;    A.   Sir   M.   W. 
Hiflley,  Mar.  30,  800. 

Hackney,  Borough  of 

Draft  Order  in  Council — Petition,  Apr.  9, 
1509. 

Haldane,  Mr.  B.  B.  [Haddington] 

Finance  Bill,  Co?u.,  Mar.  29,  750. 

London  Water  (Purchase)  Bill,  2r.   Mar. 
29,  662. 

Municipal  Trading,  Appointment  of  Com- 
mittee, Mar.  29,  766. 


Currency— Amount  of  Gold  Acquired  by 
Indian  Government,  Method  of  Acquir- 
ing, etc.,  Apr.  2,  945. 

Expenditure  —  Report     of    Commission, 

'Mar.  3U,  792. 
Famine 

American  Relief  Contributions,  Mar. 

27, 439. 
Inquiry  into    Causes,  Remedy,    etc., 
proposed.  Mar.    ^29,   697;    Apr.   S, 
1117. 
Number  of  Persons  Aflfected,  Relief 
Funds,  Works,  etc. — Return,  Mar. 
23,  176. 
Relief    Works  —  Irrigation    Works, 
Mar.  29,  698. 

South  African  War 

Indian  Forces,  etc.  —  Expenditure, 
Relief  of  India  of  some  of  its  home 
Military  charges,  suggested,  Mar. 
30,  791. 

Indian  Camp  Followers 

Provision  for  Wives  and  Families, 
Mar.  22,  33. 

Retaining  Field  Service  Clothing 
after  Discharge,  Apr.  6,  1398. 

Sugar  Bounties— Countervailing  Duties 
Act— Amount  of  Revenue  yielded,  etc.. 
Mar.  26,  318. 


Hamilton  Burgh  Bill 

c.  Con.*  Mar.  22,  10. 

3r.»  Mar.  26,  306. 

I.  IR.*  Mar.  27,  417. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  2, 
917. 

Hamilton  Place  Gardens 

Key  Subscriptions 

References  to  in  Debate  in  Com.  of 
Supply,  Mar.  30,  911. 


Hali&x  Corporation  Bill 

Standing  Order  to    be   Dispensed 
Apr.  3,  1050. 


with, 


Halsbury,  Earl  of— Lord  Chancellor 

Copyright  Bill,  2r.,  Mar,  29,  609. 

Prevention  of  Corruption  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  2, 
919. 

Public  Libraries  Bill,  Com.,  Mar.  23,  155. 

Hamilton,  Bt.  Hon.  hord  Q.—Secretary  of 
State  for  India  [Middlesex,  Ealing] 

Agricultural  Banks,  Establishment  of— 
Mr.  Nicholson's  Inquiry  and  Recom- 
mendations, Mar.  29,  697. 

Churches,  Use  of,  for  Military  Services  by  ^ 
other  Denominations  than  the  Churcti  ! 
of  England,  Apr.  9,  1518.  | 
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Hamilton,     Motherwell, 
Tramways  Bill 
c.  Rep.*  Mar.  30,  785. 


and    Wishaw 


Hammersmith,  Borough  of 

Order  in  Council 

Motion  for  Addre5^s  (General  Golds- 
worthy),  Apr  5,  1376. 

Petition,  Apr.  3,  1051. 

Hammersmith  Vestry 

Workmen's  Trains— Complaint 

Q.  Mr.  Lough  ,  A.  Mr.  Ritchie,  Am\ 
6,  1266. 

Hammond  (G.  H)  Company  Bill 

/.  2r.*  Mar.  23,  149. 
Committed,  Mar.  30,  781. 

Hanbury,  Bt.  Hon.  B.  W,— Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Trea.mry  [Preston] 

Annuities,  Revising  Scale  of  Pavmentx 
—Persons  over  the  Age  of  80,  Mar.  2:i^ 
49. 


Han— Ear] 
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Hanbnry,  Bt  Hon.  B.  W.—eonf, 

Auciioneers'  Licences— Control,  Mar,  S7, 
443. 

Cable  Communication 

Liverpool  and  the  United  States  and 
Liverpool  and  the  Continent,  Time 
occupied  in  Transmission  of  Cable- 
grams, Apr,  J,  1270. 

Russia,  Cablegrams  from  —  Delays, 
Mar.  23,  51. 

Cycle  Contracts— Orders  to  Irish  Firms,  , 
Mar,  27,  444. 

Delagoa  Bay  Railway  Arbitration — Ex- 
penses incurred  by  British  Government,  ' 
Apr,  3,  1062. 

Income   Tax    Surveyors'    Districts — For- 
mation of  new  Districts,  Mar,  22,  48. 

Irish  Questions  i 

Akahista,  Establishment  of  Telegraph  ; 

Station,  Mar,  i*6\  325.  \ 

Belfast  Post  Office  —  Sunday  Do- 
liveries,  etc.,  Mar,  22,  191. 

Carrickroe  District,  Postal  Delivery 
Delays,  Mar,  29,  712. 

Clones  Post  Office — Area,  Number  of 
Employees,  etc.,  Mar,  22,  53. 

Cork  : 

Inland  Revenue  Offices — Transfer  • 

from  Customs  House,  Mar,  27,  , 

448  ;  Apr.  3,  1070.  I 

Post  Office  Relief  Duties,  Mar,  \ 
26,  324. 

TeleCTaphists,  Qualified  Female 
Telegraphists  awaiting  Ap- 
pointments, Mar.  20,  320. 

Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Rail-  | 
way,  Sunday  Trains— Travellers  i 
reacliing  London  on  Monday  | 
mornings,  Mar.  23,  188.  ; 

Ennis  Sub-Post  Office,  Establishment 
of,  Apr.  5,  1272. 

Letter  Delivery — House  to  House  De- 
livery in  Rural  Districts,  Mar,  23,  \ 

190. 

I 

Limerick,  New  Post  Office— Build- 
ing Site,  etc.,  Mar.  20,1X1. 

Lough  Corrib  Drainage  Work— Mill  ' 
Owners'  Complaints,  etc.,  Mar.  29,  ' 
712. 

Manturin,  Mr.,  Belfjtst  Telegraphist, 
Case  of,  Apr.  G,  1410. 

Monat^han  Post  Office 

Erection  of  New  Post  Office,  Ten-  , 
dcTA,Apr.  6,  1409. 

Number  of  Officials,  eti'..  Mar.  22,  • 

5a 

Public  Records  —Reprinting  Reports  | 
of  the  Deputy  Keeper,  Mar.  23,  189.  ' 

Shannon  and  Limerick  Canal  Tolls —  \ 
Reduction  propo-ed.  Mar.  23,  190. 

Sub-  Postmasters'  Sunday  Duties —  ' 
Extra  Pay  for  Increase  of  Work.  | 
Mar,  22,  54.  ! 

Members   of    Parliament— Free    Postage 
proposed,  Apr,  0, 1408. 
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Hanbury,  Bt.  Hon.  B.  W.—cani. 

Postmen's  Federation — Refupal  of  Lea 

of    Absence  to  Executive  Officeis,  J/i 

29,  703. 
Post-office  Stamp  Contracts,  Messn^. 

la  Rue's,  etc.,  mar,  SS,  186. 

Post  Office  Employees' 

Ex -Soldiers   Joining    Reserve   B 

talions.  Pay  and  Allowance,  el 

Mar,  23,  184. 
Manchester  Postmen — Good  Condi 

Stripes,  Mar,  22,  61. 
Official  Recognition  of  OrgaDisatio 

Ajyr,  r>,  1408. 
Reser^'ists  re-joining  Regiments — P 

Extending  Concessions  toaniBair 

Reservists,  Apr.  6,  1400. 
St.  John's  Ambulance  Brigade,  (Ira 

ing  same  jirivileges   as   Civil  S 

vants.  Mar.  :?9,  694. 
Sorting  Clerks— Minimum   period 

Attendance,  Meur.  S9,  703. 
Sorting  Clerks  and  PoAtmen,  Hoi 

of  Service,  Sundays,  etc..  Mar. 

704. 
Sunday  Duties,  New   Regulation 

Senior  Officers'  Complaints,  Mar. 

183. 

Savings     Bank      DcpMirtment,      Add: 
Machines,  Mar,  23,  185. 

Savings      Banks  —  Telegraphic     Wi 
drawals.  Number,  Cost    to  DeposiU 

etc..  Mar,  23,  184, 

Sub-Po:*tmai^ter«'  Superannuation — Cod 
tions  of  Granting,  Mar,  S7,  444  ;  M 

29,  704. 

Telegraphic  Service  Employees 

Brighton  Telegraphists— Promotio 
Apr.  J,  1271. 

Classification,      Abolition      of  —  3 
Fawcett's  Scheme,  Mar.  S6,  324. 
Liverpool 

Appointment    of     Inspectors 
Telegraph  Messengers,  Apr. 
1407. 
Revision     of     Dutiefs    propos 
Mar.  27,  443. 
London  Telegraphists — Free  Medi 
Attendance,  Mar,  S6,  325. 
Telephone      Service  —  Cablegrams    fr 
America,  Post  Office  telephoning.  M 
22,  50. 

Volunteers  —  Counting 
Camp  Training  as 
leave,  Apr,  0,  1401. 

Writers  in    the  Civil  Service,  Pensioii 
C'ounting    temporary    Service,    Apr, 

Harbours 

See  Piers  and  Harbours. 

Harcourt,  Bt.  Hon.  Sir  W.  V.  [Monmoi 

shire,  W.] 

Beer 

Consumption    of,    bj     the    Engl 

speakmg  Races,  Alfar.  S7^  48& 
Substitutes,  etc..  Mar,  .f7,  425. 


whole    period 
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Harcourt,  Bt.  Hon.  Sir  W.  Y-—rouf. 

Finance  liill 

Chancellor      of      the      Exchequer's 

Amentlecl  Stiitenient,  Apr,  5,  1004  ; 

Apr.  6',  1454. 
Customs  House  Clearance  of  Dutiable 

Goods— New  Clause,  Mar.  29,  723. 
Exemption  of  Ireland  from  Tea  Duty* 

etc.,  Mar.  20,  351. 

Motions  for  Adjournment  of  the  House  to 
discuss  Matters  of  urgent  Public 
Importance  —  Blocking  Notices,  Apr. 
6,  1419. 

Harrington,  Mr.  T.  [Dublin,  Harbour] 

Dublin  Police  visiting  Public  Houses — 
Mar.  22,  54. 

Harris,  Lord 

Public  Libraries  Bill,  Cmn.^ 
.     151,  152,  155. 


Mar,  2S,  150, 


Hartlepool  Qza  and  Water  Bill 
c.  C(m.*  Mar.  27,  427. 

3r.*  Mar.  SO,  784. 
/.  IR.*  Mar.  30,  782. 

2r.*  Apr.  6,  1382. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Ajtr. 
1045. 


5, 


Harwood,  Mr.  G.  [Bolton] 

South  African  War — Retired    Soldiers, 
encouraging  to  settle  in  South  Africa 


after  the  War,  Mar,  23,  170. 

Vote  Office — Smoke  Nuisance,  Mar. 
182. 


23, 


Haslett,  Sir  J.  [Belfast,  N.] 

Private  Bill  Legislation  (Ireland),  Apr.  3, 
1161. 

Hastings 

Lifts,  ac(juiring  and  working — Municipal 
Trading 
0.  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Apr.  6,  1350. 

Hastings  Harbonr  Bill 

c.Rep.*  AjPT.  4,  1231. 
Con.*  AjM-.  9,  1608. 

Hastings  Tramways  Bill 

r.  Hep.*  Mar.  30,  786. 
C&n.*  Apr.  6,  1386. 

Haulage  Machinery 

Employment  of,  in  South  Africa 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  J.  P.  WUliams, 
Apr.  6',  1397. 

Hawksley  Correspondence 

Receipts  and    Abetraction   of   Letters — 
Prosecution 
Q.  Mr.  Carson ;  A.   Sir  R.  Webster, 
Apr.  2,  941. 

Hayden,  Mr.  J.  P.  [Roscommon,  S.] 

Finance  Bill — Beer  Duty,  Mar.  f7,  458, 
461. 
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Hayden,  Mr.  J.  T.—ront. 

Press  Representative  in  the  Lobby  of  the 
House  of  Commons  holding  official 
position  in  the  Re<*()rd  C  office.  Mar.  2U, 
717. 

Hayne,  Bt.  Hon.  C.  S.  [Devon,  Ashburton] 
Prison  Dietary  Reguhitious,  Mar.  29,  709. 
Tenants  in  Towns  Improvement  (Ireland) 
BUI,  2r.,  Apr.  4,  1218,  1219. 

Hazell,  Mr.  W.  [Leicester] 

Martial  Law  at  the  i'A\)e  -AUei^ed  Mis- 
carriage of  Justi*;e,  (-'awe  of  F.  A. 
Botha,  Mar.  30,  im. 

Healy,  Mr.  M.  [Cork] 

Agricultural  Grant  -Landlords  and  the 
Interpretation  of  the  I^ocal  (iovernmeni 
Act,  depriving  Occu])iers  of  benefit  of 
Grant,  etc..  Mar. ;.'.'/,  716. 

Army  Pensions — Case  of  Timothy  Couni- 
han,  Mar.  30,  796. 

Cork  Custom  House  —Transferring  Inland 
Revenue    Offices    to   more   convenient  . 
Centre,  etc.,  Mar.  J7,A4H ;  Apr.  S,  1070. 

Finance  Bill 

Death  Duties,  Mnr.  27,  619,  620,  528, 
632. 

Income  Tax,  Exemption  of  Ireland, 
Mar.  27,  632. 

Tea  Duty,  Exemption  of  Ireland  JIfar. 
26,  363. 

Foreshore   Rights  —  Sale   of,    to    Lord 
'Midleton 
Communication  with  Cork  Harbour 
Board,  etc.,  Mar.  30,  809,  810,  SU. 

Land  Commission  Sittings,  Cork,  Number 
of  Fair  Rent  Applictitions  a^'alting  bear- 
ing,  etc..  Mar.  2lf,  715. 

Land  Holdings  purchased  under  Land  Aeta 
— Sub-letting  in  Co.  Cork,  etc,lfar.  SO, 
816 ;  Apr.  3,  1074. 

Queen's  Co.  County: Council  Secretaiy — 
Notice  served  on  under  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  Insufficiency  of  NoUoe^ 
alleged.  Mar.  29,  715. 

Schools,  Heating  ArrangemeutB,  Coat^ 
etc..  Mar.  26,  326  :  Mar.  27,  440. 

Sea  Fisheries  Bill,  IK.,  Mar.  26,  337. 

South  Cork  Militia  —  Non-payment  of 
Bounty,  Mar.  22,  38 ;  Mar.  23,  175. 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.  [Louth,  N.] 

Financial  Relation?,  England  and  Ireland 
London  Water  Purchase  Bill  discus- 
sion, Mar.  22,  11. 
Over- taxation    of   Ireland,   alleged. 
Mar.22,\2f5.  ^     \ 

Gas— Water  Gas  in  Dublin,  Professor 
Rejrnolds  on,  etc.,  Mar.  2 J,  191. 

Land  Commission  Ap])eals— Taking  Case» 
out  of  turn.  Mar.  2'^,  62. 

Methuen's,  Lord,  Despatches  —  Colonel 
Downham,  etc..  Mar.  23,  173. 

Midwives  (Exvyeix^Q">  eovR,,Mar.  ^liA^S^x 
147. 

3X^  V^^- 
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Healy,  Mr.  T.  'l/L—conf. 

^llailwavs  (PreveQtiuii  of  Accidents)  Bill, 
2r.,  M.(r.  J2,  145. 

Koman  Catholic  Uuiveivtity,  Ireland,  Mar. 
J'J,  291. 

Hea!;ing  Arraag32n3it3  in  Sahoals 
Irish  Schools 

<?.  Mr.  M.  Healy;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  JH,  32a. 

Voluntiirv  Schools  in  England 

Q.   Mr.    M.   Healv;  A.  Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Mar.  3;,  326. 


Herefordshire 

Kitle    Range 

Train  ii 

(J.  Sir  J. 

Apr.  a 

Higham  Ferren 

/.  3k.  •  Mar.  : 
c.  IR.*  Mar. 
2r.*  Apr,  ^ 

Standing  Ord 
783. 

Higher  Grade  & 

See  Educatio: 
Heaton,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Canterhury] 

Adding    Machines,    Post    Office    Savings  ,  Highlands  and 

Banks  Department,  Mar.  J:J,  184.  ^^c  Crofters  ; 

Post    Office    Stamp    <>ontracts  — Messrs.  i  tt:-!,--,,--^  ^-j  i 

De  La  Kues.  etc.,  Mar.  :.'.i,  185.  '  ^"^     mStKU 

Soldiers*  Telecframs  at  the  Front,  Reduc-  ,  ,,      »  ,, 

tion    of    chir^'es,    E  intern     Telegraph  ^-  *-^'"-    '""' 

Hoare,  Mr.  £. 
British  Gaiai 
Conditions 

Nova  Scotia, 
Jamaica,  A 

Railway  (Pn 
2r.,  kpr,  6 


Company's  Concessions,  etc..  Mar.  30,  i 
792. 


792. 


Hedderwick,  Mr.  T.  C.  H.  [Wick  Burghs] 
Army    Rifles,    Inferiority  of    method   of  j 
loading  of  British  Rifle,  etc..  Mar.  ^.?, 
39  ;  Apr.  .7,  1059. 

Colonies,  Repre<«entation  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  Apr.  J,  1131. 

Sierra    Leone    District    Conimis.sioner8 —  |  Hoare,  Sir  S.  [I 


Criminal  Jurisdiction  and  Ap|>eals,  etc., 
Apr.  0,  1519. 

Treaties  with  Foreijjn  Powers  —  Numl)ei 
concluded  since  Jan.  1,  1899,  Mar.  JJ, 
41. 

Hemel  Hempstead   Corporation  (Water) 
BiU 
/.  Jiep.  from  Select  Com.,  Apr.  <!,  1381. 


Hemphill,  Rb.  Hon.  C.  H.  [Tyrone,  N.l 

Artlstraw  Assistant  School  Teacher — Re- 
fusal tu  pa,'  arrears  of  Salary,  Apr.  J 
1073. 
Corj)oral    Punisliment    l>ill,  2r..   Mnr.  JS, 

Kinanoc  Bill— Exemption  of  Ireland  from 

Tea  Duty,  etc.,  Mar.  ^;,  3H2. 
Kinanrial  Relations,  Englan  I  and  Ireland 
Over -Tjixalion    of     Ireland,    alleged, 

Mar.  ..'?,  86. 

Private  Bill  Legislation,  Ireland,  Apr.  .?, 

115H. 
Tenants  in  Towns  Im]ir()vement  (Ireland)  '  Holbom 


Foot  and  M 
Norfolk,  el 

Hogan,  Domini 

Indian-  Mutii 

(J.     Mr. 

Willia 

Hogan,  Mr.  J. 

Australian  1 
lian  Cio1( 
Apr.  ^^  94 

Fremantle  a 
Mail  Steal 

Pacific  Cahl 
niittee.  Mi 

Religious  Sc 
dists  at  B 
towards  I 
lection,  et 

Theatres— H 
rities  resp< 
lations,  M 


Bill,  2h..  Apr.  4,  1227. 

Henderson,  Lawrence,  Case  of 

(J.  Sir  i\  Cameron  ;  J.  Mr.  A.  (I.  Murray, 
Mar.  .I'f,  S04;  Apr.  .'>,  1524. 

Bennessy,  Patrick 

('rimeiin  and  ln«lian  Mutiny  Vetemn 

Q.  Mr.  Flavin  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  P.  Williams, 
Mar.  J(K  797). 
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Borough  of- 
blishment 

New  Membt 

Holyhead 

Queen's  Vij 

of  Ho 

Qs.     i\ 

Griffii 
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Holyrood  Palace 

Exj)en(litnre  on,  etc. 

<h,  Mr.   A.  Douglas  Mr.  Weir,  Mar. 
30,  907. 

Home  Office 

Sfcretary  of  State— fi^ir  M.  W.  Rulley. 
Under  Secretan/  —  Kt.  Hon.  J.  Col  lings. 

Hong  Kong 

Kau-lan<^  E.xtension 

Os.    Mr.   J.   Walton,   Mar.   :10,  861  ; 
Mr.  Brodrick,  882. 

Hops 

Manufacture  of  Ik^er 

Debate  on  the  Finance  Bill,  Mar.  :.*7, 
475. 

Homing  School  Board 

Bishop  of  Norwich  refusing  use  of  Volun- 
tary School,  etc. 
Q.  i\ir.    Price;    ^.  Sir  J.  (iorst,  Mar. 
2U,  700. 


Conveyance    of,    by    Rail,  in    uncovered 
Cattle  Trucks 
Q.  Mr.  Butcher;    A.  Mr.  W^-ndham, 
Ajrr.  ^,  939. 

Irish  Horses,  Purcha-eof,  for  the  Army — 
Number    of    Horses  Purchased    in 
Foreign  Countries,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  .4.  Mr.  J.  P.  Williams, 
Mar.  :^'J,  t)86. 

South  African  War — Loss  of  Horses 
owning  to  insufficient  number  of 
Veterinary  Surgeons— Employment 
of  retired  Surgeons,  etc. 
Q,  Captain  Jessel ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Apr.  6*,  1397. 

Hosiery  Trade 

Factory  Act  of  1895,  Particulars  Section — 
Modification  in  application  to  Tex- 
tile Factories 
Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke  ;  A.  SirM.  W.  Ridley, 
Mar.  23,  181. 

Hospitals 

Prescriptions  by  upqualified  Students,  Case 


of  Mabel  Blanch 

Q,    Mr.    Channing;    A. 

Ridley,  Mar.  30,  800. 


Sir   M.    W. 


House  of  Lords 

fldncation,    etc..  Schemes— Layinj;  upon 
the  Table    in    priulcd    form.  New 
Standing  Order 
Motion  (Alarquess  of  Salisbur3'),  Mar. 
20,  621. 

Offices — Select  Committee  Rejwrt,  Mar. 
:.'3,  149 ;  Mar.  J7,  426. 


Houses  of  Parliament 

Buildings,  Vote  for,  Mar.  30,  915. 

Central  Lobby  Decoration — Designs,  etc. 
Qs.  Lord  Balcarres,  Dr.  Fanpiharson  ; 
An.  Mr.  A.  Dou-las,  Apr.  if,  1522. 

'  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes 

Improvement  and  Reconstruction  Schemes 
j  of  Local  Authorities,  etc. 

'  Return  Onlered  (Mr.  Hazell),  Apr.  9, 

1513. 

London  an<l  North- Western  Railway  Ex- 
tension— Scheme 
Q.  Mr.  Graham  ;  ^.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridlev, 
I  Mar.  26,  320. 

'  Workmen's  Houses  Tenure  Bill,  See  that 
title. 

Howorth,  Sir  H.  H.  [Salford,  S.] 

Closure  Motions   in   Committee — Altera* 
tion  of  Standing  Ortler,  Mar.  30,  818. 

Howell,  Mr.  W.  T.  [Denbigh  Boroughs] 

Army     Contractors  —  Fraudulent     Con- 
tractors 
Samuels,  Messrs.,  Supplying  Stores^  to 
Volunteer  Regiments— Boots,  Mar. 
30,  793 ;  Apr.  2,  938. 

I  Underwood,  E.,  Justice  of  the  Peace 

!  for  Middlesex,  Apr.  3,  1056. 

I  British  Armaments  Corporation,  For- 
mation of,  for  the  Manufacture  of  Guns, 
etc.— War  Office  Officials'  Connection 
wiih,  Apr.  3,  1060. 

Hoylake  and  West  Kirby  Improvement 

Bill 
c.  Rep.*  Mar.  20,  333. 

Con.*  Apr.  3,  1049. 

3R.*  Apr.   6*,  1386. 
I.   IR.*  Apr.  0,   1502. 


House  of  Commons 

Business  of  the  House,  Committees,  etc.  | 
See  those  titles.  ' 

Education,  etc.,  Schemes,  Laying  on  the  | 

Table  in  printed  form  * 

Q.Ut    C.  Williams;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  | Humphreys-Owen,     Mr.     A. 
Balfour,  Apr.  2,  964.  gomery] 

Press  Representative  in  the  Lobby  hold- 
ing official  Position  in  the  Record 
Office 
Q.  Mr.  Hayden  ;  A.   Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four, Mar.  29,  717. 

Vote  Office — Smoke  Nuisance 

Q.  Mr.  Harwood  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Douglas,  i 
Mar.  23,  182.  I 
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Hulme  Barracks,  Manchester 
Condemned  for  Sanitary  Reasons 

Q.    Mr.   Drage ;    A.   Mr.   Wyndham, 
Mar.  29,  696. 


C.     [Mont- 


South  African  War 

Clothing  for  the  Troops— Sufficient 
Snpphes  of  Warm  Clothing,  Mar. 
26,  312. 

Military  Law,  Administration  of  Ap- 
pointment of  Lord  B.  Blackwoo<l  an 
Deputy  Judge- Advocate,  Apr.  2^ 
939. 


Hyd— Ind] 


INDEX. 
Mar.  22—Jp7il  9. 
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Hyderabad  |  India— co/i^ 

.Artillery    Ofticers,  £iu[)loyinent  of,  else-  i 
where  ' 

Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke;  A,  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Mar.  -liO,  794. 

Immatnre  Fish 

Sec  Sea  Fisherie?  Bill.  I 

Immigration  i 

Sec  Emigration  and  Immigration.  I 

Imperial  Federation 

Representation  of  the  Colonies  in  the  Im- 
perial Parliament 
Resolution  (Mr.  Hedderwick)  Apr.  J, 
1131. 

Imperial  Bevenne 

See   Revenue    and   Expenditure    of   the 
United  Kingdom. 

Imperial  ZoUverein 

0.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  Apr.  .f,  1151.  | 

I 

mittisonment  for  Contempt  of  Court        ! 

See  Contempt  of  Court.  I 

I 

Imschenetzky*s  Uralite  Patent  Bill 
f.  Rep.*  Mar.  .?^>,  781. 
3R,*  Apr.  ./,  1045. 
r.  In.*  Ajn-.  J,  1251.  | 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  0^  \ 
1505.  I 

acome  Tax  i 

Budget  PfoiMJsals — Exemption  of  Ireland  j 
(Mr.      Healy's      Amendment     to     the  ; 
Finance  Hill),  Mar.  a,  532. 
Graduation  of  the  Tax  i 

0.  Mr.  H.  Lewis,  Apr.  d,  1470.  | 

Receipts  from  I 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  State- 
ment, Apr.  fj,  1452. 
Surveyors'  Districts— Formation  of  New  \ 
Districts  ' 

Q.  Mr.  H.  Johnstone  ;    A.  Mr.  Han-  i 
bury,  3far.  ?J,  48.  | 

India 

Secretary  of  St  ate —Mi.    Hon.    Lord  G.  i 
Hamilton.  I 

Agricultural  Banks,  Establishment  of—      i 
Mr.  Nicholson's  Inquiry  and  Recom-  I 
mendations 
Q.  Sir  W.  Wedderburn  ;  A.  Lord 
G.  Hamilton,  Mar,  i*U,  697.  i 

Army  I 

Camp  Followers  1 

Retention  of  Field  Service  Cloth-  ' 
ing  after  discharge 
Q  Captain  Norton;  A.  Lord  | 
G.  Hamilton,  Apr.  6',  1398. 
South    African     War — Provision  I 
for  Wives  and  Families        ! 
Q.   Sir  E.  Sassoon;  A.  Lord 
G.  Hamilton,  Mar.  22,  33.    | 
Hyderabad    Artillery     Officers— Em-  ! 
ployment  of  elsewhere  * 

Q.  Sir  C.   Diike  ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd-  | 
ham,  Mnr.  3(>,  VM.  ' 


46 


Army — cont. 

South  Afncan  IfVar 

Ambulance  Corps— Number  Em- 
ployed, Casualty  Retnnv, 
etc. 
Q.  Sir  M.  Bhownagsree ;  .4. 
Mr.  Wyndham,  J/ar.  ?J, 
171. 
Casualties 

Q.  Mr.     Maclean;    A.    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  36,  312. 
Contributions  to  the  War— Ex- 
penditure—Relief  of  Indii 
of   some  of  its  home  Mili- 
tary charges,  suggested 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Roberts  ;  A.  Lord 
G.  Hamilton,  Miir.  JT/,  791. 
Total  of  Forces  from  India 

Q.      Mr.    Maclean;    A.  Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  2G,  312. 

Churches— Government  Churches,  use  of 
for  Military  Services   by  other 
Denominations  than  the  Church 
of  England 
Q.    Mr.  C.    WUliams;  A.  Loid 
G.  Hamilton,  Apr.  9,  1518. 
Pai>ei-s  relating  to  Presented,  Apr.  .'>, 
1503,  1511. 

Condition  of  India 

Maclean,  Mr. ,  or,  Apr.  S,  1080. 

Currency— Amount  of  Gold  acquired  bj 
Indian  Government,  Method  uf  Ac- 
quiring, Coinage  of  Rupees,  etc 
Q.Mt.  S.  Smith  ;  A.  Lord  G.  Hamfl. 
ton,  Aji)r.  S,  944. 

Expenditure 

Report  of  Commission 

Qs.    Sir    H.     Fowler,     Mr.     H. 
Roberts  ;  As.   Lord  G.    Hamil- 
ton, Mar.  30,  7tfl. 
Report  Presented,  Apr.  9,  1503, 1510. 
Famine 

American  Relief  Contributions 

Q.  Mr.    W.    Redmond  ;  ^.    Lord 
G.  Hamilton,  Mar.  37,  439. 
Causes,   Preventive  measures,  etc.— 
Inquiry 
Q.  Sir  W.  Wedderburn  ;  A.  Loni 

G.  Hamilton,  Mar.  39,  607. 
Motion    (Sir    W.   Wedderburn^, 
Apr.  J,  1080— Amendment  (Sir 
L.  Mclver)  1105. 
Food  Storage 

0.  Sir  W.  Wedderburn,  Apr.  t, 
1082. 
Imperial  Grant  proposed 

Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Mar.  ?J,  176 ;  Os.  Si: 
W.  Wedderburn,  Sir  H.  Fow- 
ler, Apr.  .t,  1080.  1118;  Loni  G. 
Hamilton,  ^/ir.  ,T,  1124;  Sir  J. 
Walton,  1127. 
Number  of  Perions  Affected,  Relief 
Funds,  Works,  etc.— Return 
^.  Mr.  W.  Redmond;  A.  Loni 
G.  Hamilton,  Mar.  3S,  176. 

Relief  Works— Irrigation  Works 
Q.  Mr.  Price ;  A.  Lord  G.  Hamil- 
ton, Mar.  39,  698. 

[cofif. 
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Jndia — cant. 

Famine— co>f/. 

Terrible  Nature  of  the  Famine 

Debate  (Commons),  Apr.  J,  1080. 
CTOvernnient  of — Continuity  of    Policy- 
Second  Term    of    Oifice    for    Lord 
Curzon  suggested 
O,  Mr.  8,  Smith,  Apr.  J,  1087. 
Impoverishment  of  the  People,  Cause  of 

O.  Mr.  Maclean,  Ajyr.  ,y,  1108. 
Irrigation  Works  and  the  Famine 

De}>ate  (Commons),  Apr,  J,  1080. 
Irrigation  and  Railway  Works— Address 

for  Retura  (Mr.  Price),  Apr,  3,  1176. 
Land  Tenure  and  the  Famine 

Debate  (Common.^),  Apr,  3,  1080. 
I^ans  Raised  in  England— Return   Pre- 
sented, Apr, ;»,  919,  930. 
Loyalty  of  the  Native  Princes  and  the 
South  African  War 
Os   Sir  L.  Mclver,  Apr,  J,  1100;  Mr. 
Maclean,  Apr,  J,  1107. 
Population  and  the  Famine 

O,  Sir  L.  Mclver,  Apr,  J,  1097. 
Kail  way  Construction— Pressure  on   the 
Indian  Government,  etc. 
0,  Mr.  Maclean,  Apr.  3, 1112. 
Railways  and  Irrigation  Works— Address 

for  Return  (Mr.  Price),  Apr.  3,  1176. 
Bepresentation  in   the   Imperial    Parlia- 
ment 
0.  Mr.  Hedderwick,  Apr.  8,  1135. 
Resources  of  India  Mortgaged  to  England 

0,  Mr.  Maclean,  Apr,  3,  1109. 
Sugar    Bounties— Countervailing    Duties 
Act,  Amount  of  Revenue  yielde<i, 
etc.  I 

Q.  Mr.  Maclean  ;  A,  I^rd  G.  Hamil-  I 
ton.  Mar.  26,  318. 
Taxation  of  the  People  and  the  Famine 
0.  Mr.  Maclean,  Apr.  J,  1108.  • 

^dian  Peninsula  Bailway  Bill 

R^olution  reported  from   Committee  on  j 
Standing  Orders,  Mar.  27,  431. 

Indo-European  Telegraph  Company  { 

Terminal  Tax  between   Post    Office  and  \ 
Cable  Companies  j 

C.SirE.  SasHoon  ;  A,  Mr.  Anstruther, 
Mar,  30,  191. 

Industrial  Associations 

Directory,  etc.,  Presented,  Apr,   3,  1046,  i 
1053.  I 

Industrial  Schools  Bill  I 

r.  IR.*  Mar,  i7,  456.  | 

Inebriate  Reformatories 
Ireland— Ennis  Prison 

Q.  Mr.  Field;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Apr.  . 
J,  1076. 

Inebriates  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill 

r..  iR*  Mar.  ?7,  431. 
Petition,  Mar.  .^^,  783. 

Inns  of  Court  Bifle  Volunteers 

Permission  to  drill  at  Winchester  ref ased   i 

Q.  Mr.   L.  Knowles  ;  -4.  Mr.  Wynd-  I 

bam,  Apr.  9,  1516.  I 
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Inquests 

See  Coroners'  Inquests. 

Insurance 

'         Government  Annuities  and  Insurances- 
Account  Presented,  Apr.  6,  1383,  1392. 

Ipswich  Corporation  Tramways  Bill 

/.  Hep.*  Apr.  6,  1381. 

Ireland 

Lord  Lieutenant — Earl  Cadogan. 

Lord  Chancellor — Lord  Ashbourne. 

Chief  Secretary— Mi.  Hon.  G.  W.  Ral- 
four. 

Attoi-ney  General— lit.  Hon.  J.  Atkin- 
son. 

Solicitor  General— Mr.  D.  P.  Barton. 

Vice-President  of  the  Agricultural  De^ 
parfment~Kt,  Hon.  H.  C.  Plunkett. 

Agrarian     Offences     (Provinces)    Return 
Presented,  Apr.  0,  1503,  1510. 

Agricultural    Grant— Landlords  and   the 
Interpretation  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  depriving   Occupiers  of 
benefit  of  Cirant,  etc. 
Q,  Mr.  M.  Healy ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar,  29,  716. 
Agricultural  Produce— Land  Commission 
Department,    Return    of    Prices    Pre- 
sented, Mar,  27,  418. 

Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction  Act 
Amendment  proposed 
Q.  xMr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  ^.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr,  9,  1529. 
Regulations  for  Appointment  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Council,  Pi*esented,  Apr. 
^,1503,1511. 
Akahista— Establishment    of     Telegraph 
Station,  Guarsmtee  for  payment  of 
of  Ex{)enses 
Q,  Mr.  Gilhooly;   A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  26,  325. 
Alderman,    Poor    Law    Medical    Officer 
acting  as 
Q.  Mr.  Macaleese  ;  A,  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Apr,  6,  1411. 

Annaly    Estate— Delay    in    fixing    Fair 
Rents 
Qs,  Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell ;  As,  Mr.  Atkin- 
son ;   Mar,  22,  56  ;   Mar,  23,  197  ; 
Mar,  26,  330. 
Ardstraw    Assistant    School    Teacher- 
Refusal  to  pay  Arrears  of  Salary 
Q,  Sergeant  Hemphill ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr,  3,  1073. 
Army 

Canteens     and     Local     Contracts — 
Alcohol    Contracts    given    to 
English  Firm 
Q,  Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  A,  Mr.  J. 
P.  Williams,  Mar.  23,  176. 
Cordite  Contracts 

Q,  Mr.  W.  Redmond;  A,  Mr.  A. 
J.   Balfour,  Mar.  23,    188  ;    Q. 
Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  A,  Mr.   J. 
P.  Williams,  Mar.  29,  692. 
Cycle  Contracts 

Q,  Mr.  Redmond ;  A.  Mr.  J.  P. 
Williams,  Mar.  23,  175;  Q, 
Mr.     P.     O'Brien  ;     A.     Mr. 
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Ireland- co«^ 

Army— cont. 
Pensions 

Counihan,  Timothy,  case  of 

Q.  Mr.  M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
P.  Williams,  Mar,  30,  795. 
HennesHV,  Patrick,  case  of 

Q.    Mr.   Flavin;    A,  Mr.  J. 
P.  Williams,  Mar.  30,  795. 
Hogan,  Dominick  —  Indian 

Mutiny  Veteran,  case  of 
Q.  Mr.  Flavin  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  P. 
Williams,  Mar.  29,  692. 
Shirt  Contracts- Londonderry  Firms 
Q.  Mr.  A.  Moore ;  A.  Mr.  J.  P. 
Williams,  Mar.  L^.  436;  Q^  Mr. 
D.    Sullivan;    A.    Mr.   J.    P. 
Williams,  Ajn-.  2,  937. 
Athy  Union    Charges    under  Labourers'  I 
Acts— District  Ch  «rges 
Q.  Mr.  Engledew;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  22,  51. 

Ball\heii;ue,  Pier  or  Boatslip  for 

Q.    Mr.    Flavin;    A.    Mr.    Plunkett, 
Mar.  JO,  817. 

Ballimahon  Union  Teachers*  Fees  —  Re- 
coupment 
Q.  Mr.  D.  Sullivan ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar.  23,  193. 

Ballinacurra,  Sec  sub-heading  Foreshore 
Rights. 

Ballyshannon  Petty  Sessions  Assault  Case 
— Bringing    before    notice    of    the 
Lord  Chancellor 
Q.  Mr.  W.  John«»ton  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr.  5,  1273. 

Baltimore  Railway,  Sec  that  title. 

Belfast,  See  that  title. 

Bills  relating  to,  See  their  titles. 

Boat  Communication,  Kilrush  and  Foynes, 
Establish  me  it  of 
Q.  Mr.  W.  Relmond  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkm- 
son,  Apr.  .7,  1272. 

Budget  TVoposal — Taxation  of  Ireland 
Irish  Grievance 

0.  Mr.  Lough,  A}n\  (i,  1469.  | 

[S^e  also  titles  Tea,  Tobacco,  Income 
Tax,  etc.] 

Cahirciveen — Trinity     College    Property, 
Application  for  Fair  Rents,  Conduct 
of  Agent,  etc. 
Qs    Mr.    Fla^-in ;    .4a.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Apr.  2,  949  ;  Apr.  3,  1073. 

Camdonagh    Loan    Fund    Society  —  Re- 
ceiver's Remuneration,  etc 
Q.  Mr.  T.  B.  Curran  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr.  /i,  1273. 

Carrickm across,  Sec  that  title. 

Carrickroe  District,  Delays  in  Postal  De- 
livery 
Q.  Mr.  Macaleese  ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  29,  712. 

Castleblaney   Union   Dispensary  Doctor,  i 

Absence  at    Assizes — Payment  of  ; 

Substitute  I 

Q.  Mr.  Dalv;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar.  I 

30,S\2,   "  ^ 
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Cavan,      County — Inniskilling      Asrizes, 
Assessment  on  Divisions  of  County 
Cavan 
Q.  Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar.  22,  55. 

Census — Deaf  Mutes,  Inserting  Clause  in 

Bill  a.<*  to    the    locatiom  of   Deaf 

Mutes  BtfE^  eaf  ^ 

Q.  Mr.  S.Young;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 

Mar.  23,  197. 

Clones  Post  Office 

Qs.  Mr.  Macaleese  ;  ^.s*.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  22,  53 ;  Apr.  9,  1528.3 aa.  *^ 

Clonfree,  Proclaimed  Meeting  at 

Qs.  Mr.  O'Kelly,  Mr.  W.  Redmond; 
As.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar.  S3,  198. 
Congested  Districts  Board,' for  'collective 
'   heading,  sec  that  title. - 
Constabulary,  Royal   Irish,'/'cr  collective 
heading,  sec  title  Constabulary.     - 

Contempt  of  Court,   Imprisonment  for— 
Delay  in  Printing  Report  - 
Q.  Mr.  J.  O'Connor;  A.   Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar.  22,  58.  wapd    V3ri6.--\--> 

Cork,  See  that  title. 

County  Council  Rates— Deduction    from 
Rents,  Landlords  refusing  \-i^^ 
Q.  Mr.  J.  P.  Farrtll ;  A.    Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar.  23,  196.    bs-a*  -  \=fla 

County  Council   Secretaryship,^  Meath— 
Delay  in  Appointment  tn- 
<^.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Apr.  9,  1531.  : 

County    Councils    and     Frinted    Fornwi, 
Regulations  —   Wieklow^    County 
Council 
Q.    Mr.    Carew ;    A.    Mr.    Atkinson. 
Mar.  20,  1329.  a^',^ 

County  and  District  Councils  — Chairmeik 
and  the  Commission  of  the  Peace 
Q.  Mr.  Flavin  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Apr.  3,  1076. 

Court     House,     MuUingar — Sub-Sheriffs 
Office  marked  '•  Piivate."  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  T.  B.  Curran  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar.  30,  814. 

Creagh  Estate — Tenants*  Application  for 
Purchase  >  ■ 

Q.    Mr.    Flynn;    A.    Mr. 'Atkinson, 
Mar.  23,  194. 

Creameries  —  Sunday    Lal>our    and    the 
Factories  and  Workshops  Bill 
0.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley,  Mar.  29,  TIOl 

Custom      House,      Cork  —  Transferring 
Inland    Revenue    Offices  to    more 
convenient  centre,  etc. 
Qs.  Mr.  M.  Healv  ;  As.  Mr.  Hanburv, 
Mar.  27,  448  ;  Apr.  3,  1070. 

Cycles  —  Gavernment  Contracts,  Irish 
Manufacturers 
Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond;  A.  Mr.  J.  P. 
Williams,  Mw\  :.'.>,  175;  Q.  Mr. 
W.  Redmond :  A.  Mr.  Hanburv, 
Mar.  27.  444 ;  Q.  Mi.  P.  OBrien  : 
A.  Mr.  Wyndham,  Apr.  J,  1259. 

Diseases     of      Animals      Acts  —  Return 
Vx^&ftwted^  Apr.  ,\  931  :  Apr.   /,  U>46. 
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[reland — cont. 

Dontfraile  United    Irisli    League  Meeting  ' 
and  the  Police  ! 

Q.    Mr.    Flynn ;     A.    Mr.    Atkinson, 
Apr.  .J,  950. 

Drainage  System  in  Mullingar,  Defective  I 
System 
Q,  Mr.  D.  Sullivan  ;  A.  Mr.  Alkinson, 
Mar.  i^7,  448. 

Drunkenness,  Number  of  Arrests — Return 
Presented,  vl/>r.  9,  1511.  ' 

Dublin,  Sec  that  title. 

Education,  For  collective     heading,    sec  ' 
title  Education.  i 

Emigration 

Decrease  in,  etc. 

Os.    Mr.  A.    O'Connor,  Mar.  22, 
59;  Sir  M.   Hicks  Beach,  115;  | 
Mr.  J.  Redmond,  Mar.  20,  340. 

Statistics  for  1899  Presented,  Mar.  20, 
303,  307. 

Ennis,  See  that  title. 

Errigal     Truagh  —  Erecting     Protestant  : 

National  School  on  Site  of  Evicted 

Farm  ' 

Qs.  Mr.  Macaleese,  (Captain  Donelan  ;  ; 

As.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Apr.  6',  1410.         j 

Fair  Rents,  Sec  title  Land  Commission. 

Financial  Relations.  See  that  title.  i 

Fine  or  Imprisonment  Act— Rules,  Statute 
in  Operation,  etc.  i 

Q.   Sir   C.    C^.mcron  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray,  Mar.  2;i,  187. 

nax-growing.    Instruction   of    the    Irish 
People  in  \ 

Q.  Mr.  Daly  ;  A.  Mr.  Plunkett,  Mar.  \ 
30,  BIG.  j 

Foreshore  Ricrhts  at  Rallinacurra,  Sale  to  ; 

LordMidleton — Cork  Harbour  Com-  | 

missioners,  etc. 
Qs,  Mr.  M.  Healy,  Captain  Donelan  ;  , 

As.  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mar,  30,  809 ;  Qs.  \ 

Captain    Donelan,  Mr.  Flynn  ',As.\ 

Mr.  Ritchie,  Apr.  2,  952. 
Gas— Water  Gas    in  Dublin,    Professor  ; 

Reynolds  on,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  A.  Mr,  Ritchie,  | 

Mar.  23,  19L 

Government  Contracts 

Army     Contracts,    See    sub- heading 
Army.  I 

Comparative    Outlay    in    the   Three  ! 
Kingdoms,    See    title    Government 
Contracts.  I 

Holdings  Purchased  under  Land  Acts- 
Tenants  sub-letting  in  County  Cork  ' 
Qs.  Mr.   M.  Healy ;  .4*.  Mr.  Atkin-  ! 
son.  Mar.  30,  816 ;  Apr.  3,  1074. 
Horses  for  the  Army,  Purchase  of 

Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  P.  Williams,  | 
Mar.  29,  686.  i 

Imperial  Revenue,  See  Financial  Relations.  J 

Inebriates  Act— Ennis  Prison,  use  of  as  an  I 
Inebriate  Reformatory  I 

Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Apr.  \ 
3,  1076. 
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Ireland — ronf. 

Judicial  Rents,  For  collective  heacHng,  set 
Land  Commission. 

Kanturk  and  Macroom  Land  Commis.sion 
Sittings 
Q.  Dr.    Tanner ;    A.    Mr.    Atkinson,. 
Mar.  2^f,   195;  Q.  Mr.    Flynn;    .4. 
Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar.  20,  330. 

Kerry,  Sec  that  title. 

Kilkenny  Labourern'   Cottages — Case   of 
James  Lanigan 
Q.  Mr.  P.  O  Brien  ;  ./.  Mr.  Atkinson^ 
Apr.  9,  1530. 

Land  Commission,  For  collective  beading,. 
see  title  Land  Commission. 

Limerick,  See  tliat  title. 

Local  Authorities'  Contracts— Conditions^ 
Wa^e«,  etc. 
Return  Ordered  [SirC.  Dilkc],  Apr.  9,. 
1514. 

Ix>cal  Ooveminent  Officers'  Emoluments,, 
etc.— Return 
Q.   Mr.    Carew;    A.    Mr.   Atkinson,. 
Mar.  20,  329. 

Local  (jrovemmont  ( Orders 

Areas  of  Cliarge  fixed  by  previous; 
Orders,  Ein^)o\\tiring  l»oard  to. 
Change  —  IvillaiTiey  District 
Council  Petition 
Q.  Mr.  Flavin  ;  .1.  Mr.  Atkinson,. 
Ajtr.  2,  951. 

Local  Govern  men  t  (Ireland}  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill 
Date  of  Introduction 

Q.   Mr.  J.    P.    Karrell;    A.  Mr. 
Atkinson,  Mar.  2J,  197. 

l^ndonderry.  See  that  title. 

Lough    Corrih    Drainage     Works— Com- 
plaints by  Millowners,  Amount  ex- 
pended on  Works,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Pmkerton  ;  A.  Mr.   Hanbury,. 
Mar.  29,  712. 

Louth,  County,  Fair  Rent  Appeals — Date* 
of  Sitting 
Q.  Mr.  Daly  ;  .t.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar^ 
29,  713. 

Lunatic  Asylum?*,  For  collective  headings,. 
sec  title  Lunatic  AsyluuLs. 

Magistrates  and  Justices  of  the  Peace — 
Restoring  (-onuniosion  of  the  Peace? 
to  Chairmen  of  County  and  Disfiict 
Councils 
Q.  Mr.  Flavin  ;  .4.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Apr. .?,  1076. 

Manturin,  Mr.,  Belfast  Telegraphist — In- 


ability to  pass  Efficiency  bar 
Q.  Mr.  P.  (KBrien:  A.  Mr.  Hanbury,. 

Apr.  0,  140iK 
Meath,  Sec  that  title. 
Militia,  Sec  that  title. 

Monaghan  Post  Office 

Q.  Mr.   Macaleese  ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury^ 
Mar.  ;?>,  53  ;  Apr.  0,  1409. 

Monitors— Competition  for  Civil  Ser\'ic6» 
Appointments 
e.  Mr.   P.  O'Brien  ;  .4.  Mr.   Am^tru- 


U\c\,  Apr.'J,V^^>- 
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Ireland— co/i^ 

Marphy,  Constable  F. ,  Death  of,  m  Lnrgan  | 
Workhouse  Hospital 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Young;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  | 
Mar.  no,  327.  ; 

National  Teachers'  Salaries 

Q,  Serjeant  Hemphill ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son,   Apr.    3,     1073  ;     Q.    Mr.    P.  ! 
O'Brien ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Apr.  'J,  \ 
'      1531.  ! 

Ordnance    Surveys — Kerry    25-in.    Scale  ; 
Map,  Is^ue  of,  for  sale 
Q.  Mr.  Flavin;  A.  Mr.  Long,  A2)r.  3,  i 
1070. 

Pauper  Lunatics  in   Belfast— Additional  \ 

Accommodation,  etc.  i 

Q.    Mr.    Wolff;    .4.    Mr.    Atkinson,' 

Apr.  J,  1272.  I 

Paupers,  Deportation  of  I 

Murray,  Edward,  Case  of  I 

Qs.  Mr  Flynn,  Mr.  W.  Red-  I 
mond ;  As.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  j 
Mar.  30,  81 1  ;  Q.  Mr.  Flavin  ;  ' 
A.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Apr.  2.  ' 
*>48.  I 

Poor  Law  Medical  Officer  acting  as  Alder-  I 
man,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Macaleese;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Aj^r.  *;,  1411. 

Poor  Law  Union  Teachers'  Fees— Recoup- 
ment 
Q.  Mr.  D.  Sullivan ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  .?3.  193. 

Population,  see  sub-heading  Emigration. 

Post  Office  Questions,  For  collective  head- 
ing, see  title  Post  Office— Irish  Ques- 
tions# 

Private  Bill  Legislation  ! 

Q.  Mr.  Field;  A.   Mr.   A.  J.  Balfour,  j 

Mar.  fJ7,  452.  ' 

Resolution  (Serjeant  Hemphill),  Apr.  ' 
o,  I  lo3*  I 

Protestant  Association   Lectures  at  Bel-  l 
fast—-  Ex-Monk  Widdows  "  | 

Q.   Mr.   S.   Young;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  ' 
>/rtr.  -:?,  714. 

Public  Libraries  Bill  I 

Monteagle  of  Brandon's,  Lord,  Amend-  I 

ment,  Mar.  ^J,  153.  I 

Public  Records— Reprinting    Reports    ot  I 
the  Deputy  Keeper  I 

Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde  ;  ^.  Mr.  Hanbury,  ! 
Mar.  23,  189. 

Queen  Victoria's  Visit 

Channel     Squadron,    Provisioning  — 
Irish  Produce 
Q.    Capt.     Donelan ;      A.      Mr.  ' 
Macartney,  Mar.  ^»>,  173.  \ 

Welsh  Cuard  of  Honour  at  Holyhead  ' 
Qs.    Col.    Pryce-Jones,    Mr.      E.  ' 
Criffith ;    As.    Mr.    Wyndham,  ! 
Mar.  30,  793. 

C^ucen's  Co.    (.^ouuty  Council  Secretary —  , 
Notice  served  on,  under  Section  115 
of  the  Local  Government  Act,  In-  \ 
sullicicncy  of  notice  \ 

Q.  Mr.  M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  i%  715. 
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f  Ireland— con<!. 

I  Queen'*  Gap,   Galway— lnfringem«it  of 

'  Fisheries  Act,  Alteration  of  Gip, 

I  proposed 

!  q.  Mr.  Pinkerton;  A.  Mr.  Plunked 

Mar.  J7,  451. 

'  Railways,  See  that  title. 

Amalgamation  Bills,  See.  their  titles. 

Rates,    Collection    of,    use    of    Licensed 
Premises 
Q.  Mr.  Pinkerton  ;  .4.   Mr.  AtkiMon, 
Mar.  27,  449. 

Religious  Services  conducted  by  Metho- 
dists at  Bournea— Insulting  utter- 
ances towards  lioman  ('at holies, 
Police  Protection,  etc. 
Qs.  Mr.  Hogan,  Mr.  W.  Atokham; 
Ajs.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Apr.  3,  1070. 

Representative  Peers 

Gort's,     Viscount,     Rights    to    Vote 
established.  Mar.  2J,  1  ;  Mar.  itf, 
301. 
Ritle  Ranges  —  Mull'mgar  Range  Exten- 
sion, Acquisition  of  Land 
Q.   Mr.   D.  Sullivan;  .4.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Apr.  .5,  1260. 
Roads 

Empowering     Councils      to    empwy 
direct  Labour,  etc. 
Q.  Capt.  Donelan  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkm- 
son,  Apr.  3,  1075. 
Meath  Main  Roads— Urban  Councils' 
Appeal  and  the  Ijocal  Govemment 
Board,  Mar.  .-fi',  58. 
Roman  Catholic    University    Education, 
Balfour's,  Mr.,  Plan 
Os.    Mr.    Bryce,    Mar.   33,  249; 
Mr.    Dillon,    271  ;   Mr.    A.  J. 
Balfour,  280. 
Colonial  Rejwrts 

Q.  Mr.  A.  J.  Moore  ;  A.  Mr.  A.J. 
Balfour,  Mar.  23,  186. 
Papers   relating  to  Presented,    .V«r. 

29,  606,  679. 
Resolution  (Mr.  J.   P.    Farrell),  Mar. 
23,  202  ;  Divinion,  296. 
Royal  College  of  Science— Committee  of 
Inquiry,  Names  of  Members,  Terms 
of  Reference,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A .  Mr.  Plunkett,  Mar. 
29,  716. 
ScaritF  Water  Supply  Scheme— Petition 
Q.  Mr.  W.  liedinond  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr.  2,  952. 
Shannon    and    Limerick     Canal    Tolls— 
Reductioas    of,    by    the    Board   of 
Works,  proposed 
Q.  Mr.  OKeetfe;    A.   Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  23,  189. 
Shirt  Contracts  for  the   Army,  See  sub- 
heading Arm}'. 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act— Rule 
of  Court,  Order  in  Council  Presenter!, 
I  Ai)r.  3,  1053  ;  Api'.  5,  1236. 

\  Surveyors'  Salaries,  Increase  in  by  Locsd 

I  (Government  Board— County  Council 

I  Objections 

1  Qs.  >lr.  Fliivin,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  As.  Mr. 

!  Atkinson,   Mar.  23,    193  ;    Qs.  Mr. 

1  Flavin,  Captain  Donelan  ;  As.  Mr. 


.Voi.ai.] 


Taxation  of   [reland,  Sec  title  Financial 
Relations,  England  and  Ireland. 

Town  HoldingH,  Sec  that  title. 

Urban  and  RurnJ  Boandarien,  Carrickma- 
cross  —  Colonel   O' Harass   Adjust- 
ment, etc. 
Q.    Mr.    Daly;    A,    Mr.    Atkinson, 
iMar.  30y  814. 

Veterinary     College— Representation    of 
Roman  Catholic    Surgeons   on  the 
Board 
Q.    Mr.    Flavin;   A.   Mr.    Plunkett, 
Mar.30,H\'. 

Wicklow  County  Council— Regulations  as 
to  the  use  of  Printed  Forms 
Q,    Mr.    Carew ;   A,    Mr.    Atkinson, 
Mar.  ,W,  329. 

VVorkhouaeCemetery.Belfast- Additional 
Ground 
Q,  Mr.  W.  Johnston;  A,  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar.  Hfi,  330. 

Workhouses 

Dietary  Scale 

Qs.  Mr.  Daly ;  As.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  :?7,  450;  Mar.  :iu,  813. 

Consumption— 


8FSST0N   1900. 
Mnr,  22  -Jpril  9. 
Jamaica- 


{fre-*Jteh 


conf. 


Spirituous     Liquors 
Return 
Q.   Mr.   Dalv;    .4.  Mr. 
Mtrr.  :r,  45J. 


Atkinson, 


[Se^  also  title  Workhouses  and  Names 
of  Workhouses.] 

Workmen's  Conqtensation  Act,  See  that 
title. 

Irish  Bailways  Amalgamation  Bills 
See  names  of  Railways. 

Irrigation  Works,  India 

See  India. 

Islington 

Board  of  Guardians— Refusal   to   accept 
Clerk's   Report  as  to  Conduct    of 
Otficials 
Q.  Mr.  Lough;  A.  Mr.  T.  W.  Rus- 
sell, /l;>r.  ?,  946. 

Borough  of— Order  in  Council,  Motion 
for  AddreAs  (Sir  A.  RoUit),  Apr.  J, 
1379. 

Italy 

Trade  Report  Presented,  Mar.  .12 ^  5. 

Itinerant  Preachers 

Boumea,  Religious  Services  condu(;tetl  hy 
Methodists  at— Insulting  utter- 
ances to\^'ards  Roman  Catholics, 
Police  Protection,  etc. 
Qs.  Mr.  Hogan,  Mr.  W.  Abraham  ; 
Ah.  Mr.  Atlcinson,  Apr.  //,  1070. 

Jamaica 

Bank    of    Nova  Scotia  Issuing  Notas  in 
Jamaica 
Q.  Mr.  B.  Hoare;    A.   Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berlain, Apr.  Sy  1062. 
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Finances  and  Crovcmment— 'Further  Cor- 
respondence I'resented,  Apr.  5,  1235, 
1252. 

James  of  Hereford,  IiOld— Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancashire 
Prevention  of  Corruption  Bill,  2r.,  Apr. 
^,920. 

Youthful  Offenders  Bill,  3r.,  Mar.  ?r, 
418,  423,  424. 

Jameson  Baid 

Rhodes-  Hawksley     Correspondence — Re- 
ceipt and  Abstraction  of    Letters, 
Prosecution 
Q.  Mr.  Carson;    -4.  Sir  R.  Webster, 
Apr.  2,  941. 

Japan 

China— Russian  intorference  in  Corea,  etc. 
O.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar  SO,  853. 

Jebb,  Mr.  B.  C  [Cambridge  University] 

Technical  Instruction,  Committees  of 
County  Councils,  etc.,  Women  sen'ing 
on— Return,  Apr.  J,  1066. 

Jeffreys,  Mr.  A.  F.  [Hampshire,  N.] 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  .0, 

1539,  1540. 
Municipal  Trading — Appointment  of  Com- 
mittee, Mar.  i^,  765  ;  Apr.  J,  1067. 

South  African  War 

£xpansive  Bullets,  Discovery  of,  in 
Boer  Encampments— British  Troops 
wounded  by.  Mar.  ;?6,  311. 

Rifle     Company,     Fourth     Cavalry 
Brigade     disbandment  —  Officers* 
■  Outfits,  Apr.  ;?,  1057. 

'  Jenkins,  Sir  J.  J.  [Carmarthen  Boroughs] 
'         Solicitors'  Articled   Clerks   Volunteering 

for  Service  in  South  Africa— Lesrislation 
i  for  removal  of  disabilities  for  admission 

as  Solicitor,  Mar.  2D,  695. 

Jessel,  Captain  H.  M.  [St.  Pancras,  S.] 
Army — Veterinary  Department 

Examination  of  Officers  in  1899,  Non- 
PublicatioQ  of  List,  Apr.  3,  1059. 

Examinations     and     the     Director- 
,  General,  Apr.  i),  1396. 

\         South  African  War 

j  Medals  —  decejised  Soldiers*  Medals, 

forwarding  to  next  of  Kin,  Apr.  6*, 

1396. 
Veterinary  Surgeons— Loss  of  Horses 

owing  to  insufficient    Number    of 

Surgeons,  Apr.  6',  1397. 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.  [Belfast,  S.] 

Ballyshannon  Petty  Sessions- Assault  by 
'  Mr.   P.    A.    Mooney,    bringing    before 

j  notice  of  the  Iiord  Chancellot^  Aijo,  .>^ 
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JohnstoD,  Mr.  W,—ront,  Kay-Shuttleworth,  Rt.  H<m.  Sir  U.  [Un- 

6elfa<«t  cashire,  C'litlieroe] 

Post  Oflice— Sunday   Deliveries,  etc.  ,  Foreij^n    Seaiiic!:   oa  British  Tra!i3;iorts 

Mar,  '2,%  191.  !  Mar.  .iU,  82S. 

Workhouse     Cemetery  —  Additional  Naval   Reserve  (Moljilisation)   Bill,  'in.. 

Ground,  Mar.  J6,  330.  !  ^1;>'*-  '>,  1487. 

Coal  Mines  (Prohibition  of  Child   I^abour    _-       ,        *«•     w    «    rr^ 

Underground)  Bill,  2r.,  Mar.  £?,  148.       '  Kearley,  Mr.  H.  E.  [Devonport] 

Irish  Railway  Amalgamation  Bills,  Joint  Army  (Annual)   15111,  Coni.,  Apr.  ?,  Hm. 

Com.,  Apr.  J,  1249.  ^^'^' 

Johnstone,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Sussex,  Horsham]       Kekewich,  Colonel 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  .9,  !         'STcc    South    African    War  —  Kiniberley. 
1579.  Siege  of. 

Income  Tax  Surveyor's  Districts — Forma-  1  «.       .    _j.        •»  i^     ^ 

tion  of  New  Districts,  Mar.  l>2,  48.         I  Kensington,  Borough  of 

Order  in  Council 
Jones,  Mr.  D.  B.  [Swansea  District]  Motion  for  Address  (General  Golils- 

A     •     u       1   u  ir         uii    o«       #        o  worthy),  J/>r.  i>,  137'i. 

AgTKmltural  Holdings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  .9,  ^^^^^^^  Presented,  Mar,  l^,  606,  679. 

Lonclon  Water  (Welsh  Supply)  Bill,  2r.,    Kenyon-Slaney,     Colonel    W.    [Shropshire, 

Mar.  ^},  6ib.  Newport] 

Transport  Service-- Dunera"  neaped  for  |  Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  2r.,  Mar.  JS, 

three  <lavs  at  Port  Tall)ot,  Authority  khq  r-^ii    r.^o 

responsilile  for  Report,  Mar.  ^,  689.        '  ^  ^'  **'  '  ,  "" 

^x-r  '          T     •  1     *     13            ^      r    rti  •  Finance  Bill— Beer  Duty,  Mar.  'J7y  492. 

Waima    Incident — Payment    of    Claims,  ^ 

Mar.  n,  43.  I  Kerry 

_.  »-.     w»    rz-i  *  r     -.  Congested  Districts  Board — Representa- 

Jones,  Mr.  W.  [Carnarvon,  Arfon]  ^  tive  for  Kerry,  proposed 

Roman  Catholic  University,  Ireland,  J/rrr.  i^.   Mr.    Flavin;    A,    Mr.   Atkinson, 

2S,  224.  Apr.  ?,  9ul. 

'  County  Council  Secretary — Salary 
Jordan,  Mr.  J.  [Fermanagh,  S.]  <^^%^^r.  Flavin,  Mr    Daly  ;   A..  Mr. 

„.  ^.„  t^  ^  .        ^  ,    ,      ,1  Atkinson,  Mar.  23,  5b. 

Finance  Bill,  (vow. — Exemption  of  Ireland  ^  •    ^^     ^      t       i /,         .    •      c^-..- 

from  Tea  Duty,  etc..  Mar.  2G,  370.  ^^^^^p^^^.^s-Land  L oiiiraission  Sittings 

•^  Trinity  College  (Dublin)  Propartv  - 

Judge  Advocate  General  ^''^.^"etl*''"'*'''-' ^'''°*'"' ' 

Office  of— Parliamentary  Criticism,  etc.  (^r.  Mr.   Flavin  ;  As.    Mr.  Atkin- 

Q.    Mr.    S.     MacNeill;     A.    Sir    R.  son,  ^;>r.  ?,  949  ;  J/?r.  ./,  1073. 

Webster,  Mar.  -r,  440.  Onhiance    Survey     Maps,    Is.ue    of,    for 

Judicial  Rents,  Ireland  (J.\it.  Flavin  ;  A.  Mr.  Long,  Apr.  ;. 

See  Land  Commission.  ■  1070. 

Surveyors'  Salaries,  Increase  in  by  liOCAl 
T  j»  •  •»   ox  J.-  x»       y-n     t      J        J  -rrr  1     \  ( iovemmeut  Board — Cjuntv  Coun- 

Judicial  statistics  (England  and  Wales)  cils  objection 

Copv  Presented,   Apr.    4,    1178;   Apr.  J,  ',  Q,s\  Mr.  Flavin,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  As.  Mr. 

1235.  Atkinson,    Mar.   5,    193;    {fx.    Mr. 

Flavin,    Capt.    Donelan  ;    As.  Mr. 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Atkinson,  Mar.  26,  326. 

See  Mai'istrates.  .^        ^      , 

'  Kew  Gardens 

Juvenile  Offenders  Athletic  Clubs  in  the  neighbourhooil  of— 

^  Youtbful  Offenders  Bill,  .SVt^  that  title.  ff^  mT  J^Burns^^^  914. 

ITATif  nrlr  Cyclists*  Privilecjes 

*^^^.^^  ay.  Mr.  P.  O'lJrien,  Mr.   A.  l>ou-la.s 

Sittings  of  Sub-Commissioners  Mar.  30,  913. 

Q.    Mr.    Flynn  ;    A.    Mr.    Atkinson,  c?     i.-       4         '       i  *• 

Mar.  .'3,  195  ;  Mar.  M,  330.  i  Seating  Accomnio<lat.on 

'  (K  Mr.  >v  eir,  Mar.  30,  913. 

I 

Eau-lung  Extension  j  Kilrush 

Policy    of    the    British    Government    in  Foynes  and  Kilnish,  lk>at  Communication 

Cbina  I  between,  Establishment  of 

Os.    Mr.  J.   Walton,    Mar.   30,  861  ;  ,  V.  Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin 

Mr.  Brodrick,  882.  \  sv^xv,  Apr.  G,  vrol. 
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Kiml)er,  Mr.  H.  [Wanilsworth] 

Biul^et  —Customs  House  Clearances,  Diffi- 
culties of,  Mar.  u*'^j  45. 

Companies  Bill— Ciivinj:  Week's  Notice  of 
Second  Reading,  proposed,  Mar.  .?J,  46. 

Kail  ways  (Prevention  of  Accident")  Bill, 
2k.,  Apr.  5,  1334. 

Smith  African  War— IVonerty 

Destruction  of  — Lord  Roberts's  Pro- 
clamation, Apr.  6',  1395. 

Milner*8,  Sir  A.,  Proclamation  and  the 
Payment  of  Taxes  Mar.  2*,  31. 

Stamp  Duty  on  Debentures— Illegal 
demand.  Refusal  to  repay  Duty  on  In- 
struments not  prodiicetl  for  Cdpcellation 
of  Stamps  Mar.  '^2,  43. 

Cimbarley 

See  South  Africin  War. 

wimbarley,  E^rl  of 

E  lucatlon  Cole— frrants  In«*p3ction,  etc. 
Mar.  .iL  163. 


SESSION   1900.  [Kim— Lad 

Mar.  22— Apnl  9. 

.  Kwons:  Yu-pui 

Abduction  of,  from  Hong  Kong 


Youthful  Oifinders 
420. 


P»:n,   3r.,   Mar.    .^^ 


binder  Scent 
nchase  oi 
<>.   Mr.    Seely; 


Purchase  of,  for  Rifle  Range,  etc. 
Mr.    Seely;  "      " 

Mar.  26.  318. 


A. 


age,  c 
Mr. 


Wyndham, 


Lm;3b3ii-n?32i-Th%m33  Cdrporation  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Select  Com.,  Mir.  J't,  781. 

3r.*  Apr.  :i,  lOi"). 
c.  IR*  Apr.  J.  12)1. 

Standing  Oriers  Corn j>!  led  with,  Apr.  f>, 
1505. 

linsrston-upon-Tiiainss  Gas  Bill 
/.  Committed,  Mar.  jlV,  2. 

Rep.  from  Select  Com.,  Mar.  •'.'',  2. 

Hep.*  Apr.  3,  1045. 

3R.*  J^r.6*,  13S2. 
r.  IR.*  Apr.  9,  1507. 

winnaird,  Lord 

Paris  Exhibition— Compelling  British  Ex- 
hibitors to  open  on  Sanday,  Apr.  Sy 
1047. 

Cnapp,  Father  Simon 

Appointment  as  Roman  t'atholic  Chaplain 
to  the  Troops  in  South  Africa,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Flavin  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Mar.  SO,  78^. 

Cnowles,  Mr.  L.  [Salford,  W.] 

Inns  of  Court  Rifle  Volunteers  —  Per- 
mission to  Drill  at  Winchester  refused, 
Apr.  9,  1516. 

South  African  War— Hritisli  Wounded 
Pritoners,  Release  of,  Mar.  J:^,  34. 

Co  3m  Spruit  Ambuscade 

Sejret  Papers,  Maps,  etc.,  Boers  capturing 
with  the  Convoy 
Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;   A.    Mr.   Wynd- 
ham, Apr.  i/,  1515. 
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(K  Sir  (-.  Dilke,  Mar.  30,  9l)l.  Q.  Mr. 
Walton  ;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick,  Mar.  30, 
707 ;  Apr.  /,  1033. 

La  Bochelle 

Trade  Repart  Presaated,  Apr.  ;?,  919. 

Laboratories 

Lunacv  Laboratory  Research — Nature  of 
liesearch    Certiflcates,    Number  of 
Iial)oratories,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.  J.   A,   Pease  ;  A.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  29,  710. 

Labouchere,  Mr.  H.  [Northampton] 

Finance  Bill— Tea  Daty,  Mar.  2J,  3S4. 

South  African  War 

Boer  Pri^onerd  on  board  ship— Num- 
ber of  Prisoners,  Deaths,  etc.,  Apr, 
J,  1253. 

Treatment  of  Prisoners,  Martial  Law, 
*'  Ex-President  Steyn,"  etc.,  Apr,  (?, 
1432. 
Uganda  Railway — Number  of  Miles  com- 
pleted, Amount  expended,  etc.,  Apr.  9, 
1521. 

Labour 

Statistics— Sixth    Annual  Abstract    Pre- 
sented, Apr.  3,  10  i6,  1053. 

Sunday    Labour   and    the  Factories  and 
Workshops  Bill 
<J.  Mr.  Talbot ;  ^.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley, 
Mar.  29,  710. 

Wages 

Local  Authority  Contracts 

England  and  Wales  —  Return 
Ordered  (Sir  C.  Dilke),  Apr,  9, 
1515. 

Ireland— Return  Ordered  (Sir  C. 
Dilke).  Apr.  9,  1514. 

Labour  Bureaux 

Model  Rules,  Issue  of,  by  Labour  Depart- 
ment, proposed 
Q.  Mr.  Lough  ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mar. 
2(J,  320. 

Labourers  Acts,  Lreland 

Athy  Union  Charges— District  Charj^es 
Q.  Mr.  Engine w;  A.  Mr.  Atkmson, 
Mar.  S£,6\. 

Kilkenny  Union — Case  of  James  Lanigan 
Q.  »tr.  P.  O'Brien ;  ^.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Apr.  9,  1530. 


Lacon,  Mr.,  Case  of 

Q.  Mr.   Stealman  ;    A.  Mr. 
Mar.  30,  802. 


Anstnither, 


Ladysmith  Belief  Celebrations 

Belfast  Disturbances — Death  of  F.  Mooney 
Q.  Mr.  Daly ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar, 
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Lambert,  Mr.  G.  [Devon,  Soath  Molton] 

Agi'Icaltaral  HoldingB  Bill,  2r.,  Apr,  9^ 
1639,  1540. 

Cream,  Preservatives  in.  Prosecutions 
pending  Decision  of  Committees,  Apr,  5, 
1265. 

Militia  Regulations,  Publication  of,  Apr. 
9,  1516. 

Lamps  and  Oils 

Lamj)    Fatalities    in    London  —  London 
County  Council  Report,  Legislation 
rai<«ing  dash  point 
Q.   Mr.    Channing;    A.   Sir    M.  W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  23,  182. 

Lancasliire  Inebriates  Acts  Board  Bill 

/.  3r.'  Mar.  £2,  3. 
c.  l^.*  Mar.  ^5,201. 
2R.*Apr.  2,921. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with.  Mar.  27, 
427. 

Lanci^hire  and  Yorkshire  Railway  Bill 
c.  Rep.*  Apr.  S,  1050. 

Lancaster,  Duchy  of 

Chancel 'or— lit.  Hon.    Lord   James   of 
Herefjrd. 

Land  Charges  Bill 

c.  2r.,  Apr.  6.  1488. 

Land  Commission,  Ireland  1 

Annaly  Estate— Delay  in  fixing  Rents, 
etc. 
Qs.  Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell ;  As.  Mr.  Atkin- 
.son,   Mar.    22,   55 ;  Mar.  23,    197  ; 
Mar.  :X,  330. 
Ajjricultural     Department  —  Return     of 
Prices  of  Produce  Presented,  Mar.  27, 
418. 

Cork,  County 

Applications   to   fix    Fair    Rents  — 
Number      awaiting      hearing, 
Date  of  last  Sitting,  etc. 
Qs.  Mr.  E.  Barrj^,  Mr.  M.  Healy  ; 
As.   Mr.  Atkinson,    Mar,    29, 
714. 
Holdings  purchased  under  Land  Act 
—Sub  letting,  etc. 
Q.s\    Mr.    M.     Healy;    As.    Mr. 
Atkinson,  Mar.  SO,  816 ;  Apr. 
3,  1074. 

Creagh  Estate — Tenants'  Application  for 
Purchase 
Q.   Mr.    Flynn ;    A.   Mr.    Atkinson, 
Mar.  23,  104. 

Kanturk— Date  of  last  Sitting,  Cases  not 
disposed  of,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.    Flynn ;   A .    Mr.    Atkinson, 
Mar.  26,  330. 

Kanturk  and  Macroom  Sittings 

Qs.  Mr.  Flynn,  Dr.  Tanner ;  As.  Mr. 
Atkinson,  Mar.  23, 195. 

Kerry  County — Sittings  of  Commission, 
etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Flavin ;   A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr.  2, 949. 
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Land  Commission,  Ireland— eon/. 

Kerry  County,  etc.— coii<. 

Cahirciveen  —  Trinity    Collefije    Pro- 
perty,  Valuation  of    Property, 
Conduct  of  Agent,  etc. 
Qs.  Mr.    Flavin  ;  Ah.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr.  2,  949 ;  Apr.  3,  1073. 

North  Kerry— Number  of  Fair  Rent 
Applications,   Delay    in    hear- 
ing, etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Flavin ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinscm, 
Apr.  2,  949. 

Louth  County,  Fair  Rent  Appeals— Date 
of  Sittings 
Q.  Mr.  Daly  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar. 
27,  713. 

Mallow  Sitting 

Q.   Mr.    Flynn;    A.   Mr.     Atkinson, 
Mar.  23,  194. 

Rules  Presented,  Mar.  28,  54  i ;  Mar.  29, 
606. 

Taking  Cases  out  of  turn 

Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin 
son,  Mar.  22,  62. 

Land  Conveyances 

Stamp  Duties,  Duty  on  Covenants  re- 
latmg  to  Improvements— New  Clause  to 
Finance  Bill,  Mar.  29,  750. 

Land  Registry  (New  Bnilding) 

Advances  out  of  Consolidated  Fund- 
Committee,  Apr.  9,  1514. 

Land  Registry  (New  Buildings)  Bill 

c.  1R.»  Mar.  27,  456. 
2r.,  Apr.  6',  1497. 

Referred  to  Kxaminers  of  Petitions  for 
Private  Bills,  Mar.  29,  62S. 

Standing  Orders  Complie(i  with,  Apr.  ;.», 
926. 

Land  Values  Taxation  (Scotland)  Bill 
Petitions,  Mar.  22,  26  ;  Mar.  27,  429. 

Land  Valuation  (Scotland)  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill 

Petition,  Mar.  27,  429. 

Lansdowne,  Marquess  of -Secretary  o/Statc 

for  IVhr 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  2k.,  Apr.  6,  1384. 

Home  Defensive  Forces  -Return,  Mar.  29, 
626. 

Militia  and  Militia  Reserve  Statistics 
Mar.  27,  425. 

Militia  Officers 

Retired  Army  Officers'  Pay  grievance 
Mar.  29,  623. 

Supersession  of,  iu  South  Africa,  Mar, 
27,  425  ;  Mar.  29,  625. 

Yeomanry  Officers,  Commissions  for,  Con- 
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TianigaHi  James 

Case  of 

Q.   Mr.   l\  OBrien;   A.   Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr.  ify  1530. 

Laurie,    General    J.   W.   [Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest] 

Army  Commissions,  Offer  of,  to  Canada 
and  Australia,  Further  offer  to  Canada, 
proposed,  Ajn-.  J,  1057. 

Clothing  for  the  Troops  at  the  Front 

War  Office  supplying  warm  clothing 

— Appeal  for  Contributions,  Apr.  J, 

105(5. 

London      Government,       Administrative 

Changes— Vestries  and    the    Financial 

Provision  after   1st   of   November    for 

Municipal  Services,  etc..  Mar.  23,  178. 

Militia  Bounty,  Payment  of,  on  Enlist- 
ment, proposed,  Apr.  3,  1059. 

Laiirier,  Sir  W. 

South  African  War,   Canadian  Contribu-  , 
tions — Freedom   of    action    as    to  \ 
future  Wars,  etc. 
O.  Mr.  Hedderwick,  Apr.  S,  1138. 

Law,  Mr. 

Reward  offered   for  Information  leading, 
to  arrest  of  L.  Henderson— Claim 
Q.   Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  A.    Mr.  A.    G. 
Murray,  Apr.  5,  1524. 

Lawrence,    Sir   E.    Doming-     [Cornwall, 
Truro] 
Tenants  in  Towns  Improvement  (Ireland) 
Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  4y  1219. 

LaWBOtt,  Mr.  J.  G.  [Yorks,  N.R.,  Thir^k] 
Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2r.,   Apr.  9, 

1559,  1660. 
Finance  Bill— Death  Duties  and  Soldiers* 

and  Sailors'  Estates,  Apr.  Jy  962,  964. 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease  Regulations— 
Argentine  Imports  prohibited,  Apr.  J, 
1266. 

Mid  wive  ■}  (Expenses),  Com.y  Mar.  22 y  147. 

Roman  Catholic  University,  Ireland, 
Mar.  2Sy  214. 

Ituling  an  CJiairman  of  Committees 

Bills,  new  Clauses  out  of  Order  (Army 
Annual  Bill),  Apr.  2y  1035. 

Lawson,  Sir  W.  [Cumberland,  Cockermouth] 
Blocking  Notices— Right  of  Free  Speech, 

etc.,  4/>r.  Gy  1430. 
Worksop  Temperance  Meeting  -Assault 

on    Pro-Boei    Chairman,     Freedom    of 

Speech,  etc.,  Mar.  57,  445. 

Leasehold  Enfranchisement 

Tenants  in  Towns  Improvement  (Ireland) 
Bill,  See  that  title. 

Lecky,  Bt.  Hon.  W.  E.  H.  [Dublin  Univer- 
sity] 
Copyright  Bill  and  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ments' Beplie«,  Mar.  SH,  42. 
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I  Lecky,  Bt.Hon.  W.  E.  1^,—coni. 
;         Dublin  College  of  Science,  Clearing  Site 
I  for  new  College — Pt-o vision  for,  in  the 

j  Estimates,  J/ar.  ;f6*,. 331. 

I  Financial  Relations,  England  and  Ireland 

— Over-taxation    of     Ireland,    alleged. 
Mar.  22y  102. 

Roman  Catholic  University,  Ireland,  Mar, 
I  23y  230. 

Lee  Conservancy  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  Apr.  .;,  1231. 


I  Lee  Conservancy  Bill 

Leave  given  to  Lord  Russell  of  Killowen 
to  attend  Select  Com.  as  Witness,  Mar, 
27 y  417  ;  Mar.  20y  720. 

;  Lee  Enfleld  Bifle 

I         Sighting— New    backsights  sent   out  to 
South  Africa 
Q.   Mr.   Wason  ;  A.   Mr.  Wyndham, 
!  Mar.  20y  686. 


Leith  Burgh  Provisional  Order  Bill 

/.  Committed,  Mar. ;?.?,  2. 

Cinti.*  Mar.  '23,  149. 

RejK*  Mar.  2()y  302. 

3R.*3/rcr.  r;,  417. 
r.  IR.*  Mar.  2U,  72u. 

Leng,  Sir  J.  [Dundee] 
Budget 

Excessive  Clearances  from  Bond,  Mar. 
2(iy  319. 

Finance  Bill,  new  clause,  Mar.  2'.L 
723. 

Maf eking.   Relief    of— Measures  adopted 
by  Lord  KolKjrts,  Mar.  JO,  792. 

'  l*ostniaster  (ieiieral— Duke  of  Norfolk's 

successor  —  Appointing  Minister  ^vith 
seat  in   the  House  of  ('onimons,  etc., 

I  Mar.  20y  m:>. 

!  Letters 

'  Belfjist  Sunday  Delivery 

Qs.  Mr.  S.  Young,  Mr.  W.  Johnston  ; 
As.  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mar.  7J,  191. 

Franking  Members'  Letters 

y.  (y'olouel  Welby  ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Apr.  (J,  1407. 

House  to  houHC  Delivery  in  Rural  Districts 
in  Ireland 
Qs.  Mr.  O'Keeffe,  Mr.  Flynn  ;  As.  Mr. 
Hanbury,  Mar.  f.3,  190. 

Post  Otfiee  Mail   Service,  etc.,  See  those 
titles. 

Level  Crossings 

Cowdenbeath — Protection  fur  the  Public 
Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Apr.  .%  1069. 

Long  Eaton    Reply  from    the    Midland 
Railway  Company 
Q.  Sir  \V.   Fofttw,   A.  ^x.  ^x\.«2«vc:> 
Mar.  vi."^;,  \1^. 
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Iiewis,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Flint  Koroughs] 

Finance  Bill — Income  Tax,  etc.,  Apr.  6', 
1470. 

Land  Charges  Bill,  Apr,  n,  1495. 

liiliraries 

Public  LibraricM  Bill,  Sec  that  title. 

laicensed  Houses 

Rates,    Collection    of— Use    of    Licensed 
Houses  for 
Q.  Mr.  Pinkerton  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  27,  449. 

laicensed  Premises  (Hours  of  Sale)  Scot- 
land Bill 
Pedltions,  Mar.  30,  787  ;  Apr.  3,  105L 

laicensing  Acts  Amendment    (Scotland) 
Bin 

Petitions,  Mar.  21,  430 ;  Mar.  30,  787. 

IiiftS 

Acquiring     and     Working  —  Municipal 
Trading 
O.  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Apr.  5,  1360. 

Lighthouses 

Balintore  Harbour  Light,  Erection  of  Per- 
manent Light 
Q.    Mr.  Weir;   A.  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mar. 
S9,  809. 

■Manacles  Rock — Lightship  or  Lighthouse 
for 
Q.  Mr.  H.Wilson;    A.  Mr.  Ritchie,  ' 
Mar.  i?7,  442  ;   Q.  Mr.  Lough ;   A. 
Mr.  Ritchie,  Mar.  20,  699. 

Red    Sea— Progress    in    Construction    of 
Litjlithouses 
Q.  Mr.  C.  M 'Arthur;  A.  Mr.  Brod- 
rick,  Mar.  22,  40. 

$>cotland 

Fiannen    Islands    Lighthouse —  Com- 
pletion of  Works 
<).  Mr.  Weir  ;    A.    Mr.   Ritchie, 
Mar.  27,  442. 

Minor  Lights,  Sites  for — Decision  of 
the  Congested  Districts  Board 
<?.  Mr.  Weir ;  ^.  Mr.  A.  G.  Mur- 
ray,  Mar.  23,  186. 

Iiimerick 

Canal  Tolls,  Reduction  proposed 

Q.    Mr.  O'Keeffe;   A.   Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mnr.  23,  189. 

Corporation  Documents— Inquiry'  at  Dub- 
lin Castle 
Q.  Mr.  O'Keeffe;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  23,  195. 

'New  Post  Office — Building  Site,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  O'Keeire;    A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  29,  711. 

Lincoln  Corporation  (Tramways)  Bill 

/.  Jiep.*  Mar.  22,2. 

3R.*  Mar.  ;f.9,  601. 
c.  IK,*  Mar.  30,  78a 

2R.*Jpr.  9,  1508. 


Lincoln  Corporation  (Tramways)  Bill  -ron/ 

Standing  Orders  Complied   with,  Apr.  J, 
1049. 

,  Linden  Boad  School  Board 

Vaccination  of  Pupil  Teachers— Case  of 
F.  Clifford 
Q.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  yl.  Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Apr.  o,  1269. 


Literary  Cop3rright 

See  Copyright  BUI. 

"Little  England  Budget" 

0.  Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Apr.  0,  1463. 

Live  Stock 

Transport  of— Contracts  absolving  Ship- 
owners from  legal  liabilities 
Q.  Mr.  Field;  A.  Mr.   Ritchie,  ilf«r. 

22,  49. 

[See  also  Cattle.] 

Liverpool 

Cable  Communication 

Cablegrams      from      America — Post 
Office     telephoning    to     Sub- 
scribei-s 
Q.  Sir  E.  Sassoon ;  A.  Mr.  Han- 
bur>',  Mar.  22,  50. 

Time  occupied  in  transmission  between 
Liverpool  and  the  United 
States,  and  Liverpool  and  the 
Continent 
Q.  Mr.  C.  M* Arthur;  A.  Mr. 
Hanburj',  Apr.  5,  1269. 

Postal  Staff 

Assistant  Postmen   engaged  in  hoist 
duties 
Q.   Mr.   Stead  man  ;  A.  Mr.  An- 
struther,  Mar.  30,  803. 

Fines    for     Late    Attendance — New 
Arrangement 
Q.   Mr.   Steadman  ;  A.  Mr.  An- 
struther,  Ma".  30,  803. 
Number  of  temporary  Sorting  Clerks 
and  TelegraphLsts,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Steadman  ;  A.   Mr.  An- 
struther,  Apr.  9,  1528. 
Revision  of  Duties  in  Telegraph  OflSce 
— proposed 
Q.    Mr.  Schwann ;  A.  Mr.    Han- 
bury, Mar.  27,  443. 
Telegraph   Messengers,  Appointment 
of    Inspectors  —  Passing    over 
qualified  Postmen 
Q.  Mr.   Steadman  ;  A.  Mr.  Han- 
bury, Apr.  6.  1407. 

Llewelyn,  Sir  J.  T.  D.  [Swansea  Town] 
London  W^ater  (Welsh  Supply)  Bill,  2r., 
Mar.  29,  674. 

Lloyd-(}eorge,  Mr.  D.  [Camar\'on,  etc.] 

Land  Charges  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  6,  1497. 

South  African  War — Press  Censorship, 
Suppression  of  Cablegnim  to  Caju;  Town 
Newspaper,  Mar.  ?2,  33. 
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Loans  |  Local    Government    Provisional    Orders 

India,   Ixmns  raised  in  England— Return  j  ^No.  3)  Bill 

I  Local   (Government   Provisional    Orders 

I  (No.  4)  Bill 

I         c.  IK.*  J///-.  ';,  1388. 


Amendment  3ill 

2r.  J///-.  <;,  1498. 


Preaented,  Api-.  ::\  919,  930 
Turkish  Loan,  Sec  Turkey. 

Local  Authorities 

Contracts — Conditions,  Wages,  etc.  l  ^'  *^*'*  "^/''' 

^^?s1r"?%'l\V^2;'^T.;^l'\^^^^^  Government  (Scotland)  Act  (1894) 

(i5ir  C.  Diike),  Apr.  .^  151o.  AniATi«iTn««f.  "Rill 

Ireland— Return     Ordered      (Sir    C.  ; 
Dilke),  Apr.  ff,  1514.  j 

Local  Authorities  Officers*  Superannuation 
Bill 

Petitions  Mar.  22,  26;  Mar.  Z3,  167; 
Mar.  2€y  307  ;  Mar.  29,  679  ;  Mar,  30, 
1«1 ;  Apr,  S,  lOol  ;  Apr.  4,  1177  ;  Apr.  7, 
1251  ;  Apr.  (.',  1391  ;  Apr.  9,  1509, 

Local  Oovemment 

London  Government,  See  that  title. 


Local  €k>vemment  Board 

President — Rt.  Hon.  H.  Chaplin. 
Parliamentary    Secretary/  —  Mr.    T.    W. 
Russell. 


Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Act 
Officers— Return 

Q.    Mr.    Carew;    A.    Mr.    Atkinson, 
Mar.  SO,  329. 

Local  Oovemment  (Lreland)  Act  Amend- ! 
ment  Bill  | 

Date  of  Introduction 

Q.  Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell ;  A,  Mr.  Atkin-  | 
son.  Mar.  23,  197.  I 


Local  Oovemment  (Lreland)  Provisional 
Order  (No.  1)  Bill 

c.  Standing  Orders  not  Applicable,  Mar. 
23,  166. 

Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  i 
Orders  (No.  2)  Bill 

c,  IR.*  Mar.  27.  428. 
2R.*  Apr.  //,  1050. 

Standing  Orders  not  Applicable,  Apr.  ?, 
926. 

Local  Oovemment  Orders 

Areas  of  Charge  fixed  by  prerious  Orders 


Local  Oovemment  (Scotland)  Act  (1894) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  Bill 

c.   IR.*  J/'(r.  27,\ol. 

Local  Oovemment  (Scotland)  Act  (1894) 
Amendment  (No.  3)  Bill 
c.   IR.*  Apr,  .?,  1079. 

Local  Taxation 

Government  Property  (Exemption  from 
Rates)— Petition  for  Alteration  of  Law, 
Mar.  SOy  787.    . 

({round  Rents  (Taxation  by  Local  Autho- 
rities) Petition,  Apr.  3,  1051. 

Ireland 

Collection  of  Rates— Use  of  Licensed 
Premises 
Q.  Mr.  Pinkerton  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mar,  27,  449. 

County  Council  Rates  and  Deductum 
from  Rents — Landlords  Refus- 
ing Deduction 
Q.    Mr.   J.    P.   Farrell  ;    A.   Mr. 
Atkinson,  Mar.  23,  196. 

Land  Values  Taxation  (Scotland)  Bill 
Petitions,  Mar.  22,  26  ;  Mar.  27,  430. 

Lands  Valuation  (Scotland)  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill  Petition,  Mar.  2-7,  429. 

i  Lochs 

School  Board  Election — Insufficient  Num- 
l>er   of  Electors,  P'ranchise  Griev- 
ance 
Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A .  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray, 
Mar.  27,  447. 


Empowering    Board    to    Change 
"Cillamey 
Q,    Mr.    riavin;    A 


Killamey  District  Council  Petition 

Mr.   Atkinson, 

Apr,  2,  961. 


Local   Oovemment    Provisional    Orders 
(No.  1)  Bill 
c.  IR.*  Mar,  27,  429. 
2Xi,*  Apr,3,  1050. 

Standing  Orders  Comj»lie<l  with,  Apr,  2, 
926. 

Local   Oovemment    Provisional    Orders 
(No.  2)  Bill 
e,  IR.*  Apr,  2,  928. 

Standing  Orders  not  Applicable,  Apr,  0, 
1505. 
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Lockwood,  Bt.  Hon.  Colonel  A.  H.  [Essex, 
EppingJ 

Corporal   P:inishment  Bill,  2r.,  Mar.  28, 
587,  689. 

London  NVat«r  (I'nrchase)  Bill,  *2r.,  Mar, 
29,  664,  ()65. 

Irish    Financial   DiscuKsion,  3ftrr.  22, 
18. 
St.  Alljans,  Authority  Granting  Dean  and 
Chapter  to— -Endowment,  Afar.  i^J,  717. 
South  African  War 

Medal,  Design  for — Competition,  i/ar. 

29,  686. 
Pretoria  Mint— English  Rank  Official 
assisting    Transvaal    Uovernment, 
Mar.  26,  314. 

Loder,  Mr.  O.  W.  E.  [Brighton] 

Brighton  Telegraphists — Promotvvki'A^A'^. 

3Y  ^1 
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Lodgiog  Houses  i  London  Water  (Purchase)  Bill 

Seamen's  Lodging   Houses  Regulation —  c.  2R.,  Mar,  21^  629. 

/.'^£r°\?^rP^"'ni^^®;^*^f*    t.-.  i-  postponement  ©f  second   Readin^-Insh 

^Mar.  £"32^^    '  '  Financial  Discussion.  Mar,  ??.  l5. 

London  Comity  Conncil  ^^^^^^  Water  Welsh  Snuply)  Bill 

Ralian's,  Mr.,  liesignation— Warrant  for  ^*  ^*'  ^"''-  ^^'  ^^^• 

Q.  Mr.  Flower;  ^.  Sir  R.  Webster,    London  Workhouses 
Apr.  .'*,  1523.  Number  of  Children  in 

Q,  Dr.  Farquharson  ;  A .  Mr.  <  liapliD, 

London  County  Council  (Compulsory  Pur  ^^"'*'  ^'  '^^• 

chase  of  Land)  Bill 
r.  Rep.^  Mar.  SO,  785.  '  I^^don,  Brfd^ton,  and  South  Coast  Bail 

way  Sill 

V      J       «        .     <^         .1  /«  IT*  \  ^'  ^^'  ^^^^^  Select  Committee,  J/<'r.  ^/, 

^London  County  Council  ((General  Powers)  ,  7^1. 

Bill  I  3r,*^;w.  5,  1234. 

c.  Rep.*  Apr.  0,  1389.  |  c.  iR.*  Apr.  6?,  1390. 

Xondon    County    Council     (Spitamelds  !  ^^^^^.ff^  ^^  ^^^  J<>i^t  Committee 
Market)  Bill  *^ 

c.  Rep.^  Ap^'.  tf,  1389.  I         ^^^^^^  ^^^^  Complied  with.  Mar.  A 

I 
London  County  Tramways  (No.  1)  Bill     |  London  and  North- Western  Bailway 


Order  referring  Exa^niner's  Certificate  of 
Non-compliance  with  Standing  Orders 
to  Staniliug  Orders  Committee  dis- 
charged. Mar.  22,  1. 

London  County  Tramways  (No.  2)  Bill 
c.  Rep.*  Mar.  22,  28., 


Extension  —  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes  Scheme 
q.  Mr.  Graham;  ^.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  26,  326  ;  t^.  Mr. 
Flower;  A.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley, 
Mar.  27,  444. 

London  and  San  Francisco  Bank 

Petition,  Apr,  5,  1233. 
London  Government— New  Boroughs,  etc. 

Administrative  Changes— Vestries  and  the    London   and   South   Western    Bailway 
Financial  I'rovision  after  November  '  Bill 

t.' Get^  Laurie  ;    A.    Mr.    Chaplin.  |         ''  ^'P'*  ^P^'  ^'  ^^31. 

Draft  Orderl^'in  "^Council-Substituting  j  ^^^^on  United  Tramways  Bill 
"  Town  Clerk  of  the  Borough  "  for  c.  2r.,  Mar.  27,  428. 

*•  Clerk  of  the  County  Council "  ,  Instruction  to  Com.  (Mr.  Lough),  J////. 

Q.    Mr.   Causton  ;    A.    Mr.    T.    A\ .  ->-/  4>y. 

Russell,  Ajn-.  9,  1532.  ^ 

Elections  —  Eligibility    of    Householders  '  Londonderry 

transferretl  to  another  Parish  1         ^^^  ^^^^  Contract* 

^•1    ""^-.P^J  n*^'    ^'    ^^'    <^»^Min,  I  Q    Mr.   A.  J.    Moore;  A.  Mr.  .1.  P. 

Mar.  2h,  319.  Williams.  Mar.  27,  Am  ;  ^.  Mr.  D. 

Hackney  Borough,    Order    in    Council—  [  Sullivan  ;  A.  Mr.  J.   P.  Williams 

Petition,  Api\  9,  1509.  Apr,  2,  937. 

Hammersmith  and  Kensington  Borough—  i 

Order     in     Council,     Motion    for  |  Long,  Colonel 

Address  (Gen.  Goldsworthy),  Apr.  \         Tugela  Engagement  Explanation— Publi- 
.5,  1376,  1379.  j  cation  of 

Petition,  Apr.  3,  1051.  ,  Q.  Mr.  S.  MacNeill ;  A.  Mr.    Wynd- 

Islington,  Order  in  CouncU— Motion  for  ^*™»  ^^  •  ^'  ®^"- 

AAA-^^ca  Kir'    \    Uf\U\f.\     Anf    r,     15170 


Address  (Sir  A  Kollit),  Apr.  5,  1379. 
Orders  in  Council  Presented,  Mar.  27,  418, 

431  ;  Mar.  29,  606,  679. 
Petition  for  Alteration  of  Law,  Mar.  30, 


Long,  Bt.  Hon.  "W.— President  of  Bonrth,/ 
AgriaUture  [Liverpool,  West  Derby] 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2r,  Apr.  :*, 
1539,  1549.   1560,  1567,   1573.   1599. 


787.  ;  1601,  1603,  1621. 

tect  Ira  pro 
Qts,  propose 


LaJsdon  Sea  Water  Supply  Bill 

/.Committed,  Mar.  30,781. 
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Provisions  to  Protect  IraprovementA 
of  Sitting  Tenants,  proposed.  Mar. 
«9,702. 
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IvOttg,  Bt.  Hon.  W.—ront. 

Cattle  Weicrhing  Act,  1891  —  Official 
Market  Keturns,  l*ublLshing  Weekly, 
Mar.  i^J,  179. 

Cream,  Preservatives  in,  Prosecutions 
pending  decision  of  Committees,  Apr,  J, 
1205. 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease 
Argentina 

Animals  imported  from,  Number 
slaughtered,  etc.,  Apr.  9,  1623. 

Imports  prohibited,  Apr.  J,  1366. 

Precautions  against  Introduction 
of  Disease  into  England,  Mar. 
i?J,  181. 

Norfolk,   Restrictions  in,  etc..  Mar. 
^V,  180. 

Kerry — Ordnance  Survey  Maps,  Issue  of, 
for  Sale,  Apr.  3,  1070. 


Long  Eaton  Level  Crossing 

Midland  l^dway  Company's  _.. 
Q.  Sir  W.  Foster;  /.  Mr. 
Mar.  S3,  178. 


itchie, 


J.  B.  [Armagh,  Mid] 

of  War   and    the    Ilight  of 


Lonsdale,  Mr. 

Contraband 
Search— British   Warships  at  Delagoa 
Bay  and  the  landing  of   Contraband, 
Mar.  20,  688. 

Mail  Service  to  America— Terms  of 
Arrangement  with  White  Star  Line, 
Apr.  ^,  1626. 

Looting  in  South  Africa 

See  South  African  War— Property,  De- 
struction of,  etc. 

Lord  Advocate 

lit.  Hon.  A.  G.  Murray. 

Iiord  Chancellor 
Earl  of  Halsbury. 

Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
Lord  Ashl^ourne. 

Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England 
Lord  Kus^^ell  of  Killowen. 

Lord  Privy  Seal 
Viscount  Cross. 

Lough,  Mr.  T.  [Islington,  W.] 

Finance  Bill 

Brokers    Produce    Contract   Notes, 

Mar.  er,  514. 
Chancellor      of      the     Exchequer's 

Amended  Statement— Unnecessary 

Taxation,  etc.,  Apr.  G,  1467. 
Customs- House  Clearance  on  Dutiable 

GwkIs— New  Clause,  Mar.  S9,  722, 

724. 
Income  Tax — Exemption  of  Ireland, 

Mar.  S7,  537. 
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Lough,  Mr.  '^.—eont. 

Finance  Bill— con/. 

Tea  Duty,  Mar.  SO,  373. 

Tobacco  Duty— Exemption  of  Ireland, 
Mar.  SO,  403,  404. 

Financial  Relations  between  England  and 
Ireland — Over  -  taxation  of  Ireland, 
alleged.  Mar.  S:i,  133. 

Islington  Board  of  Guardians — Refusal  to 
accept  Clerk's  Report,  Apr.  4?,  946. 

Labour  Bureaux— Issue  of  Model  Rules 
by  Labour  Department,  proposed,  Mar, 
20,  320. 

London  United  Tramways  Bill— Instruc- 
tion to  Com.,  Mar.  27,  428. 

Manacle  Rocks— Lighthouse  or  Lightship 
for,  proposed.  Mar.  29,  (399. 

Revenue  Return  for  Year  ending  Mar.  31, 
190D — Including  Receipts  of  Week  end- 
ing Mar.  31,  Apr.  0,  1404. 

South-Eastern  and  Cliathani  Railway 
Com^iany  —  Workmen's  Tickets,  Mar. 
22,  46. 

Southport  Extension  and  Tramways 
Bill,  Ck>n.,  Mar.  27,  427. 

Workmen's  Trains  in  London  Suburbs— 
Hammersmith  and  Fulhain  Vestries* 
Complaints,  Apr.  5,  1266. 

Lough  Corrib  Drainage  Works 

Millowners'  Complaints,  Amount  expended 
on  Works,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Piukerton ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  20,  712. 

Louth  County 

Land  Commission,  Appeal  Cases — Date  of 
Sitting 
Q.  Mr.  Daly ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mctr. 
29,  713. 

Lowe,  Mr.  F.  W.  [Birmingham,  Edgbaston] 

Finance  Bill — Death  Duties  and  Soldiers* 
Estates,  Mar.  29,  735. 

Lowestoft  Bailway  Bill 

Bill  withdrawn.  Mar.  2U,  629. 

Lowther,  Et.  Hon.  J.  [Kent,  Thanet] 

Blocking  Notices  —  Parliamentary  Pro- 
cedure, Crete  Instance,  etc.,  Apr.  6, 
1421. 

Finance  Bill 

Death  Duties  and  Sailors'  and 
Soldiers'  Estates,  Aj»'.  2,  965. 

Finance  System— Preferential  Treat-, 
ment  to  Trade  ^vithin  the  Empire, 
etc.,  Apr.  0, 1463. 

Tea  Duty,  Mar.  20,  387. 

Lowther,  Bt.  Hon.   J.  W.— CAatmian  of 
Committees  [Cumberland,  Penrith] 

Irish  Railway  Amalgamation  Bills— Jomt 
Comm\a««,  Apr.  5,Vi  '^A'^^^A'^'i».>aAf^> 
1244, 1245, 12A». 
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Loyd,  Mr.  A.  K.  [Berki^hire,  Abingdon] 
A^^coltnral   Holdings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  9, 
1560. 

Lanacy  Bill 

Petitions,  Apt-.  3,  1051  ;  Apr.  6',  1391. 

Lunacy  Board,  Scotland 

Chairman  —  Appointment     of    Salaried 
Chairman,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Mar.  JO,  808.   . 

Number  of  Meetings  Held,  Attendance  of 
Chairman    and  unpaid    Members, 
etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray, 
Apr.  Cfy  948. 

Retirement     of    Commissioner  —  Super- 
annuation Allowance 
Q.   Mr.    Weir;    A.    Mr.   Anstruther, 
Mar.  SO,  804. 

Lunacy  Board  (Scotland)  (Salaoies),  etc. 
Resolution  Reported,  Mar.  2.i,  141. 

Lunacy,  Board  (Scotland)  (Salaries,  etc.) 

f.  IR.*  Mar.  22,  145. 
2r.,  Apr,  2,  1009. 

Lunacy  Laboratory  Besearch 

Nature  of  Research,  Certificates,  Number 
of  Laboratories,  etc. 
q.  Mr.  J.   A.  Pease ;    A.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  29,  710. 

Lunatic  Asylums 
Ireland 

Belfast — Additional   Accommodation,  ! 
etc.  ! 

Q.  Mr.  Woltf;  A.   Mr.  Atkinson,  J 
Apr.  5,  1272.  i 

Cork  District  Lunatic  .Asvlum,  Crimi-  ' 
nal  Lunatics  transferred  to 
Q.  Mr.  Crean  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  oO,  815. 
Criminal     Lunatics,    Accommodation  ' 
for  —  County      and      Borough 
Asylums 
Q.    Mr.    Weir;    A.    Sir    M.    W.  i 
Ridley,  Mar.  2,1,  181. 
Out-nursing    of    Lunatics  —  Dr.    C.  | 
Norman's  Report  i 

Q.  Mr.  Daly  :  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  I 
Mar.  29,  713. 
Rate  in  Aid,  withheld  by  the  Treasury 
—Refunding  ! 

Q.   Mr.    W.    Redmond;    A.    Mr.; 
Atkinson,  Mar.  27,  451.  [ 

Vrivate  Lunatic  Asylums — Proprietors 
offerinj^  ('omnli^sions  to  Relieving 
Officers  , 

Q.    Sir    M.    Bhownaggree ;    A.    Mr.  • 
Chaplin,  Mar.  2U,  701.  ' 

Lurgan  Workhouse  Hospital 

Murphy,  Constable  F ,  Death  of 

(^.   Mr.  S.  Young ;  A.  Mx.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  2V,  327. 
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Lyttelton,    Mr.     A.    [Warwick   and    Lea- 
mington] 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)lBill, 
2b.,  Apr.  5,  1280. 

Macaleese,  Mr.  D.  [Monagban,  N.] 

Belfast  Poor  Law  Medical  OfBcer  acting 
as  Aldennan,  etc,  Apr.  6,  1411. 

Carrickroe  District,  Postal  Ddirery 
Delays,  Mar.  29,  712L 

Clones  Post  Office 

Area,    Number   of    Employees,  etc, 

22,  53. 

Site  for  erecting  new  Building,  Apr. 
9,  1528. 

Errigal  Truagh— Erection  of  Protestant 
National  School  on  Site  of  Evicted 
Farm,  Apr.  a,  1410. 

Monaghan  l*ost  Office 

Erection  of  New  Post  Office — Tendeift 
Apr.  6,  1409. 

Number  of  Officials,  etc.,i^ar.  ff,  53. 

Tenants  in  Towns  Improvement  (Ireland) 
Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  4,  1178. 

Macartney,  Mr.  W.  B.  —  Secretary    ie    the 
Admiralty  [Antrim,  S.] 

Contraband  of  War  and  Right  of  Search- 
British  Warships  at  Delagoa  Bay,  and 
the  landing  of  Contraband,  Mar.  29, 
689. 

"  Deutschland  "  at  Portsmouth — Cheers 
for  the  Boers,  alleged..  Mar.  2£,  84. 

Queen's  Visit  to  Ireland  —  Channel 
Squadron,  provisioning,  Irish  I'roduce, 
^lar.  2:i,  174. 

Seamen  and  Stokers,  Short  Ser\ice  Men- 
Kate  of  Wages,  Mar.  29,  690. 

Transport  Service 

"  Cornwall."  Commisf;ariat  on — Treat- 
ment of  Imperial  Yeomanry,  Mar. 
29,  690. 

"Dunera"  neaped  for  three  days  in 
Port  Talbot,  alleged— Authority 
responsible  for  Report,  Mar.  2i*, 
690. 

Foreign  Seamen  on  Transports— 
"  Caspian,"  etc..  Mar.  SO,  790,  820, 
825. 


M'Arthur,  Mr.  C.  [  Liverpool  ■Exchange] 
Cable    ('(>minunication  —  Liverpool    and 
ITnited  Staten  and  the  Continent,  time 
occupied  in  transmission,  etc.,   Apr.  S, 
1269. 

Lighthouses,  Progress  in  Constmction  of, 
in  the  Red  Sea,  Mar.  22,  40. 

Navy— Seamen   and  StokerK.    Short   Ser- 
vice men,  Hate  of  Wa«;es,  Mar.  29.  G90. 


M'Arthur,     Mr. 

AustellJ 


W.     A.  '  [Cornwall,    St. 


Hamilton  Palace  (hardens— Key  ter.anciet. 
Mar.  t;0,\SYi.. 
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M'Oalmont,  CoL  J.  [Antnm,  E] 
Militia 

Army  Officers  serving  in— Rate  of 
Pay,  etc.,  Mar.  a?,:',  35. 

Officers'  Gratuities— Adjutants  and 
Quartermasters,  Mar.   J  J,  39. 

M'ahee,  Mr.  B.  [Louth,  S.] 

TelejjraphiHta— Free  Medical  Attendance. 
Mar.  26,  325. 

Maclver,  Mr.  D.  [Liverpool,  Kirkdale] 

Private  Bill  Le^slation  (Ireland),  Apr.  3, 
1170. 

Mclver,  Sir  L.  [Edinburgh,  W.] 

Indian  Famine — Inquiry  into  Causes  and 
Preventive  Measures,  etc.,  Apr.  J,  1091. 

•  '    Wire  Nippers— Number  sent  to  the  Front, 
-  .  etc.,  Mar.  'Jii,  31. 

M'Kenna,  Mr.  B.  [Monmouth,  N.] 
ttuc.  Cape  Railway  Management— Public  Re- 
cognition of  Services  of    Ciiief  Traffic 
Manager,  etc.,  Apr.  0,  1516. 

ho    Military    Schools— Percentage     of    Boys 
Joining  the  Army,  Mar.  26,  317. 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill, 
2r.,  Apr.  J,  1341. 

Reservists'  Pensions — Counting  Service  in 
Sections  A,  B,  C,  or  D,  etc.,  Apr.  J, 
1257. 

South  Wale-§  Borderers  Volunteers,  Insub- 
ordination—Cases of  John  Garland  and 
Tom  Phelps,  Apr.  ^2,  934. 

McLaren,  Mr.  C.  P.  B.  [Leicester,  lk)sworth] 
€rovemment  Securities,  Dates  of  Payment 
of   Dividends — Ancient    Quarter  days. 
Mar,  30,  799. 

Maclean,  Mr.  J.  M.  [Cardiff] 

Army  Commissions,  Offer  of  to  the  Colonies 
— Cost  of  Living  in  the  Army,  etc.. 
Mar.  £6,  314. 

India 

Condition  of— Inquiry  into  Causes  of 
Famine,  etc.,  Apr.  3,  1106.  {For 
details  nee  Ifidia. ) 

Countervailing  Duties  Act,  Amount 
of  Revenue  yielded,  etc..  Mar.  26, 
318. 

Forces  in  South  Africa— Casualties, 
etc..  Mar.  ^6,  312. 

MacNeill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.  [Donegal,  S.] 

Army  Contracts— Qualifications  of  Direc- 
tors* Staff,  Inspection  of  Stores,  etc., 
Apr.  2,  938. 

Blocking  Notices — Mr.  H.  Wilson's  Notice 
of  Motion,  Mar.  S9,  680. 

Charitable  Loans  (Ireland)  Bill,  date  of 
Com.  Mar.  29,  780. 

Contempt  of  Court  Committals— Legisla- 
tion, itfar.  27,  441. 
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MacNeill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.-cont 

Oomwell  Statue,  Erection  of  within  the 
Precincts  of  the  Palace  of  Westminster, 
Mar.  30,  915. 

Death  Duties  —Evasions,  Estates  of  great 
value,  etc.,  Mnr.  20,  699. 

Finance  Bill- -Exemj)t ion  of  Ireland  from 
Tea  Duty,  etc.,  Mar.  20,  344. 

Judge  A<lvocate  (xeneral.  Office  of — 
Parliamentary  Criticism,  etc. ,  Mar.  27 1 
440. 

Postmaster  CJeneral — Duke  of  Norfolk's 
Successor,  Appointing  Minister  with 
seat  in  House  of  Commons,  etc..  Mar, 
20,  694  ;  Mar.  30,  818. 

Questions  in  the  House — Questions  em- 
bodying matter  of  opinion.  Mar.  22,^1. 

South  African  War 

Kimberlev.  Sie^e  of —Mr.  Rhodes  and 
Col.  Kelcewich,  Ditference*  between, 
etc..  Mar.  23,  170;  Mar.  26,  311  ; 
Mar.  27,  433. 

Methuen,    Lord— Magersfontein    En- 
gagement 
Despatches 

Delay  in  writing.  Mar.  22,  29. 

Omissions — Drafting  of  De- 
spatches, Alterations  sug- 
gested by  Commander-in- 
Chief,  Mar.  23,  173. 

Withholding  from  Publica- 
tion Original  Communica- 
tion dated  4th  Jan.,  Mar. 
29,  634. 

Gouch,  Col.,  and  Lord  MetRuen, 
Afar.  22,  28;  Mar.  23,  172; 
Mar.  29,  684. 

Wauchope,  Gen.,  and  Lord 
Methuen  —  Difference  of 
Opinion  on  the  Contemplated 
Operations,  etc..  Mar.  22,  29 ; 
Mar.  23,  172  ;  Mar.  27,  434. 

Methnen's,  Lord,  Command,  Apr.  2, 
937. 

Military  Law,  Administration  of-- 
Judge  Advocate  General's  Appoint- 
ments, etc..  Mar.  26,  309. 

Pretoria  Mint— English  Bank  Official 
assisting  Transvaal  Government, 
Mar.  26,  315. 

Stormberg  Engagement— Gen.  Gat- 
acre's  Despatcn,  Lord  Roberts's 
Strictures  on — Action  of  the  War 
Office,  Mar.  23,  170. 

Tugela  Engagement  —  Col.  Long's 
Explanation,  Publication  of,  Apr.  2, 
937. 

White,  Sir  G.— War  Office  Treatment 
of,  Attempts  to  Supersede,  etc.. 
Mar.  29,  688,  ^;>r.  2,  93o. 

Macroom 

Sittings  of  Sub-Commissioners 

Q.  Dr.  Tanner ;  A.  Mr,  ktjtsLv&asii^^ 
Mar.  23,\^^« 
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Maddison,  Mr.  [Sheffield,  Brightside] 

Finance  Bill — Death  Duties  and  Soldiers' 

and  Sailors'  Estates,  Mar.  09^  741 ;  Apr. 

2,  961. 
Naval  Kesene  (Mobilisation)    Bill,  2k.) 

Apr.  6,  1486. 
Pro- Boer  Meetings — Margate Distnrbancc, 

Damage  done  to  Mr.  PowelFs  Property, 

Mar.  J9.  691. 
liailwavs  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill, 

2R.,  Apr.  J,  1289. 


I 


Mafeking 

See  South  African  War. 

Magazine  Rifles 
iSfe  Rifles. 

Magersfontein  Engagement 

S€t'  South  African  War— Methuen,  etc. 

Magistrates  and  Justices  of  tlie  Peace 
Army    Contractors,    Miiiconduct  of— Mr. 
Unden^'ood  as  Justice  of  Peace 
Q.  Mr.   Hou-ell :  A.  Sir  R.  Webster, 
Apr.  S.  I0>56u 
Ireland — Chairmen  of  County  and  District 
Councib — Restoring    Commissions 
of  the  Peace  to 
Q.  Mr.  FUvin :  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Apr.  J^  1076. 

Maidenhead  QasBiU 

I.  h\p.*Apr.X  123a. 
CW.»  Apr.  IK  lo«L 

MailSwrice 

America— Terms   of    Arrangement    with  i 
White  Star  Line  j 

V>.  Mr.  Lousilale  ;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther,  I 
Apr.  :k  \:y>6. 

AttA^traUan  Mail  Steamers — Fremantle  as 
IVrt  ot  Call 
(,>,   Mr.  Hogan:  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain, Apr.  ',K  li'ViO. 


Manacles  Bock 

Lightship  or  Lighthouse  for 

Q.  Mr.  H.  WUson  ;  A.  Mr. 
Ritchie,  Mar.  37,  442;  Q.  Mr. 
Lon^'h  ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mar.  if/, 
699.' 

Manchester 

Hulme  Barracks,  Condemned  for  Sanitary 
reasons,  alleged 
Q.   Mr.   Drage;    A.   Mr.  Wyndham, 
Mar.  29,  696. 

Postmen-  -Good  Conduct  Stripes 

Q.  Mr.  Schwann ;  A.  Mr.  Hanhurv, 
Mar.  22,  50. 

Railwav    Couplings    Accident — Railwap 
(Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill 
Q.   Mr.   Schwann;    A.    Mr.   Ritchie, 
May.  ?r,  442. 

Manchester  Ship  Canal  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from   Select  Committee,  Apr.  ^, 
1045. 
.3r.*  Apr.  6*,  1382. 
c.  IR.*  Apr.  9,  1507. 


Manchester     and     Liverpool     Electric 
Express  Bailway  Bill 
Petition  referred  to  Examineis,  Apr.  6; 
1387. 


Manchuria 

Russian  Activity  in  China,  etc. 
(h.    Mr.    J.   Walton,   Mar. 
Mr.  Buchanan,  871 ;   Mr. 
882  ;  Sir  E.  (irey,  890. 


SO,  8o0; 
Brodrick, 


MaUs  I 

C^n^sorsJiip  of,  in  Sinuh  Africa,  Authority 
e\eri»ising 
(,>.   Mr.  J.  Ellis;  .1.   Mr.  Wyndham, 
Apr.  ,'.933. 

Malcolm,  Mr.  J.  [Surtolk,  Stowmarket] 

China     BritUtli  iVmmercial  and  Political 
lutoix»?it8,    Poliov  of   the   Government, 
etc.»  Mar.  oV.  901. 
Roman  i\ithoUc  I'nivorsity,  Ireland,  Mar. 


MaUow 

Laud  Sub-CV^nnuiskiiou  Sittings 
().   Mr.    Flvim;    A.    Mr. 
.Mar.  ,^*/UU. 


Atkinson, 


Malt 

Manufacture  of  l»et*r 

l)el>Hto  on  the  Finance  Bill,  Mar.  :?7 
475. 
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Mantiirin,  Mr. 

Belfast    Telegrajihist — Inability    to   pads 
Efficier.cv  Bjir 
Q.  Mr.  P.  OBrien  ;  A.  Mr.  Hanburv, 
Apr.  C,  1409. 

Maps 

China — Russian  Concessions 

O.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  JO,  851. 

Kerry— Ordnance  Maps 

Q.  Mr.  Flavin  ;    A.  Mr.  Long,  Apr.  S, 
1070. 

Publishing  with  Blue-books — China 

Q.  Mr.    F.    Begg;  A.    Mr.    Brodrick. 
Apr.  J,  1262. 

Maple,  Sir  J.  B.  [Camberwell,  Duhvich] 
Coal  Mines  (Prohibition  of  Child  Labour 
Underground)  Bill.  2R,,  Mar.  S2,  147, 
148. 

Margate 

Pro- Boer  Riots — Damage  to  Mr.  Powell*? 
Property 
Q.  Mr.    Maddison:    A.   Sir  M.    W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  ?9,  691. 

Marine  Insurance  Bill 
Date  of  Introduction 

Q.  Mr.   Warr;  .(.  Mr.  A.  J.  Rilfoor, 
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Artillery — Sonth  African  War,   Employ- 
ment of  Marines  as  Infantry  Escorts 
to  Naval  Guns 
Q.  Sir  J.   Colomb;  A.   Mr.  Goschen, 
Apr.  6*,  1398. 

Royal  Reserve  Battalions,  Eligibility  of 
Marines 
Q,  Com.  Young;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Apr,  J,  1266. 

Maork  IV.  Ammnxiition 

South   African    War — Withdrawal    from 
British  Forces 
Q.   Mr.  Flynn ;    A.   Mr.   Wyndham 
Apr.  3y  1054. 

"Maxk  Twain" 

Copyright  Bill—*'  Mark  Twain's"  offer  to 
give  evidence 
0.  Lord  Monkswell,  Mar.  29,  607. 

Market  Weighton  Drainage  and  Naviga- 
tion BOl 

c.  Rep.*  Mar.  S3,  166. 
Con.*  Mar.  SO,  784. 
3r.*  J»r.5,  1049. 

/.  IB.*  Apr.  5,  1234. 

Marlborough  House 

Vote  for,  Mar.  30,  905. 

Martial  Law  in  South  Africa 
See  South  African  War. 

Maxwell,  Bt.  Hon.  Sir  H.  E.  [Wigton] 
Militia  Medical  Staff  Corps  Pay,  Mar.  2iB, 
38. 

Meath 

County  Council  Secretaryship— Delay  in 
Appointment 
Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  ^.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Apr.  9,  1531. 

Main  Roads— Urban  Council's  Appeal  and 
the  Local  Government  Board 
Q.  Mr.    Gibney ;    A.  Mr.    Atkinson, 
Mar.  22,  58. 

Medals 

South  African  War,  Stz  that  title. 

Medical  Officers,  Ireland 

Poor   Law   Medical   Officers    acting    as 
Aldermen 
Q.  Mr.  Macaleese ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Apr.  6,  1411. 

Medical  Service 

See  titles  Army  and  South  African  War. 

Mellor,  Et.  Hon.  J.  W.  [York,  W.Il., 
Sowerby] 

London  Water  (Purchase)  Bill,  2r.,  Mar. 
29,  652. 

Military  I^w  in  South  Africa,  Administra- 
tion of — Deputy  Judge  Advocate,  etc., 
Mar.  :?6,  308. 

€3 


SESSION  1900.  [Mar—Met 

Mar.  22-  -April  9. 

Members  of  Parliament 
Free  Postage  Proposal 

Q.   Col.   Welby ;  A.   Mr.   Hanbury, 
Apr.  6, 1407. 


Mendip,  Lord 

Sat  First  in  Parliament  after  the  death  of 
his  kinsman,  Apr.  6, 1381. 

Menstone  Water  (Transfer)  Bill 
e.  2r.»  Apr.  2,  927. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Mar.  2(J> 
306. 

Merchant  Shipping 

"Aid  worth  "—Conveyance   of   Animals, 
Order  relating  to,  Presented,  Mar,  22,  5. 

Certificates,  Delay  in  Restoring  Certifi- 
cate—Case of  Mr.  Milne 
Q.   Mr.   G.  Bowles;  A.  Mr.  RitchiCi 
Apr.  6,  1405. 

Colour  Tests,  Report,  Mar.  30,  782,  788. 

Continuous  Discharge,  Report   of  Com- 
mittee, Apr.  9,  1511. 
Excursion  Steamers— Excluding  from  Pro- 
visions of  503rd  Section  of  Act  of 
1894 
Q.  Mr.  Tritton ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie,  Apr. 
5,  1267. 
Foreign  Seamen   on  British  Transports,: 
iSec  Transport  Service. 

Live     Stock,    Transport     of— Contracts 
absolving  Shipowners    from   Legal 
Liabilities 
Q.  Mr.   Field;  u4.  Mr.  Ritchie,  .¥«/-. 

^^',  49. 

Masters',  Mates',  etc.,  Certificates  of  Com- 
petency—lietum  Ordered  (Captain  Sin- 
clair), Mar.  29,  680. 
Seamen's  Lodging  Houses  Regulations- 
Towns  ^opting  Bye- Laws 
Q.   Mr.  Pickeragill ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie, 
Mar.  26,  321. 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill 
e.  IR.*  Mar.  26,  416. 

Merchant  Shipping    (Liability  of  Ship- 
owners) Bill 
c.  Rep.*  Apr.  3,  1077. 

Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  Bill 
/.  Rep.*  Mar.  22,  2. 
8R.*.Var.  27,  417. 
c  IR.*  Mar.  29,  720. 

Mersey  Bailway  Bill 

I.  Committed,  ^/ar.  /?,  2. 

Methuen,  Lord 

See  South  African  War. 

Metropolitan  Boroush& 

Sec  LonAon  UoveTm\\«uV» 


Met^Mil] 


INDEX 

Mar,  22— April  9. 
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Metropolitan  Cattle  Market  1 

Accounts  Presented,  Mar.  :'S,  546 ;  Mar. 
20,  006. 

Metropolitan  Common   Scheme  (Peters- 
nam)  Provisional  Order  Bill 

c.  2r.*  Mar.  t],  16G. 

Standing  Orders  not  Applicable,  Mar. 
2.d,  9. 

Metropolitan  District  Bailway  Bill 

Petition  Referred  to  Examiners,  Mar.  25, 
166. 

Report  Referred  to  Select  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders,  Mar.  27,  427. 

Standing  Orders  to    be  dwpenseii  with, 

Apr.  S,  1050.    ' 
Standing  Order  Complied  with,  Apr.  J, 

1237. 

Metropolitan  Police 

Ex-Soldiers    joining    tlie   Royal    Reserve 
BatUiUons 
Q.  Mr.  Steadman  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Collings, 
Apr.  />,  1257. 

Metropolitan  Water  Companies  Bill 

Provii^ions  Constituting  Public  Bill 

0.    The    Speaker  —  Bill    withdra\>Ti, 
Mar,  :?0,  678. 

Middlemore,  Mr.  J.  T.  [Birmingham,  N.] 
Explosive  or  Expansive  Ballets,  Use  of, 
by  British  Troops  in  South  Africa,  Mar. 
2Sy  171. 

Midland    Great    Western    Bailway    of 
Ireland  Bill 
Joint  Committee,  Mar.   29,  602  ;  Mar.  30, 
786;  Apr.  J,  P239 ;  A  in-.  6\  1383. 

Midland  Bailway 

Long  Eaton  Level  Crossing 

Q.  Sir  W.    Foster:   A.  Mr.    Ritchie, 
Mar.  ej,  178. 


Midland  BaUway  Bill 

e.  B^'p.*  Apr.  J,  1250. 

Midleton,  Lord 


Ballinacurra  Foreshore  Rights,  See  that 
title. 

Midwives  Bill 

f.  Rep.  from  Standing  Com.  on  Law,  Mar. 
^7,  456. 

Petitions,  Mar.  ,V,  26  ;  .Mar.  .'i,  167  ;  Mar. 
9S»  W5  ;  Apr.  J,  929. 

* 

Midwives  [Expenses] 

Bt^Holution  Con.   in  Com.,  Mar.  22,  IA5  ; 
Mar.  M,  2t>9. 

Military  Drill  in  Schools 
lhUU\  Mar.  .^(^  831. 


Military  Lands  Provisional  Order  Bill 
/.  2R.*  Mar.  27,  418. 
Hep.*  Mar.  29,  601. 
3R.*3far.  ^0,782. 
Royal  Assent,  Apr.  9,  1504,  1509. 

Military  Law 

South  African  War,  See  that  title. 

Military  Schools 

Percentiu;e  of  Boys  joining  the  Army 
Q.  Mr.  M^Kenna;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Mar.  2fJ,  317. 

Militia 

Bounty — Re-enlistment  of    Time-expired 
Men,  Payment  of  Bounty  on  A^m- 
bly  of  Battalion 
Q.  Gen.  Laurie  ;  A .  Mr.   Wyndham, 
Apr.  3,  1059. 

Ireland 

Counihan,  Timothy,  Case  of 

Q.  Mr.  Healv;  A.  9dr.  J.  P. 
Williams,  Mar.  50,  795. 

Deputy  Lieutenants  —  Return  Pre- 
sented, .Mar.  29,  680;  Mar.  50, 
783. 

South  Cork  Militia— Non-Payment  of 
Bounty 
Qs.  Mr.  M.  Healy  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  P. 
Williams,  Mar.  22, 38  ;  Mar.  2S 
175. 

Medical  Staff  Corps— Pay  of  Privates 
Q.  Sir  H.  Maxwell ;   A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Mar.  22,  38. 

Officers 

Disembodiment    llounty    of     £100— 
Adjutants'  and  C^uartemiasterB' 
Gratuity 
Q.    Col.    McCalmont;    A.    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  22,  39. 

Gratuities— Date  of  Payment 

Q.  Dr.  Farquharson ;  A.  Mr. 
Wyndham,  Apr.  9,  1516. 

Pay  of  Officers  who  had  served  in  the 
Army — Deductions  for  Gratui- 
ties, etc. 
Q  Col.  McCalmont;  A.  Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  22,  '^5 ;  Q. 
Com.  Young;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Mar.  23,  174. 

Os.  Lord  Raglan,  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne,  Mar.  29,  623. 

Supersession  of,  in  South  Africa 

Os.  Lord  Raglan,  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne,  Mar.  27,  425  ;  Mar. 
29,  625. 

Regulations,  Publication  of 

Q.  Mr.  Lambert;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Apr.  9,  1516. 

Sergeant  -  Majors  —  Status,  Pay,   Allow- 
ances etc. 
Q.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Mar.  27,  436. 

Statistics 

Q.  Lord  Raglan  ;     A .    Marquess    of 
\  \ia.TV9Aa7?Tvfc,  Afar,  '^^  425. 
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Hilne,  Mr. 

Chief   Officer  of  Steamship   *| Daniel"— 
Delay  in  restoring  Certificate 
Q.  Mr.  G.    IJowles;  A.  Mr.   Ritchie, 
Apr.  6,  1405. 

Milwaxd,  Col.  V.  [Warwick,  Stratford-upon- 
Avon] 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2u.,  Apr.  5, 
1619. 


Monkswoll,  Lord 

Copvri«'ht     Bill 


rntif. 
I^ostponement  of   2r., 


China  and  the  **  Open-door '*  Policy— Co- 
operation of  United  States  with  Great 
Britain,  Papers  relating  to,  Apr.  J,  1063. 

Contraband  of  War — Portuguese  Officials 
and  the  T^anding  of  Contraband  at 
Delagoa  Bay,  Apr,  2,  943. 

Finance  Bill— Tea  Duty,  Mar.  S6,  375. 

Su-ar  Bounties,  Abolition  of-Attitude  of   Monteagle  of  Brandon,  Lord 
France,  Apr.  5, 1262.  ^-•'•**  w.;i«»«-.  A«,„i..«.««f,. 


)pyrjglit     isiiN, 
Alftr.  Jfi,  303. 
Youthful  Otteiulers  Bill,   3i{.,     Mar,   £^, 
422,  423. 

Monmoutlishiro 

Workhouses,  Excess  of  Afcoinmodation — 
Keducing  Number  or   Workhouses 
projioaea 
Q.  CoJ.  Piyce-Jones;  A.  Mr.   T.  W. 
Bussell,  Apr.  :\  946. 


Montagu,  Sir    8.  [Tower  Hamlets,    White- 
c)ia|>elj 

London     Water     (l*urcha.se)    Bill,      2r., 
Mar.  29,  664,  665. 


Mines 

Coal  Mines  (Prohibition  of  Child  Lalvour 
Underground)  Bill,  See  that  title. 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Acts  Amendment 
Bill,  See  that  title. 

Gene  al  Report  and  Statistics — Foreign 
anil  Colonial  Statistics  Presented,  Mar. 
;?6',  303. 

Report  for  1899  Presented,  Apr.  9,  1502, 
1510. 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill 

Petitions,  Mar.  27,  430 

Molly,  Mr.  B.  C.  [King's  Co.,  Birr] 

Iriph  Railway  Amalgamation  Bills— »/oin^ 
Com.,  Apr.  5,  1241,   1244,  1249. 

Monaghan 

Post  Office 

Erection  of  New  Post  Office,  Tenders 
Q.  Mr.  Macaleese ;  A.  Mr.  Han- 
bury,  Apr.  <?,  1409. 

Number  of  Officials,    Sanitary  Con- 
dition, etc. 
Q.   Mr.  Macaleese;  A.  Mr.  Han- 
bury,  Mar.  22,  53. 

Money-lending  Bill 

/.  3r.  Mar  22,  5. 
c.  IR.*  Mar.  e9,  719. 

Petition,  Apr.  3,  1051. 

Monitors,  Lish 

Civil  Service  Appointments 

Q.    Mr.    P.    O'Brien;    A.    Mr.    An- 
struther,  Apr.  9,  1529. 

Monk,  Mr.  C.  J.  [Gloucester] 

County  Courts  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  3,  1174, 
1175. 

Monkswell,  Lord 

Copyright  Bill,  2r.,  Mar.  29,  606, 609. 
Copyright  (Artistic)  Bill,  2R.,  Mar.  29,  610. 
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Irish  Railway  Amalgamation  Bills,  J<nnt 

Com.,  Mar.  29,  603,  605. 
Public  Libraries  Bill,  Com.,  Mar.  23,  152, 

154. 

Monuments 

Ancient  Monumente  Protection  Bill,  See 
that  title. 

Moon,  Mr.  E.  E.  P.  [St.  Pancras,  N.] 

China— British  Commercial  and  Political 
Interests,  Policy  of  the  Government, 
etc.,  Mar.  30,  868. 

Football  in  Regent's  Park  and  Primrose 
Hill — Extending  Season,  Mar,  29,  711. 

Mooney,  Mr. 

Assault  Case— Bringing  before  Notice  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor 
Q.  Mr.   W.  Johnston  ;  ^.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr.  5,  1273. 

Moore,  Mr.  A.  J.  [Londonderry] 

Army  Shirt  Contracts  and  the  London- 
derry Firms,  Mar.  27,  436. 

Roman  Catholic  University  Education — 
Colonial  Reportn,  Mar.  23,  186. 

Moore,  Mr.  W.  [Antrim,  N.] 

Finance  Bill— Soldiers'  and  Sailors*  Es- 
tates and  the  Death  Duties,  Apr,  2, 
963. 

Moray  Firth 

Foreign  Trawlers  in,  Number  of  Days  on 
which  Trawlers  were  observed 
Q.    Mr.   Weir ;  A.   Mr.   G.   Murray, 
Apr.  3,  1068. 

More,  Mr.  B.  J.  [Shropshire,  Ludlow] 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr,  9, 

1588. 
Finance  BUI— Beer  Duty,  Mar,  27,  495. 

Morecambe     Urban     District     Oooncil 

(Qas)  BiU 
e.  Con,*  Mar.  26,  ^OQ, 

3R.*  Mar,  29,  628. 
I,  ilL*  Mar.  30,  W^. 


Mor— Mur] 


Morgan,  Mr.  J.  L.  [Carmarthenshire,  W.] 
Corporal  Piini«hment  Bill,  2r.,  Mar.  28, 
555,  658,  571,  572. 

Vagrants,  Corporal  Punishment  in  Prisons, 
Mar.  x7,  441. 

Morley,   Eaxl  oi^Chalrman  of  Cmnmittees 
Dublin     Corporation    Bill   and    Clontarf 
Urban  District  Council  Bill,  Joint  Com., 
Mar.  22,  3. 

Irish  Railways  Amalgamation  Bills,  Jo//i^ 
C<ym.y  Mar.  29,  602,  604,  605. 

Municipal  Trading,  Joint  Com.,  Mar,  22, 
8. 

Public  Libraries  Bill,  Ciww.,  Mar,  2S,  152. 

Morley,  Et.  Hon.  J.  [Montrose,  etc.] 

Koman  Catholic  University,  Ireland,  Mar. 
23,292. 

Morley  Ck>rporation  Bill 

/.  Bep.  from  Committee  of  Selection,  Apr. 
5,  1234  ;  Apr.  9, 1502. 
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Mar.  22— J^^'il  9.  - 

Murphy,'Con8table  F. 

Death  of,  in  Lurj^an  Workhouse  Hospital 
Q.    Mr.  S.  Young  ;  .1.  Mr.  Atkinson. 
Mar.  2tj,  327. 


Motherwell  Water  Bill 

/.  Bep.  from  Select  Committee,  Mar, 


I 


es. 


149. 

3n.*  Mar.  SO,  1S2.  \ 

c.  IR.*  Apr.  J,  029.  I 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  9,  \ 
1505.  j 

Mountain  Ash  Water  Bill 

/.   Rep.   from  Select  Committee,  Api\  2,  i 
917. 
3r.*  Apr.  6',  1382.  ' 

c.  \^.*  Apr.  9,  1507. 

Mullingar 

County  Court  House— Sub-Sheriff's  Office  j 
marked  **  Private,"  etc. 
q.  Mr.  T.  B.  Curran ;  ^.  Mr.  Atkin-  I 
son.  Mar.  30,  814.  I 

Drainage  System,  Defective  System  ; 

Q.   Mr.  D.  Sullivan  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin-  | 
son.  Mar.  27,  448. 

Rifle    Range    Extension— Acquisition    of  j 


Range 
Land 

Q.  Mr.    D.  Sullivan 
ham,  Apr.  5, 1260. 


A.  Mr.  Wynd- 


Municipal  Trading 

Appointment  of  Joint  Committee 

Os.  Earl  of  Morley,  Earl  of  Wemyss, 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  Mar.  22,  8. 

Message  to  the  Lords,  Apr.  6,  1384. 

Motion    (Mr.  Anstruther),  Mar.   ^9, 
757  ;  Apr.  J,  1343. 

Petition   for    appointment    of    Select 
Committee,  Mar.  23,  150. 

Tramway**,  Construction  of,  beyond  Limits 
of  Districts 
Q.    Mr.     Jeffreys;    ^.  Mr.     A.    J. 
Balfour,  A2yi\S,  1067. 
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Murray,  Edward 
Case  of 

Qs,  Mr.  Flvnn  ;  Mr.  W.  licdmona : 
As.  Mr.  'r.  W.  Russell,  Mar.  .in^ 
811. 

Murray,  Mr.  C.  J.  [Coventry] 

Volunteer  —  Building,  etc.,  Loans,  In- 
creased Kate  of  Interest,  Apr,  .9,  1517. 

Murray,  Biffht  Hon.  A.  Q.—Lord  Adn^at^ 
[Buteshire] 

Aberdeenshire  Fisheries,  Migration  of 
Fishing  Population  for  want  of  Fishery 
Harbours,  etc..  Mar.  29,  711. 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  u, 
1613. 

Collieston  Harbour -Migration  of  fisher- 
men, alleged,  for  want  of  Harbour 
Accommoiiation,  Mar,  SO,  807. 

Congested  Districts  Board  —Facilities  for 
developing  home  Industries,  Breedin;; 
of  Stock,  etc.  Distribution  of  Infonna- 
tion,  Mar.  SO,  806. 

Crofters  and  Cottars,  Migrations  of,  from 
Congested  Districts,  Mar.  30,  806. 

Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland) 
Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  2,  990,  992,  994. 

Education  Expenditure — Return,  Mar.  -in 

808. 

Fine  or 
Statute 
187. 

Fishery  Board  Rei>ort— Date  of  Is«uo. 
Mar.  27,  Ul. 

Fishery  Cruisers— New  Cruiser,  Delay  in 
Advertising  for  Tenders,  Mar.  27,  446. 

Henderson,  L.— Offer  of  Reward  for  In- 
formation leading  to  arrest,  Mr.  I^w's 
claim,  Apr.  9,  1524. 

Lighthouses,  Minor  Lights,  sita-<  of— 
Decision  of  the  Congested  Districts 
Board,  Mar.  23,  187. 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Act  (1894) 
Amendment  Bill,  2r.  Apr.  6,  1499. 

Lochs  (Lewis)  School  Board  Election,  In- 
sufficient Number  of  Klectors,  Fran- 
chise Grievance,  Mar.  27,  447. 

Lunacy  Board  Meetings— Number  held. 
Attendance  of  Chairman  and  anpai«I 
Members,  etc.,  Apr.  2,  948. 

Lunacy  Board  (Scotland)  (Salaries,  etc.) 
Resolution,  Mar.  2d,  142,  144. 

Lunacy  Board  (Scotland)  (Salaries,  etc.) 
Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  2,  1009,  1028,  1031. 

Police  Neffligence,  alleged  Case  «f 
Laurence  Henderson,  Mar.  o(f,  805. 

Private  Bill  Legislation — General  Orders 
aud  Seale  of  tees.  Date  of  issue,  Apr.  >, 


Imprisonment      Act  —  Iiule<. 
in    operation,    efc.    Mar.    .'./. 


Vol.  8L]  SESSION    1900. 

Mar.  22— }4]jnl  9. 

Murray,  Bight  Hon.  A.  Q.—coiit.  ^  Navy  -^omA 

Ruling  as  Chairman  of  Committees  , 

Kedacbion   of  Appropriations-in-Aid, 
Mar,  30,  910.  | 

Trawling  , 

Bye-law — Imposing  heavier  penalties, 

Apr.  i?,  947. 
Moray  Firth,  Foreign  Trawlers  in  — 

Return,  Apr.  J,  10«9.  : 

Number  of  Convictions,  etc.,  Mnr.  27.  ' 

446. 


[Mur-Nav 


National  Debt 

Annuities,  Revising  Scale  of  Payments — 
Persons  above  80  years  of  age 
Q.  Mr.   Rankin ;    A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  22,  49. 

National  Prosperity  I 

Chancellor  of  the  Excliequer* s  Amended  ' 

Statement,  Apr.  0,  1452.  | 

I 

National  Schools 

Errigal  Truagh— Erection    of   School  oa 
Site  of  Evicted  Farm 
Qs.  Mr.  Macaleese,  Captain  Donelan  ; 
As.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Apr.  6',  1410. 

National  Teachers,  Ireland 

Ardstraw    Assistant    School     Teacher- 
Arrears  of  Salary 
Q.  Serjeant  Hemphill ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr.  3,  1073. 

Salaries — Date  of  Payment 

Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Apr.  c9, 1531. 

Naval  Beserve  Volunteers 

Calling  out,  See  Debate  on  Naval  Reserve 
(Mobilisation)  Bill,  Apr.  2,  1043. 

Naval  Beserve  (Mobilisation)  Bill 
e.  2r.,  Apr.  2,  1043 ;  Apr.  6,  1473. 

Naval  Volnnteers 

Durban  Naval  Volunteers,  Official  Rela- 
tionship to  Koyal  Navy — Services 
rendered  in  South  Africa,  General 
Buller's  and  Captain  Jones's  De- 
spatches, etc. 
Q.  Sir  J.  Colomb ;  A.  Mr.  Goschen,  I 
Apr.  6\  1394. 

Naval  Works  Acts 

Accounts  Presented,  Mar.  22,  27.  ■ 

I 
Navy 

First  Lord—Rt.   Hon.  G.   J.   Goschen.  i 

Lord    of  the    Admiralty — Mr.  Austen  i 

Chamberlain.  i 

Secretary — Mr.  W.  E.  Macartney.  ' 

Accountant  Branch— Conceptions  granted  i 
to  Engineers  extending  to  Account-  i 
ant  Branch 
Q.  Captain  Donelan  ;  A,  Mr.  Goschen, 
Apr.  G,  1403. 
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Army  and  Navy   Investment  Trust  Bill, 
Sex  that  title. 

Channel    Stiuadron,    Provisioning   during 
Queen's   Visit     to    Ireland  —  Irish 
Produce 
Q.    Capt.   Done'an  ;  A.  Mr.   Maoiirt- 
ney,  ^lar.  *3,  173. 

Contracts 

Armour  Plate    Contracts     -  Amount 
Expended     in     England      and 
Scotland 
Qs.  Mr.  Weir,  Mr.    Flavin  ;    .1^. 
Mr.  Goschen,  Mar.  /;,  438. 

Comparative  Outlay  in  the  Tliree 
Kingdoms,  Se^  Financial  Relation.'^, 
England  and  Ireland. 

Fraudulent    Contractors— Committee 
of  Inc^uiry 
Qs.  Major  Ra?ch,  Mr.  J.   RurnK  ; 
As.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mar.  20, 
316. 

Cordite,  Spontaneous  Combustion  -  -  Ex- 
plosion on  H.M.S.  **  Revenge" 
Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  A.  Mr.  (losohen, 
Apr.  2,  942. 

Delagoa  Bay,  Naval  Ships  at — Search  for 
Contraband,  etc. 
Qs.  Mr.    Lonsdale,    Mr.  G.  Bowles ; 
As.  Mr.  Macartney,  Mar.  2'J,  688. 

Despatches    of    Naval    Brigades    acting 
ashore  with  Military  Forces — Pub- 
lication of  Regulations 
Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;   A.  Mr.  Goschen, 
Mar.  26,  309. 

Greenwich  Naval  College  —Naval  Hi^^tory 
Lecturer's    Salary    —  Number    of 
Lectures  i^iven,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles;   A.  Mr.  Goschen^ 
Apr.  a,  1402. 

Gunboats   on  the  inland   Waterways*  in 
(.'hina,  See  title  China. 

Guns— New  12-inch  Gun,  Mark  IX. 

Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke;  J.  Mr.  Goschen, 
Apr.  3,  1061. 

Marines,  See  that  title. 

Ordnance       Department,        Storekeeper 
General — Filling  Vacant  Post 
Q.  Mr.  Thornton;   A.  Mr.  Goschen, 
Apr.  3,  1002. 

Pensions— Stokers  and    Seamen    leaving 
Navy  after  lirst  ])eriod  of  Service, 
etc. — Admiralty  Order 
Q.  Sir  E.   CJourley  ;  J.  Mr.  (aonehen^ 
Apr.  3,  1060. 

Picric  Acid,  encouraging  manufacture  of, 
in  the  Unit-o.*!  Kingdom 
Q.    Sir    C.    Dilke;     A.    Mr.    J.     l>. 
Williams,  Apr.  S,  1060. 

IVisons,  applying   Rules  of  H.M.  Prisons 
to  Naval  Prisons    -Flogging  Regula- 
tions 
(>.  Capt.    Norton;    A.  Mr.  (iosdien, 
Apr.  2,  943. 

Seamen— Short   Service    Men,    Rate     of 
Wages 
Q.     Mr.     C.     W\\VV\\\x%     \.    ^^^. 
Ma.ea.TtTi<i>s .Mar  3 , ^«ifc . 
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8outh  African  War 

AJarine  Artillery  serving    in   Naval 
brigades  Employment  of  as  In- 
fantry Escorts  to  Naval  Guns 
Q.    Sir     J.     Colorab;     A.    Mr. 
Gosclien,  Apr.  6',  1398. 

*•  Terrible,"  H. M.S. -Gifts  for,  Delay 
in  forwarding 
(>,    Mr.     Newel igate ;     A.    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  £7,  435. 

Stewart,  Field  Marshal  Sir  D.,  Death  of 
— Conveyance  of  Bodv  to  England 
Q.  Mr.  Faber;  A.  Mr.  Gjschen,  Apr. 
«,  1401. 

"Stokers — Short    Service     Men,  Rate    of 
Wages 
Q.     Mr.     C     M*  Arthur;      A.    Mr. 
Macartney,  Mar.  29,  690. 

"Submarine  Torpedo  Boats,  Adoption  of,  by 
Maritim«    Countries — Attitude    of 
British  Naval  Authorities 
Q.  Capt.    Norton ;    A.   Mr.  Goschen, 
Apr.  f;,  1402. 

Transport  Service,  See  that  title. 

Hayy  Estimatds 

Statement  of  Estimated  Expenditure,  etc., 
Presented,  ^/?/.  9,  1502,  1512. 

Surplus  on  Votes— Treasury  Minute  Pre- 
sented, Apr.  g,  930. 

Jf eath  Harbour  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from   Com.  of  Selection,  Apr.   .?, 
»18  ;  Apr,  5,  1501. 

Ketley  Hospital 

(Convalescent  Soldiers  leaving.  Treatment 
of — Gloucester  Regiment 
Q,  Sir  J,  Dorington;  A.    Mr.    Wynd- 
ham, Mar.  27,  432. 

New  Cross 

Platelayers    working    between    Charing 
Cross    and    New  Cross — Fatalities 
in  1899 
Q.  Mr.   J,   Burns ;    A.   Mr.   Ritchie, 
Apr.  ^,  1267. 

New  Member  Sworn 

Remnant,  Mr.  J.  F.,  for  the  Borough  of 
Finsbury  (Uolbom  Division).  Mar.  £6, 
333. 

New  BuBsia  Company  Bill 

/.  ^«p,*  Mar.  27,  417. 

3R.*yl/>r.  ;e,918. 
c.  IVL*  Apr.  3,  1078. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  9, 
1505. 

New  South  Wales 

Imperial  and  Colonial  Death  Duties — 
Meml)ers  of  Companies  domiciled 
in  United  Kingdom  carrying  on 
business  in  New  South  Wales, 
Liability  for  Death  Duties 
Q.  Mr.  Renshaw  ;  A.  Sir  M.  Hicks 
-Beach,  Apr.  J,  1263. 

€8 


New  Zealand 

Army,  Imperial — Offer  ot  Coramiasioiis 
Q.   Mr.  Orr-Ewing;    J,    Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Mar.  29,  685. 

Newdi^ate,    Mr.     F.    A.    [Warwickshire. 

Nuneaton] 

Army  —  Promotion  of  Royal  Artillery 
Lieutenants,  Service  qualification  Role, 
Mar.  27,  437. 

Gifts  for  the  Troops  in  South  Africa, 
Delay  in  forwarding— H. M.S.  "Ter- 
rible," Mar.  27,  435. 

Newport  Corporation  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Select  Committee,  Mar,  SS, 
149. 
3r.*  Apr,  5,  1234. 
c  IR.*^^.  6',  1390. 

Newport  (Monmonthshire)  Gas  Bill 

/.  3r.*  Mar.  26,  302. 

c.  IR.*  Mar.  27,  450. 

IVi.*  Apr.  9,  1508. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Ajnr.  S, 
926. 

Newton,  Lord 

Yeomanry  Oflficers,  Commissions  for.  Con- 
ditions of  granting.  Mar.  29,  621. 

'  Newtown  and  Llanllwchaiam  Urban  Dia- 

I  trict  Gas  Bill 

I         /.  Bep.  from  Select  Committee,  Mctr,  22, 3. 

Committed,  Mar,  22,  3.     . 

Rep*.  Mar.  30,  781. 

3r.*  Apr.  5,  1234. 
c.  IR.*  Apr.  6',  1391. 

Nicholson,  Mr. 

Agricultural  Banks  for  India 

Q.  Sir  W.  Wedderbum  ;  A.  Lord  G. 
Hamilton,  Mar.  29,  697. 

I  Nicol,  Mr.  D.  N.  [Argyll] 

**  Deutschland  "  at  Portsmouth — Cheers 
for  the  Boers,  alleged.  Mar.  22,  34. 

Norfolk 

Horning  School  Board— Bishop  of  Norwich 
refusing  use  of   Voluntary  School, 

Q.  Mr.  Price  ,  A.  Sir.  J.  Gorst,  Mar, 
J9,  706. 

Norfolk,  Duke  of 

Postmaster  Generalship,  See  Postmaster 
General. 

Norman,  Dr.  0. 

Richmond  Lunatic  Asjrlum  Report — Out- 
nursing  of  Lunatics,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Daly ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar. 
29,  713. 

North  Eastern  Bailway  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Com.  of  Selection,  Mar.  30, 
\  "^^l-,  Apr.  5,V2a4. 
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North  Eastern  Eailway  Bill— co«^ 

Order  made  ap{>ointing  certain  Lords  the 
Select  Committee  discharged,  Apr.  J, 
1045. 
Board  of  Trade  Report  Presented,  Apr.  i\ 
928. 

North  Eastern  Bailway  (Steam  Vessels) 
Bill  I 

/.  Rep.  from  Com.  of  Selection,  Mar.  :i(t, 

782  ;  Apr.  5,  1234. 
Order  appointing  certain  Lords  the  Select 
Committee  discharged,  Apr.  .?,  1045. 

North  Warwickshire  Water  Bill 
c.  Con.*  Mar.  S9,  628. 

3R.*  Apr.  2,  927. 
I.  IR.*  Apr.  S,  1046. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr, !). 
1501. 

Norton,  Capt.  C.  W.  [Newington,  W.] 

Army 

Commissions — Promotions    from    the 

Ranks,  Apr.  L\  935. 
Manoeuvres — Acquisition  of  suitable 

Training  Ground,  Apr.  C,  1399. 
Royal  Reser\e  Battalions  -Statistics, 

Apr.  .5,  1256. 
Veterinary    Department —Status    c»f 
Officers,  Apr.  J,  1261. 
Indian  Camp   Followers  —  Retention   of  ; 
Field  Service  Clothing  at  en<l  of  Cam-  j 
paign,  Apr.  6,  1398.  i 

Navy  I 

Prisons,    applying    Rules      of    H.M.  | 

Prisons  to— Flogging  Regulations,  , 

Apr.  S,  943. 
Submarine  Torpedo  Boats,  Adoi)tion 

of  by  Maritime  Countries— Attitude 

of  British  Naval  Authorities,  A/fr. 

6',  1402. 

Norton,  Lord 

Youthful    Offenders  Bill,   3R.,  Mar.   27, 
421. 

Norwich,  Bishop  of 

Homing  School  Board,  Refusal  to  allow 
use  of  Voluntary  School,  et<!. 
Q.  Mr.  Price;   A.  Sir  J.  (Jorst,  ilfar. 
j^,  706. 

Nova  Scotia 

Bank  of,  issuing  Notes  in  Jamaica 

Q,    Mr.      8.      Hoare;    A.     Mr.     J. 
Chamberiain,  Apr.  3,  1062. 

Nnrses 

South  African  War— Number  of  Qualified 
Female  Nurses,  Pay,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.   Weir;   A.    Mr.    Wyndham, 
Apr.  S,  1054. 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  P.  X.  [Cork] 

Finance  Bill— Exemption  of  Ireland  from 
Tea  Duty,  etc.,  Mar.  2C,  368. 
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O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  F. 

Cork  Post  Office 

Relief  Duties,  Mar.  2€,  324. 

Telegraphists  —  Qualified  Feinal6> 
Telegraphists  awaiting  Appoint- 
ment, Mar.  20^  325* 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  [Kilkennyl 

Agriculture  and  Technical  Instmetioi^ 
Act  —  Amendment  piopoaed,  Apr.  9y 
1529. 

Bicycle  Contracts  for  the  Army — Placing 
name  of  Shannon  Cycle  Works  on  Idst^ 
Apr.  J,  1259. 

Blocking  Notices— South  Afric&m  War 
Discussion,  Apr.  0,  1418,  1419. 

Constabulary,  Royal  Irish— Compensation 
for  Injuries,  Apr.  S,  1073. 

County  Council  Secretaryship^  Meath — 
Delay  in  Appointment,  Apr.  9,  1531. 

Finance  Bill— Beer  Duty,  Mur.  27,  469. 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease  —  Animals  Im- 
ported from  Argentina,  Number 
Slaughtered,  etc.,  Apr.  9,  1528. 

Irish  Railway  Amalgamation  Bills.  Joint 
Committee,  Apr.  .5,  1240,  1244. 

Kew  (lardens  and  Cyclists^  Mar.  SO,  913^ 

Laltonrers'  Cottages,  Kilkenny  Union — 
Case  of  .lames  Lanigan,  Aji^-.  9,  1580. 

Manturin,  Mr.,  Belfiist  Telegraphist^  Ca^e- 
of,  Apr.  (?,  1409. 

Monitors — Comi>etition  for  Civil  Service 
Apjwintments,  Apr.  9,  1529. 

National  Teachers'  Salaries— Date  of  Pay- 
ment, Apr.  9,  1531. 

Toft  Office  Sorting  Clerks — Minimnn^ 
perio<l  of  Attendance,  Mar.  ;^,  702. 

Postmaster  (icneral-  Duke  of  Norfolk's 
Successor,  Api)ointing  Minister  ^ntli. 
Seat  in  Houhc  of  (-oiuumm,  etc.,  Mw\ 
29,  694. 

Postmen's  Federation -Refusal  of  Leave- 
of  Absence  to  Executive  Officers,  Mar. 
29,  704  ;  Mar.  30,  801. 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill,. 
2r.,  Apr.  5,  1341. 

Sorting  Clerks  and  Postmen— Hours  of 
Service,  Sundays,  etc. — Mar.  29,  704. 

South  African  War 

Ikier  Prisoners  on  board  Ship — Num- 
])er  of  Prisoners,  Deaths,  etc.,  Apr^ 
5,  1254. 

Koom  Spruit  Disaster — Secret  Papers^ 
Maps,  etc.,  Boers  Capturing  with 
the  Convoy,  Apr.  9,  1615. 

Prisoners— Total  Nnm))er,  Exchange 
of  Prisoners  pro|>osed,  Apr.  6,  1393. 

Sub-Postmasters'  Sunday  Duties^Extra 
Pay  for  Increase  of  Work,  Mar.  2?,  54. 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.  [Donegal,  E.J 

Finance  B\U — \^x«vtv\M\vvij^  Vw^axA  Vkks^. 
.  T^I\\i\,^,^\Ai,  Mar.  ^,^»R^ 
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O'Connor,  Mr.  A.—con(. 

Financial  Relations,  England  and  Ireland 
—Over  -  taxation  of  Ireland,  alleged, 
3Tar.  ^;?,  59, 116. 

Militia  Serjeant-Majors — Status,  Pay, 
Allowances,  etc..  Mar.  $7^  436. 

Piinil  Teachers,  Vaccination  of— Case  of 
F.  CliflTord,  Afn-,  5,  1269. 

Sub-Postmasters'  Superannuation— Con- 
ditions of  (Granting,  Mar.  ,?/,  444  ;  Mar. 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.  [Wicklow,  W.] 

Contempt  of  Court,  Persons  Committed 
^r-Delay  in  Printing  Report,  Mar.  .V,    Ordnance  Survey 

I  Kerry  25-in.    Scale  Map,    Issue    of,    for 

O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.  [Liverpool,  Scotland]     '  Sale 

Private  Rill  Legislation  (Ireland),  Ayr.  J,  ^'^:^i,  ""'^^^'^  ^  -^-  ^'^''  ^"6,  Apr.  J. 

1165.  *"'"• 

O'KeeJBTe,  Mr.  F.  A.  [Limerick] 


New  Standing  Order    Motion    [Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury],  Mar.  99,  621, 

Ordnance  Departments 

See  titles  Army  and  Navy. 

Ordnance  Forging  Press 

Construction  of  3,000- ton  Press  at  Wool- 
wich 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Wortley;    A.   Mr.  Wynd- 
ham,  ^/w.  -?,  94). 


Letter  Delivery — House  to  House  delivery 
in  Rural  Districts,  Mar.  23,  190. 

Limerick 

Corporation    Documents— Inquiry  at 

Dublin  Castle,  Mar.  iJ3,  195. 
New  Post  Oflfice— Building  Site,  etc,. 
Mar.  t^,  711. 
.    Shannon  and  Limerick  Canal  Tolls— Re- 
duction proposed,  Mar.  23,  189. 

O'Kelly,  Mr.  J.  [Roscommon,  N.] 

Clonfree,  Proclaimed  Meeting  at,  Mar.  23, 
198. 

Occupsring  Tenants'  Enfranchisement  Bill 
Petition,  Mar.  27,  430. 

Oils— Dangerous  Oils 

I>amp    Fatalities     in    London  —  London 
County  Coancil  Report,  J^egislalion 
raising  Flash  Point 
Q.    Mr.    Cluinning;    A.  'Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  23,  182. 

01d*Age  Pension  Scheme 

Petition,  Mar.  3(f,  787. 

Old  Slaines 

Migration  of  lishermen  for  want  of  har- 
bour accommodation,  alle;;e<l 
Q.  Mr.  Weir:  A.  Mr.  A.  .1.  Halfour, 
■    Mar.  30,  807. 

Orange  Free  State 

Sec  South  African  War. 

Orange  Biots 

Belfast— Ladysmith     Relief    Celebration 
Disturbance,  Death  of  F.  Mooney 
Q.  Mr.  Daly  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar. 

22,  52. 

Orders  in  Council 

Education  Schemes,  etc.— Ikying  on  the 

Table  of  the  House  in  printed  form 

Adopting   s'unilar    Order   to   that  of 

the  House  of  Lords 

Q.  Mr.  C.  Williams ;  A.Mr.  A.  3, 

.  Balfour,  Apr.  2,  954. 
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I  Orr-Ewing,  Mr.  C.  L.  [A^-r  Burghs] 

Army  Commissions,  Offer  of,  to  Tasmania 
and  New  Zealand  —  Cavalry  Commis- 
sions, Mar.  29,  685. 

Dojj  Licences— Sheltering  injured  dog, 
Man  summoned  for  Licence,  Apr.  6, 
1406. 

i  Ossett  Oorporation  Gkis  Bill 

;  c.  Con.*  Mar.  26,  306. 

3R.*  Mar.  29,  628. 
/.  IR.*  ifar.  30,  782. 
2r.*  Apr.  9,  1501. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  5, 
1233. 

Otley  Urban  District  Couacil  Water  Bill 
/.  3r.*  Mar.  ;??,  3. 
c.  IR.*  Mar.  2J,  201. 
2r.*  Apr.  2,  927. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Mar.  27, 
42T. 

Out-door  Belief 

Amount  Expended  in  Half-year  ended 
Lady  Day,  1000  —  Return  Presented, 
Api\  9,  1513. 

Pacific  Cable  Scheme 

Committee,  Pi-ogret^s  of — Report 

Q.  Mr.  Hogan  :  A .  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain, Mar.  n,  1.V20. 

:  Paddington,  Borongli 

Onler  in  Council  for  Establishment  of. 
Presented,  Mar.  29,  606,  679. 

Paignton  Urban  District  Water  Bill 

/.  Eep.  from  Committee  of  Selection,  Mar. 
26,  302. 
Rep.  from  Select  Committee,  Mar.  SO, 

781. 
3R.*  Apr.  5,  1234. 
r.  IR.*  Apr.  6,  13W. 

Palaces 

Royal  Palaces,  Vote  for,  Mar.  SO,  905. 

\  VSCC  also  TV«k\l\^!^  Q\'^i\SNRttB>,"\ 
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Palatine  Court  of  Durham' Bill  j 

i\  IR.*  Mar.  iiK  710.  ', 

*>R.,  Api\  -2,  1038. 

Paris  Exhibition 

Sunday  Opening  —  (.'ompellin«!:  Hriti'»li 
Exhibitors  to  Exhibit  on  Sunday 
<^.  Sir  M.  Stewart ;  A .  Mr.  Brodrick, 
Mar.  JOj  796 ;  Q.  Lord  Kinnaird  ; 
A.  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  Apr.  ;y, 
1047. 

Parish  Churchyards 

Wales,  Refusal    to  bury  Non-parishioner 
— Case  of  D.  Vaughan 
Q.  Mr.  H.   Rolierts;  A.  Mr.  J.  Col- 
lings,  Apr.  .V,  1065. 

Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens 
Appropriations-in-aid 

Debate  on,  in  Com.  of  Supply,  Mar. 
SO,  909. 
Green  Park— Sejit  Accommodation,  Free 
Seats  on  the  grass 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  ;  A,  Mr.  A.  Douglas 
Apr.  ^,  947. 
Imperial     Funds  —  Upkeep    of    London 
Parks 
0.  Mr.  Caldwell,  Mar.  30,  913. 

Kej'  Subscriptions 

Debate  in  Co»ii.   of  Supply,  Mar.  30, 
909. 

Refreshments— Municiual  Trading 
0.  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Apr,  5,  1348. 

Venison,  Fees  on  Gifts  from  the  State 
Os.  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  Mr.  A.,  Douglas, 
Mar.  j:J,  914. 

Vote  for.  Mar.  30,  909. 

Parliament 

Colonial  Representation 

Resolution   (Mr.    Hedderwick),  Apr, 
3,  1131. 
Members— Free  Postage 

Q.    Col.   Wei  by;   A,    Mr.   Hanbury, 
Apr.  G,  1407. 

I'rocedure 

Blocking  Notices,  See  that  title. 

Motions  for  AdjournmeDt  of  the 
House  to  Discuss  Matters  of 
Urgent  Public  Importance — 
Question  as  to  Urgency  and 
Public  Importance,  etc. 
Os.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  ;  Mr. 
Sijeaker,  Api-.  6,  1426,  1427. 

Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  House, 
See  that  title. 

Standing  Orders,  Str  that  title. 

[See  also  titles  House  of  Commons  and 
House  of  Lords.] 

Parliamentary  Constituencies 

Electors,  etc.,  in  the  United  Kingdom— 
Return  Presented,  Apr,  S,  930. 

Parliamentary  Franchise   (Extension  to 
Women)  3ill 
Petition,  Apr.  S,  929. 
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Passenger  Steamers 

Excursion  Steamers— Exclusion  from  the 
Provisions  of  the  503rd  Section  of 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1894 
Q.  Mr.  Tritton ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie,  Apr. 
5,  1267. 

Patriotic  Fund 

1         South  African  War — Indian  Camp  Fol- 
I  lowers.    Provision    for  Wives   ajid 

Families 
Q.  Sir  E.  Sassoon  ;  A.  Lord  G.  Hamil- 
ton, Mar.  .i%  33. 

Pauper  Children 

Metropolitan    Workhouses,     Number    of 
Pauper  Children  in 
Q.  Dr.  Farquharson  ;  A .  Mr.  Chaplin, 
Mar.  ^9,  701. 

i  Paupers 

Deportation  of  Irish  Paupers — Case  of 
Edward  Murray' 
Qs.  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  As. 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mar.  SO,  811 ; 
Q.  Mr.  Flavin;  A.  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Apr.  2,  948. 

England  and  Wales — Number  of  Paupers, 
Half-yearly  Statement  Presented,  Apr. 
9,  1513. 

Monthly  Statement  Presented,  Apr,  9, 
1512. 

Lunatic  Paupers   in  Belfast — Additional 
Accommodation,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  WolflF;  A,  Mr.  Atkinson,  Apr, 
5,  1272. 

Poor  Removal  Bill,  Sec  that  title. 

Pease,  Mr.   J.   A.  [Northumberland,  Tyne- 
side] 
Corpor'il  Punishment  in  Military  Prisons 
—Modification  of  Rules,  Mar.  27,  437. 

Finance  Bill— Tea  Duty,  Mar,  26,  376. 

Lunacy  Laboratory  Research,  Mar,  29, 
710. 

Pease,  Sir  J.  W.  [Durham,  Barnard  Castle] 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill, 
2r.,  Apr.  5,  1283. 

Pechili  Disturbances 

Action  by  the  Powers 

Q.  Mr.  H.  Roberts  ;  A.  Mr.  Brodiick, 
Mar.  SO,  797. 

Peers 

Representative  Pe^rs  for  Ireland — Vis- 
count Gort*8  Right  to  Vote  established. 
Mar.  22,  1 ;  Mar.  26,  301. 

Sat  First  in  Parliament 

Mendip,  Lord,  after  the  death  of  his 
kinsman,  Apr,  6,  1381. 

Pekin-Hankow  Bailway 
I         Terms  and  Conditions  of  Concession « etc. 
0.  Mr.  ^ .  yf ^\^iv,  Mav,  30 ,^^«^ 
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Pemba 

Slavery  —  Correspondence 
Apt',  9,  1503,  1512. 


Pensions 

Army  and  Navy,  Sec  those  titles. 

Percy,  Earl  [Kensington,  S.] 

Bitlis,  British  Consul Jite  at,  Vacancy, 
Mar.  ;:v?,  42. 

London  (iov eminent  (Borough  of  Ham- 
mersmith Order  in  Council),  Motion  for 
Address,  Ajrr.  5,  1378. 

Kail  way  Concessions  to  Russia — Attitude- 
of  British  Government,  Mar,  :i2,  41. 

Petroleum 

Lamp    Fatalities     in    London,    London 
County    Council    Report— Legisla- 
tion raising  Flash  Point 
Q.    Mr.    Channing;    ^.    Sir  M.    W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  23,  182. 

Production  of  and  Trade  in  United  States 
and  Russia 
Statement  Presented,  Ajrr.  .9,  1512. 

Petroleum  Bill 

Petition,  Mar.  30,  787. 

Petty  Customs  Abolition  (Scotland)  Bill 
c.  IR.*  Mar.  27,  457. 

Phelps,  Tom 

Case  of 

Q.  Mr.  M'Kenna  ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Ajyr.  '2,  934. 

PhUlpottS,  Capt.  A.  ll^evonshire,  Torquay] 
Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  2R.,  Mar.  2S, 

578. 

Phthisis 

Post  Ollice  Iteport — Omission  of  Phthisis 
Statistics 
Q.  Sir  W.  Foster ;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther, 
Apr.  0,  1525. 

Physical  Drill  in  State-aided  Schools 

Debate,  Mar.  30,  831. 

Pickersgill,    Mr.    E.    H.    [Bethnal    (ireen, 

S.W.] 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  2k.,  Mar.  ^S. 

571. 
Seamen's     Lodging    Houses    Regulations 

—Towns  adopting  Bye-lawn,  Mar.    *6'. 

321.  j 

Tott-enliam    School    lioard  —  Vaccination  ! 

Regulations,  Mar,  20,  323. 
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Picric  Acid 

Manufacture    of,     Enor>urdgIiig,    in     the 
United  Kingdom 
Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke;  A,  Mr.  J.  P.  Wil- 
liams, Apr.  3,  1000. 
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Pierpoint,  Mr.  B.  [Warrington] 

Presented,  Turkish  Loan    Conversion  Convention- 

Ratification,  A])r.  2,  943. 

Piers  and  Harbours 

Bridlington — Abstract  of  General  Annual 
Account  presented,  J/ff r.  22,  28 ;  Mar. 
23,  160. 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours     rkf* 

Ireland— Bally heigne    Pier   or   Boat 
Slip,  Construction  of,  propoee<i 
Q.  Mr.  Flavin  ;  A,  Mr.  Plunkett, 
Mar.  SO,  817. 

Scotland 

Aberdeenshire  —  Migration      of 
Fi shine  Population,  etc. 
Q.   Mr.    Buchanan ;    A .  Mr. 
A.    Cr.    Murray,  Mar.  2:*, 
711. 

Collieston  Harbour,  Migration  of 
Fishermen,  all(^eia 
Q,    Mr.    Crombie;    A,    Mr. 
A.    G.   Murray,    Mar,  \30y 
806. 

Committee  of  Inquiry,  proposed 
e.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Mar.  30,  807. 

Old  Slaines,  Migration  of  Fisher- 
men, alleged 
Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.   A.  G. 
Murray,  Mar.  30,  807. 

Pinkerton,  Mr.  J.  [(Ml way] 

Finance  Bill— Exemption  of  Ireland  from 
Tea  Duty,  etc..  Mar.  26,  361. 

Local  (tovemment  (Ireland)  Act— Rates, 
Collections  of,  Use  of  Licensed  Premises, 
Mar.  27,  449. 

Lough  (.'onib  Drainage  Works,  Mill- 
owners'  Coniphiints,  etc..  Mar.  29,  712. 

Queen's  Gap,  Galway— Infringement  of 
Fisheries  Act,  Mar.  ,27,  451. 

Platelayers 

Fatalities    between    Charing    Cross    and 
New  Cross  in  1899 
I  Q.  Mr.   .1.   Hums;    A.    Mr.    Ritchie, 

I  Apr.  5,  1267. 

I  Platt-Higgins,  Mr.  P.  [Salford,  N.] 

(Jans,  Messrs.  Gruson's  Exhibition  of 
Quick-firing  Guns,  etc.— General  Jou- 
bert's  purchase  for  the  Transvaal,  Mar. 
22,  32. 

Post  Oflice  Employees-  St.  John's  Ambu- 
lance Brigade,  granting  same  Privileges 
as  Civil  Servants,  Mar.  20,  694. 

Plays 

Censorship— I*roduction  of  Plaj's  of  a  De- 
praving (character 
Q.    Mr.    S.  Smith;  A.   Mr.   Sir   M. 
White  Ridley,  Apr.  9,  1521. 

Plessis,  M.  du 

Arrest  of,  at  Cajwtown,  on  Charge  of  High 
Treason — ( Jom  pensation 
Q.  Mr.  B.  Roberts  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Cham- 
\  \«.iVeA\\,  M«r.  iiU^  (i83. 
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Plnnkett,  Bt.  Hon.  H.  C.  [Dublin  Co.,  S.]    |  Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland)  Act 

Petition  for  Alteration  of  Law,  Mar.  23^ 


Bally heigue,  Pier  or  Hoatslip  for.  Mar.  30^ 

Baltimore  Railway  Extension  to  Deep 
Water— Hastening  Constroction,  Mar. 
iv;,  331. 

Dublin  College  of  Science,  Clearin^f  Site 
for  New  College — Provision  for,  in  the  i 
Ebtimates,  Mar.  JO,  332.  I 

Flax  Growing,  Instruction  in.  Mar.  30, 
816. 

Queen's  (»ap,  Galway — Infringement  of 
Fisheries  Act,  Alteration  of  Gap,  pro- 
posed, Moi'.  J7,  452. 

Royal  College  of  Science —Committee  of 
Inquiry,  Names  of  iM embers. 
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Poor  Law  Union  Teachers 
Ireland— Fees,  Recoupment 

Q.  Mr.  D.  Sullivan  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  J3y  193. 

Poor  Removal 

Deportation  of  Paupers,  See  Paupers. 

Poor  Removal  Bill 

c.  IR.*  Apr.  9y  1534. 


.^.  716. 

Veterinary  College  —  Representation  of 
Roman  Catholic  Veterinary  Surgeons  on 
the  Board,  Mar.  30,  818. 


Police 

Constabulary,  Royal  Irish,  See  that  title. 

Dublin  Police— Inspecting  Public-houses 
Q.  Mr.  Harrington  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mar.  22,  54. 

Metropolitan  Police— Ex-Soldiers  joining 
the  Royal  Reserve  Battalions 
Q,  Mr.  Steadman  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Collings, 
Apr.  5,  1257. 

Scotland 

Annual    Report    Presented,    Apr.  3, 
1053  ;  Apr.  5,  1235. 

Henderson,  L.,  Offer  of  Reward  for 
Information  leading  to  arrest, 
Mr.  Law's  Claim 
i^.   Sir  C.  Cameron  ;    A.   Mr.  G. 
Murray,  Apr.  9,  1524. 

Negligence   of  Police,  alleged — Case 
of  Laurence  Henderson 
Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray,  Mar.  Jft,  804. 

Police  Reservists  (Allowances)  Bill 

c.  Con.,  Apr.  2,  1041. 

Con.*  Apr.  J,  1376. 

3r.*  Apr.  0,  1473. 
/.  1R.»  A2)r.  fJ,  1386. 

Pontefract  Park  Bill 

/.  2r.»  Mar.  20,  601. 
Rep.*  Apr.  0,  1381. 

Standing  Order  Complied  with.  Mar.  26, 
301. 

Poor  Law 

Islington  Guardians   refusing   to   accept 
Clerk's  Report  as  to    Conduct  of 
Officials 
Q.  Mr.  Lough  ;  A.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell, 
A[n\  2,  946. 

Medical  Officers,  See  that  title. 

Paupers,  Sec  that  title. 

Relief    expended    for    half-year— Return 
Presented^  Ap^:  9,  1513. 

Relieving  Officers,  See  that  title. 

Workhouses,  See  that  title. 
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etc.,  Mar.  i  Portland  Urban  District  Gas  Bill 

c.  Rep.   from   Select  Com.    on    Standirg 
Orders,  Apr.  4,  1177. 
IR.*  Apr.  5,  1238. 

Petition,  Mar.  30,  1H1. 

Standing     Crders    not    Compliel    with, 
Mar.  29,  601,  628. 

Standing  Orders  to  be  Dispensed  with, 
Apr.  3,  1050. 


Portskewett  Severn  Tunnel  School 

Closure     of— Establishment     of     B«>ard 
School,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.    Gray;      A.    Sir   J.    Gors^, 
Mar.  30,  800. 

Portsmouth 

**  Deutschland  "—(merman  Sailors*  Cheers 
for  the  Boers,  alleged 
Q.  Mr.    Nicol ;  A.    Mr.   Macartney, 
Mar.  22,  34. 

Portugal 

Delagoa  Bay,  See  that  title. 

Post  Office 

Poshncuiter  (7^6ra/— Marquess  of  Lon- 

donderrj'. 
Representative  of  the  Postmaster  General 

in  House  of  Commons — Rt.  Hon.  R  W. 

Hanbury. 

Cable  Companies— Terminal  Tax 

Q.  Sir  E.  Sassoon  ;  A.  Mr.  Anstmther, 
Mnr.  30,  797. 

Contracts 

Cycles— Orders  to  Irish  Firms 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond;  A.  Mr. 
Hanbury,  Mar.  S7,  444. 

De  la  Rue,  Messrs.,  Stamp  Contrao!^! 
with,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton;  A.  Mr.  Htn 
bury,  Mar.  SS,  185. 

Irish  Questions 

Belfast  Sunday  Delivery 

Qs.  Mr.  S.  Young,  Mr.  W.  John- 
ston ;  .4*.  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mar. 
21,  191. 

C'arrickroe  District,  Delays  in  Poital 
Delivery 
Q.  Mr.  Macaleese ;  A.  Mr.   llaxx- 
Wt^'  ,  Mar ,  !>V>  ^'W?*. 
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Post  Office— con^. 

Irish  Questions— cowY. 
Clones  Post  Office 

C.  Mr.  Macalee^e ;  A.  Mr.  Han- 
bury,  Mar.  22,  63;  Q,  Mr. 
Macaleese  ;  A,  Mr.  Anstrather, 
Apr.  9,  1529. 

Cork  Post  Office  Relief  Duties— Sys- 
tem of  Distribution 
Q,   Mr.   J.   F.   O'Brien  ;    A.  Mr. 
Hanbuiy,  Mar.  26,  324. 

Ennis  Sub- Post  Office,  Establbhment 
of 
Q.   Mr.   W.   Redmond;    A.   Mr. 
Hanbury,  Apr.  .5, 1272. 

Letter   Delivery — House    to    House 
Delivery  in  Rural  Districts 
Qs.  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  O'Keetfe ;  As. 
Mr.  Hanbury,  Mar.  2,3,  190. 

Limerick,  New  Post  Office 

Q.   Mr.    O'Keeffe ;  A.   Mr.  Han- 
bury, Mar,  29,  Hi. 
Monaghan  Post  Office 

Qft.  Mr.  Macaleese  ;  As.  Mr,  Han- 
bury,   Mar.   22,    63;   Apr.    0, 
1409. 
Sub-Postmasters'    Sunday     Duties- 
Extra    Pay     for    Increase    of 
Work 
Q,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien;  A.  Mr.  Han- 
bury, Mar.  22,  54. 
Mail  Service,  Sec  that  title. 

Report,      Health     Statistics  —  Phthisis, 

Omissions  from  Report 
Q.  Sir  W.  Foster ;  A,  Mr.  Anstruther, 

Apr.  9,  1525. 
Telegraph  Service,  See  that  title. 
Telephone  Service,  See  that  title. 

Post  Office  Employees 

Army  Reserve  Employees  rejoining  Regi  - 
ments— extending     Concessions    to 
unmarried  men 
Q.  Mr.  Steadman ;  A.    Mr.  Hanburj', 
Apr.  fJ,  1400. 
Ex-Soldires  joining   Royal   Reserve   l^kt- 
talions.  Pay  allowances,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Steadman  ;  A.  Mr.   Hanbury, 
Mar.  23,  183. 
Organisations  of  Employees— Official  Re- 
cognition 
Postmen's  Federation,  See  that  title. 

Refusal  to  receive  Representatives  of 
Sorters'  Tnule  Union 
'  Q.  Mr.  Woods  ;  J.  Mr.  H;lnlm^^^ 

Apr.  0,  1408. 
Postiiien,  See  that  title. 

Retirement  Rules — Enforcing  early  morn- 
ing duties  as  test  of  Olficers'  fitness 
Q.  Mr.  Steadman  ;  A.  3Ir.  Anstruther, 
Apr.  9,  1525. 
Risk  Allowances,  Petition 

Q.  Mr.  Sinclair;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther, 
Apr.  9,  1527. 
St.  John's  Ambulance  Brigade  in  South 
Africa,  granting  same  privileges  as 
Civil  Servants 
Q.  Mr.  Platt-Higjrins  ;  A.  Mr.  Han- 
bury, Afar.  29,  094. 
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Post  Office  Employees— row/. 
Sorting  Clerks 

Hours     of     Serv-ice,     Sundays,    etc.. 
Grievances 
Q,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  A.  Mr.  Han- 
bury, Mar.  29,  704. 

Minimum  period  of  Attendance 

Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  A.  Mr.  Han- 
bury, Mar.  29,  702. 

Sunday  Duties,  New  Regulations — Senior 
]  Officers*  Complaints 

Q.   Mr.  Steadman  ;  A.  Mr.  Haiibor}'» 
!  Mar.  28,  183. 

I 

I  Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
!         Adding    Machines    in     Savings     Banks 
Department 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 

I  Mar.  23,  184. 

I         Annuities  for    Persons   over  80  years  of 
,  age— Reduction  of  Payments  pro- 

.  posed 

Q.  Sir  J.  Rankin  ;  A.   Mr.   Hanbury , 
I  Mar.  22,  49. 

Telegraphic  Withdrawals— Nnmber,  Cost 
to  DepofritorR,  etc. 
i  Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mar. 

j  23,\^\. 

Trade    Union     Funds— Return     Ordered 
(Mr.  Woods),  Apr.  .7,  1253. 

\  Postage 

i  Members  of  Parliament — Free  Postage 

Q.     Colonel    Welbv ;  A.    Mr.   Han- 
I  bury,  Apr.  fi,  1407. 

Postmaster  General 

[  Marquess  of  Londonderry. 

I  Postmaster  Generalship 

j  Norfolk's,  Duke   of.  Successor — Appoint- 

!  ing  Minister  with  seat  in  House  of 

Commons,  etc. 
,  Qs.   Mr.  S.  MacNeill.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien, 

'  Sir  J.    Leng;  As.   Mr.  A.    J.  Bal- 

four, Mar.  2rf,  694 :  Q.  Mr.  S.  Mac- 
Neill :  A.    Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mar. 
:  30,  818. 

Postmasters 

Sub-Postmasters,  Suj^erannuation — Condi- 
1  tion  of  (Granting 

Qs.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor  :  As.  Mr.  Han- 
I  bury,  Mar.  2r,  444  ;  Mar.  29,  704. 

:  Postmen 

I  Hours  of  Service,  Sunday's,  etc.,  (irievance 

Q.  Mr   P.  O'Brien  ;  J.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
I  Mar.  29,  704. 

Liverpool 
I  Assistant   Postmen  engaged  in   hoist 

duties 
i  Q.    Mr.    Stea«lman ;    A.  Mr.  An- 

I  struther.  Mar.  30,  803. 

I  Fines     for     late     Attendance — New 

I  Arrangemc'it 

I  (J.    Mr.  Steadman  ;     A.  Mr.  An- 

l  stnither,  Mar.  ;?/>,  803. 
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Liverpool — cont. 

Manchester  Postmen — (^opd  Conduct 
Stripes 
Q.   Mr.   Schwann ;  A .   Mr.  Han- 
bury,  Mar.  :j%  60. 

West  Central  District  Office — Auxiliary 
Postmen's  Grievance 
Q,  Mr.  Steadman  ;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther, 
Apr.  9,  1527. 
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f  Pretyman,    Capt.   E.  O.    [Suffolk,    Wood- 
bridge] 

Finance  Bill 

Beer  Duty,  Mar.  ^,  495. 
Death  Duties,  Mar.  27,  525. 
Aggregation,  Apr.  2,  968. 
Soldiers'    and    Sailors*    Estates, 
Mar.   29,    730,    740,    743,    745, 
Apr.  J,  962. 


Postmen's  Federation 

Refusal  of  leave  of  absence  to  Executive 
Officers 
Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  29,  703 ;  Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ; 
A.  Mr.  Anstruther,  Mar.  SO,  801. 

Powell,  Mr. 

Margate  pro-Boer  Riots — Damage  to  Mr. 
Powell's  Property 
Q.  Mr.  Maddison ;  A.  Sir  M.  White 
Ridley,  Mar.  29,  691. 

Power,  Mr.  P.  J.  [Waterford,  E.] 

Financial  Relations,  England  and  Ireland 
— Over-taxation  of  Ireland,  alleged. 
Mar.  22,  69. 

Irish  Railway  Amalgamation  Bills,  Joint 
Committee,  Apr.  5,  1244. 

Premier 

Marquess  of  Salisbury. 

Prescriptions 

Guy's  Hospital,  Prescriptions  by  unquali- 
fied    Students — Case     of     Mabel 
Blanch 
Q.  Mr.  Channing ;  A.  Sir  M.  White 
Ridley,  Mar.  Ju,  800. 

Preservatives  in  Cream 

Prosecutions   pending    decision  of  Com- 
mittees 
Q.  Mr.  Lambert ;  A .  Mr.  Long,  Apr. 
5,  1265. 

Press  Censorship 

S€€  South  African  War— Censorship. 

Press  Bepresentatives 

House  of  Commons — Press  Representative 
in  the  Lobby  holding  Official  Posi- 
tion in  the  Record  Office 
Q.  Mr.  Hayden;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four,  Mar.  29, 717. 

Preston  Corporation  BiU 

/.  Rep.  from  Com.  of  Selection,  Apr.  6, 
1234  ;  Apr.  .9,  1502. 

Pretoria  Mint 

English  Bank  Official  Assisting  Transvaal 
Government 
Qs.  Col.  Lock  wood,  Mr.  S.  MacNeill ; 
As.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  Mar,  26, 
314. 
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Prevention  of  Corruption  Bill 

I.  IB..*  Mar.  22,  5. 
2r.,  Apr.  2,  919. 

Price,  Mr.  R.  J.  [Norfolk,  E.] 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  9y 
1589. 

Horning  School  Board— Bishop  of  Nor- 
wich's Refusal  to  allow  use  of  Voluntary 
School,  etc.,  Mar.  29,  706. 

Indian  Famine— Relief  Works,  Irrigation, 
Mar.29,m^. 

Primrose  Hill 

Football— Extending  Season 

Q.  Mr.  Moon ;  A.  Mr.  Akers  Douglas, 
Mar.  29,  711. 

Prisoners  of  War 

See  South  African  War. 

Prisons 

Dietary — New  Regulations 

Q.  Mr.  Scale- Hayne  ;    ^.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  29,  709. 

Ennls  Prison— Use  of,  as  Inebriates'  Refor- 
matory 
Q.    Mr.    Field;    A.  Mr.    Atkinson, 
Apr.  3,  1076. 

»f  euical  Examination  Regulations 
Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  A.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  22,  47. 

Vagrants,  Number  of  Cases,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  L.  Morgan  ;  ^.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  27,  441. 

Military  Prisons — Corporal  Punishment, 
Modification  of  Rules 
Q.  Mr.  J.   A.  Pease;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham.  Mar.  27,  437. 

Naval  Prisons,  Applying  Rules  of    Her 
Majesty's    Prisons    to  —  Flogging 
Regulations 
Q,  Capt.   Norton;  A.  Mr.  Goschen, 
Apr.  2,  943. 

Private  Bill  Business 

Government      Control,      Inconveniences 

arising  out  of  Present  System 

0.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Afar.  22,  15. 

Private  Bill  Legislation 
Ireland 

Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  JJalfour, 
Mar.  27,  452. 
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Private  Bill  Legislation— cr;n^ 
Ireland — cont 

ResolutiOQ  [Serjeant  Hemphill],  Apr. 
S,  1153. 

Scotland — General    Orders    and  Scale  of 
Fees,  Date  of  Issue 
Q.  Mr.  Renshaw ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Murray, 
Apr.  ,i,  1069. 

Private  Bills 

Groups  A  and  B— Report  and  Adjourn- 
ment of  Committee,  Mar.  30,  785,  786. 

Group  B— Lord  Russell  of  Killowen 
ordered  to  attend  Committee,  Mar.  36 y 
306. 

Standing  Orders 

Complied  with,  Mar.  26,  301,  305. 

Resolutions  Reported  from  Committee, 
Mar,  27,  431 ;  A^n-. ;/,  1060. 

Standing  Orders  to  be  dispensed 
with,  Jf«r.  26,ZQ\. 

Suspension  of,  etc.  —Order  with  refer- 
ence to  Private  Bill  Business  after 
Easter  Recess,  Apr.  .9,  1608. 

Private  and  Provisional  Orders  Confirma- 
tion Bills 

Standing  Orders  Suspended,  Apr.  5,  1235. 

Pro-Boer  Meetings 

See  Stop-the-War  and  Pro-Boer  Meetings. 

Proclaimed  Meetings 

Clonfree  Meeting 

Qs.  Mr.  O'Kelly,  Mr.  W.  Redmond ; 
Ax.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Afar.  23,  198. 

Property 

South  African  War,  See.  that  title. 
United    States,   British  Property-holders 
in— Treaty 
Q.  Mr.  E.  Robertson;  A.   Mr.  Brod- 
rifk,  Mar.  29,  698. 

Protestant  Association 

Lectures     in     Belfast—"  Ex-Monk    AVid- 
dows  " 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Young  ;  A.  Mr.   Atkinson, 
Mar.  '29,  714. 


Public  Houses 

Dublin  Police  Inspecting 
Q.    Mr.    Harrington  ;  A. 
son,  Mar.  22,  iA. 


Mr.  Atkin- 


Public  Houses  (Scotland)  Later  Opening 
Bill 


Petitions,  Mar. 
Apr.  9,  1509. 


SO,     787  ;    Ajn-.  //,  1051 ; 


Public  Libraries  Bill 
/.  Com.,  Mar.  23,  150. 

Rep.  from  Select  Com.,  Mar.  27,  418. 
Rej).  with  Amendment,  Apr.  2,  925. 
3R.,  Aj.r.  6,  1385  ;  Apr.  9,  1504. 

Public  Records 

Ireland  —  Reprinting     Ref  ort.n    of     the 
Deputy  Keeper 
Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mar.  23,  189. 

Pupil  Teachers 

Payments  of— Changes  under  New  Code 
Q.    Mr.  E.  CecU;    A.   Sir  J.   Goret, 
Mar.  29,  707. 
Vaccination  of— Case  of  F.  Clifford 

Q.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  A.  Su*  J.  Gorat, 
Apr.  n,  1269. 

Purvis,  Mr.  B.  [Peterborough] 

Financial  Relations,  England  and  Ireland 
— Over-taxation     of    IrelanJ,     alleged. 
Mar.  a,  84. 
Railways  (Pre \ention  of  Accitlents)  Hiil, 
1\\.,Apr.o,  1317. 

Quarries 

Colonial  and  Foreign  Statistics  for  1898 
Presented,  Mar.  26,  303. 

Report  for  1899  Presented,  Apr.  9,  ir)02, 
1510. 

i 

{  Quarter  Days 

I  Diviilends    on    Clovemment    Se^'urities— 

Dates  of  Payment,  etc.,  Change  of 
Gregorian  Calendar  proposed 
Q.  Mr.  M'Laren  ;  A.  Sir  M.  H.  Iteach, 
Mar.  30,  799. 


£. 


[Montgomery 
Reducing 


Pryce- Jones,  Lieut. -Col. 

Boroughs] 

Monmouthshire    Workhouses, 
Number  proposed,  Apr.  2,  946. 

'Queen's  Visit  to  Ireland— Welsh  Guard  of 
Honour  at  Holyhead,  Mar.  30,  793. 

Volunteers'    Capitation    ( i rant  —  Cyclist 
Companies  SpeciaHirant,  Ajir.  5,  1260, 

Workhouse  Accommo«iation,    Excess    of. 
Mar.  JO,  319. 

Public  Accounts 

Xavy  Votes — Treasury  Minute  Presented, 


Apr  ..\  930. 


provision  mg— 


Mr. 


Queen  Victoria 

Ireland,  Visit  to 

Channel      Squadron, 
Irish  Produce 
Q.    Captain    Donelan ;    A. 
Macartney,  Mar.  23,  \  73. 

Welsh  Guard  of  Honour  at  Holyhead 
Qs.  Colonel  Pryce-Jones,  Vir.  E. 
Griffith;  As.    Mr.    Wyn.lhani, 
Mar.  JO,  793. 

Queen's  College,  Ireland 

Roman    Catholic    University     Education 
Debate  (Commons),  Mar.  23,  202. 
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St;S8I0N   1900. 
Mar,  22— April  9. 


[Que— Raw 


Queen's  Co.  County  Conncil 

Secretary  —  Notice   served     on,     under 
Local  Government  Act,  Insufficiency 
of  Notice,  alleged 
^.  Mr.  M.  Healy;^.  Mr.    Atkinson, 
Mar.  27,  716. 

Queen's  Gap,  Galway 

Infringement  of   Fisheries    Act— Altera- 
tion of  Gap  proposed 
Q.  Mr.  Pinkerton  \  A.  Mr.  Plunkett, 
Mar.  27,  451. 

Qnilter,  Sir  C.  [Suffolk,  Sudbury] 

Beer  Duty — Manufacture  of  Good  Beer, 
etc.,  Mar,  27,  476. 

Baglan,  Lord 

Militia   and    Militia  Reserve    Statistics, 
Mar,  27,  425. 

Militia  Olfacers 

Ketired  Army  Officers'  Pay  Grievance, 
Mar.  29, 622. 

Supersession  of,  in  South  Africa,  Mar. 
27,  425  ;  Mar.  29,  625. 

Railway  Bills 

Groups  2  and  3, — Adjournment  of  Com- 
mittee, Mar,  SO,  785. 

Railways 
Accidents 

Manchester     ConplingH     Accident — 
Railways  (Prevention  of  Acci- 
dents) Hill 
Q,  Mr.  Schwann  ;  A,  Mr.  Ritchie, 
Mar.  27,  442. 

Platelayers,  etc..  Fatalities   between 
Charing  Cross  and  New  Cross 
in  1899 
Q.  Mr.  J.  Bums  ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie, 
Apr,  5,  1267. 
Reading 

Board  of  Trade  Communication 
with   the   Great    Western 
Railway  Company 
Q,    Mr.    J.    Ellis;    A.    Mr. 
Ritchie,  Mar,  20,  322. 

Railway  Servants'  hours  of  labour 
Q.  Sir  F.   Flannery  ;  ^.  Mr. 
Ritchie,  Mar.  29,  700. 

Bills  relating  to.  See  their  titles. 

Companies,  See  their  names. 

Couplings 

See  Debate  on  Railways  (Prevention 
of  Accidents)  Bill,^p?-.  5,  1277. 

Foreign  Countries,  See  their  names. 

Horses — Conveyance  of  Atmy  Horses  in 
Uncovered  Cattle  Trucks 
Q,  Mr.  Batcher;  A,  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Apr,  2,  939. 

Ireland 

Act  1896  (Rules),  Order   in  Council 
Presented,  Mar,  28,  546 ;  Mar,  29, 

em, 

Amalgam&tioD  Bills,  See  their  names. 
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Railways— caw#. 

Ireland — eont. 
I  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Rail- 

'  way  v-^Ha 

j  Sunda^Trains— Re-airangenient, 


Travellers  reaching    Lon- 
don Monday  Morning  p"*-  \ 
I  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde;  A,  Mr. 

Hanbuiy,  Mar,  23,  188 

j         Level  Crossings 

i  Cowdenbeath  —  Protection    for    the 

I  Public 

Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
,  four,  Apr,  3,  1069. 

!  Long  Eaton— Midland  Railway  Com- 

pany's Reply 
Q.     Sir    W.     Foster;     A,    Mr. 
Ritchie,  Mar,  23,  178. 

Season  Tickets — Enforcing  Deposits 

Q,  Mr.  Field;    A,  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mar, 
23,  179. 
Workmen's  Trains,  See  that  title. 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill 
c.  2r.,  Mar.  22,  145 ;  Apr,  5,  V2:jl, 
Petition,  Apr,  3,  1052. 

Railway  Servants 

Accidents,  See  Railways. 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  BilT,. 
See  that  title. 

Rankin,  Sir  J.  [Herefordshire,  Leominster] 

Post  Oihce  Annuities,  Revising  Scale  of 
Payments—  Persons  over  the  age  of  80, 
Mar.  22,  49. 

Ritle  Ranges  in  He^fordshire — Sending 
Regiments  for  Training,  Apr.  6,  1401. 

Salmon  Fisheries,  Royal  Commission  on — 
Appointing  Water  Engineer,  Apr.  (J,. 
1406. 

Rasch,  Major  F.  C.  [Essex,  S.E.] 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr,  9^, 
1553. 

Army 

Contracts— Fraudulent  Contractors 
Committee  of  Inquiry,  Mar,  26, 
316  ;  Apr,  5,  1269. 

Criminal    Prosecution,    Apr,    J, 
1259. 

Underwood  and  Sons,  alias  Hood 
and  Moore,  etc.,  Mar,  22,  37. 

Royal   Reserve   Battalions— Officers' 
Rate  of  Pay,  etc.,  Mar,  22,  35. 

Finance  Bill— Beer  Duty,  Mar,  27,  494, 

Sternberg,  Count  Adalbert,  Releasing, 
Apr,  5,  1254. 

Rates 

Se§  Local  Taxation. 

Rawmarsh  Urban  District  Council  (Tram- 
ways) Bill 
/.  Rep.  from.  CoT£vrcvvU«^  <3i^'^^fc\isss«w^  Ar^. 


Rei^Befj 
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Reading 

Kail  way  Accident 

Board  of  Tnuie  Commiuiieation  with 
the   Great    Western    Railway 
Company 
Q,  Mr.  J.  Elli8 ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie, 
Mar.  S€,  322. 

Railway  Senrants*  Honrs  of  Labour 
Q,    Sir    F.    Flannery;    A.    Mr. 
Ritchie,  Mar,  20,  700. 

Reading  Corporation  Tramways  'Bill 

r.  Rep^  Mar.  23, 166. 

Con.*  Apr.  ^,921. 

3B.»  Apr.   5,  1237. 
/.  1E.»  Apr.  /;,  1382. 

Beay,  Lord 

Education  Code — Grants,  Inspection,  etc., 
Mar.  93,  156. 

Record  Office 

Press  Beprec»cntative  in  the  liobby  of  the 
Honse  of  Commons  holding  Official 
Pcwition  in  the  Record  Office  | 

Q.  Mr.   Hayden  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four, Mar.  f?9,l\7.  I 

Records,  Irish 

Reprinting  Reports  of  the  Deputy  Keeper  ' 
Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde  ;  A.  ^^^.  Hanburj', 
Mar.  f./,  189.  I 

I 

.Recraiting  I 

Annual  Report  of  Inspector-General  Pre-  ' 
gented,  Mar.  fV,  167  ;  Mar.  JO,  303.  ' 

Recruiting  Agents 

Revised  Instnictions  for  Employment  of 
Q.  Dr.   Farquharson;  A.  Mr.  Wynd-  ^ 
ham,  Mar.  ;?,?,  39. 

Red  Sea 

Jiighthou«<eH,  Progress  in  Construction  of  ' 

Q.   Mr.   ('.  M'Arthur;  A,  Mr.  Brod    ' 

rick,  Mar.  .t2,  40.  , 


Redhill  Gas  Bill 

c.  Con.*  Mar.  23,  166. 

3R.*  Mar.  .27,  427. 
/.  \^.*  Mar.  -?9,  601. 

2h.*  Apt:  T.  1233. 
Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr. 

917. 


Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.  [Clare,  E.] 

Armv 

Commanding  Officers,  Examination  of 
— Phjrsical  fitness,  etc.,  Apr.  o,  1261 . 

Contiacts 

Bicycles  —  Irish  Manofactorers, 
Mar.  23,  175, 

Canteen  Contracts,  Ireland- 
Alcohol  Contract  in^^i  to 
English  Firm,  Mar.  23,  175. 

Cordite  Contract  and  Irish  Firms, 
Mar.  ^3,  188  ;  Mar.  29,  692. 

Boat  Communication  between  Foynes 
and  Kilrush,  Establishment  of,  Apr.  S, 
1272. 

Clonfree,  Proclaimed  Meeting  at.  Mar. 
23,  199. 

Corporal  Punbhment  Bill,  2r.,  3Iar.  2S, 
592. 

Delagoa  Bay — ^Railway  Arbitration,  Delay 
in  Award,  Mar.  ?9,  698 ;  Apr.  5,   1261. 

Deportation  of  Irish  Paupers,  Mar.  30, 
812. 

Ennis 

Sub-Post  Office,  Establbhment  of, 
Apr.  J,  1272. 

Union  Dispensaries  —  Drugs,  Trans- 
mbision  of,  for  Analysis,  Mar.  23, 
198. 

Finance  Bill 

Beer  Duty,  Mar.  27,  466. 

Spirit  Duty,  Exemption  of  Ireland, 
Mar.  27,  499. 

Tea  Duty,  etc..  Exemption  of  Ireland, 
Mar.  26,  358. 

Tobacco  Duty  —  Exemption  of  Ire- 
land, Mar.  '20,  395. 

Government  Contracts,  Comparative  Out- 
lay on  Stores  in  the  Three  KingdouLs— 
Financial  KeUtions  between  England 
and  Ireland,  Mar.  27,  435. 

Indian  Famine 

American  Relief  Contributions,  Mar. 
27, 439. 

Number  of  Persons  affected,  Relief 
Funds,  Works,  etc.— Return,  Mar. 
23,  176. 

Lunatic  Asylums— Rate -in -aid  withheld 
by  the  Treasury,  Refunding,  Mar.  27, 
451. 

Post  Office  Cycle  Contracts— Orders  to 
Irish  Firms,  Mar.  27,  444. 

Railway  Amalgamation  Bills,  Joint  Com- 
mittee, Apr.  5,  1245,  1246,  1247,  1248. 


Redmondi  Mr.  J.  E.  [Waterford] 

Finance  Bill,  Committee,  Mar.  :*7,  542. 
Exemption  of  Ireland  from  Tea  Duty, 
etc.,  Mar.  20,  337. 
Financial  Relations— London  Water  (Pur- 
chase) Bill  discussion.  Mar.  22,  10,  13.      '  ,      ,    ,     ^.  i      «  i.     i 
Workn.on  H  (;o,n,H,n«ati«n  Act- Accidents    »«f<'n^*j«y_.aS.^„  ^^^^"^'^     Schools 
occurring  off  Employers'  Premises,  Case  i 
of  T,  Carroll,  Apr.  3,  X^W,                      \ 

7i< 


Scariff  Water  Supply  Scheme— Petition, 
Apr.  2,  952. 

Tenants  in  Towns  Improvement  (Ireland) 
BUI,  2r.,  Apr.  4,  1206,  1215,  1220. 


(Scotland)  Bill 

c.\^*  Mar.  2?-,^^. 
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SESSION   1900. 
Mar,  22-— April  9. 


[Eeg-Kia 


Begent's  Park 

Football  in— Extending  Season 

Q.  Mr.  Moon ;  A.  Mr.  Akers  Donglas, 
Mar.  29,  711. 

Key  tenancies 

O,  Mr.  J.  Burns,  Mar.  30, 912. 

Begimental  Titles    . 

Buckinghamshire       Regiment — Proposed 
New  Regiment 
Q.   Mr.   Carlile;  A.  Mr.   Wyndham, 
Mar,  29,  693. 

Registration  of  Land 

Land  Charges  Bill,  See  that  title. 

Believing  Officers 

Gratuities   to^Bethnal  Green  Board  of 
Guardiaas 
Q.    Sir  M.    Bhownaggree ;    A.    Mr. 
Chaplin,  Apr.  .5,  1267. 
Private  Lunatic  Asylum  Proprietors  offer- 
ing    Commissions     to     Relieving 
Officers 
Q.    Sir    M.    Bhownaggree ;    A.   Mr. 
Chaplin,  Mar.  r2i),  701.  " 

Bemoval  of  Paupers 

Irish  Paupers,  See  Ireland. 
Poor  Removal  Bill,  See  that  title. 

BenslLaw,  Mr.  C.  B.  [Renfrew,  W.] 

Death  Duties,  Imperial  and  Colonial — 
Members  of  Companies  domiciled  in  the 
United  Kingdom  carrying  on  business 
in  New  South  Wales,  Liability  for 
Death  Duties,  Apr.  5,  1263. 

Lunacy  Board  (Scotland)  (Salaries,  etc.) 
BUI,  2k.,  Apr.  2,  1023. 

Private  Bill  Legislation,  Scotland — General 
Orders  and  Scale  of  Fees,  etc.,  Apr.  J, 
1069. 

Bepresentation  and  Taxation 

0.  Mr.  Hedderwick.  ^7)r.  ,%  1135. 

Bepresentative  Peers  for  Ireland 

Grort's,  Viscount,  right  to  Vote  established 
Mar.  22,  1 ;  Mar.  m,  301. 

''Berenge,"  H.M.S. 

Cordite  Spontaneous  Combustion — Explo 
sion 
^.  Sir  C.   Cameron;  A.  Mr.  Goschen. 
Apr.  2y  942. 

Bevenue  Buildings 

Edinburgh — Delay  in  Construction,  Penal 
tie:*  for  non-completion,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  Akers  Douglas, 
Mar.  23,  187. 

Bevenue  and  Expenditure  of  the  United 
Kingdom 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  Amended 
Statement,  Apr.  6,  1447. 
Q.  Sir  W.  Harcourt ;  ^4.  Sir  M.   H. 
Bt^ach,  Apr.  S,  1064. 

Statement  Presented,  Apr.  S,  1053. 
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Bevenue  and  Expenditure  of  the  United 
Kingdom— cow^. 

Budget — Revenue  Return  for  Year  ending 
Mar.   31,   1900,  including  Receipts 
of  week  ending  Mar.  31 
Q.  Mr.  Lough ;  A.  Sir  M.  H.  Beach, 
Apr,  6,  14U4. 

Contributions  to  the  Revenue,  Expenli- 
ture  on  Services  met  out  ot  such 
Revenue  in  the  Three  Kingdoms, 
etc. — Return  Presented,  Mar.  i$^ 
680  ;  Apr.  2,  931. 

'*  Dislocated  Elaboration  of  a  pjsdantic 
Accountant,"  Mar.  22,  67. 
0.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  Mar.  22,  67. 

Debate  on  Finance  B.ll,  Mar.  26,  337  ; 
Mar.  27,  458  ;  Mar.  29,  720. 

Financial  Relations,  England  and  Ireland, 
See  that  title. 

Beynolds,  Professor  E. 
Water  Gas  in  Dublin 

Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  A,  Mr.  Ritchie, 
Mar.  23,  191. 

Bhodes,  Mr. 

See  South  African  War — Kimberley. 

Bhodes-Hawksley  Correspondence 

See  Hawksley  Correspondence.   ' 

Bhsrmney  Iron  Company  Bill 

/.  Committed,  Mar.  26,  302. 
Bep  *  Mar.  30,  781. 
3k.*  Apr.  6,  1382. 
j  c.  lH.*Apr.9,  1507. 

I  Bhsrmney  Bailway  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Committee  of  Selection,  Apr, 
^,918;  Apr.  .9,  1501. 

Bichmond  Lunatic  Asylum 

Norman's,  Dr.  C,  Report— Out-nursing  of 
Lunatics 
Q.  Mr.  Daly  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar, 
29,  713. 

Bidley.  Bt.  Hon.  Sir  M.  W.—Serretary  of 
btaXefor  the  Home  Department  [Lanca- 
shire, Blackpool] 

Burial  Grounds  Bill,  iR.,  Mar,  26,  3.35. 

Coroners*  Inquests 

Viewing  Bodies— Replies  to  Circulars 
sent  out  to  Coroners  with  reference 
to  alteration  of  Law,  Mar,  29,.'!09. 
Wales  —  Disqualification  of    Welsh- 
speaking  Jurors,  Mar.  29,  708. 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill  2r.,  Mar.  28, 
582. 

Corporal  Punishment  in  Prisons 

Medical    Examination    Regulations, 

Mar.  22,  48. 
Vajo^ncy      Act,      Offences      under. 

Mar.  27,  441. 

Criminal  Lunatics,  Accommodation  for — 
County  and  Borough  Asylums,  Mar.  23^ 
181, 

Dangerous  Lamp*  and  OIU — LA.ss>9»\s^vas&^ 


Rid -Kit] 
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Ridley,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  M.  Yf—cont. 

Faetories  and  Workshops  Acts,  Particulars 
Section 
Moilirieation  of  Sub-section  I.  of 
ClauHe  27  of  the  Factories  and 
Woikshons  Bill,  Mar.  23,  181. 
Number  of  Trades  extended  to, 
Length  of  Inquiries,  etc.,i1/ar.  80 ^ 
800. 

Guy's  Hospital — Prescriptions  by  unquali- 
fied Students,  Case  of  Mabel  Blanch, 
Mar.  30y  800. 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes — London 
and  iSorth- Western  Railway  Company's. 
Scheme,  Mar.  26,  320 ;  Mar.  21, 446. 

Lunacy  Laboratory  llesearch.  Mar.  29, 
710. 

Prisons— Dietary  Regulations,  New  Regu- 
lations, Mar.  20,  7 10. 

**  Stop-the-War"  and  Pro-Boer  Meetings, 

etc.— Diisturbances  directed  against 

uppoueuts   of  the  War — Right   of 

Free  Speech,  etc. 

Margate  Disturbance,  Damage  to  Mr. 

Powell'b  Property,  Mar.  29,  691. 
Worksjip      Temperance      Meeting — 
Assault  on  Chairman,  Mar.  27,  445. 

Sunday  Labour — Factory  and  Workshops 
Bill  Proposal,  Mar.  29,  710. 

Theatres— Blocking  Gangways,  Authori- 
ties responsible  for  canying  out  Regu- 
lations, Mar.  27,  445. 

Thea  :rical  Censorship  —  Production  of 
Piavs  of  a  depraving  character, 
Licensing  powers,  etc.,  Apr.  9,  1522. 

Bifle  Company,  4tli  Cavalry  Brigade 
Disbdimimeit— Offiiers'  Outfits 
Q.  Mr.  Jeffreys;    A.    Mr.    Wyndham, 
Apr.  S,  1057. 

Bifle  Banges 

Essex — Crown  Lands,   utilising  for  Rifle 
Ranges 
Q.    Mr.    Gray ;   A.    Mr.    Wyndham, 
Apr.  2,  941. 

Herefordshire    Ranges  —  Sending    Regi- 
ments'for  Training  to  Leominster 
and  Ross 
Q.  Sir  J.  Rankin  ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Apr.  G,  1401. 

Kinder  Scout,  Purchase  of 

Q.    Mr.    Seely;    A.   Mr.    Wyndham, 
Mar.  26,  318. 

Mullingar — Extension  of  Range,  Acquisi- 
tion of  Land,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.  D.  Sullivan  ;  ^.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Apr.  5,  1260. 

Return  Presented,  Apr.  6,  1392. 

Withington.  Construction  of  Range  at— 
Ch  use  of  delay 
Q.  Mr.  Warner;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Mar.  27, 437. 


Bifles 


Lec-Entield  —  Defective    Sighting,    New 
back  sights  sent  out  to  South  Africa 
Q.   Mr.    Wason  ;  A.  Mr.   Wyndham, 
Mar.  29,  686. 
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Bifles— <*ow^ 

Method  of  Loading,  etc.— Inferiority  <rf 
British  Rifle 
Q.  Mr.  Hedderwick  ;  J.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham.  Mar.  22,  39 ;  Apr.  3, 1059. 

Bight  of  Free  Speech 

See  "Stop  the  War"  and  Pro-lk)er 
Meetings. 

Bitchie,  Bt.  Hon.  0.  T.— President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  [Croydon] 

Alien  Immigration,  Increase  in — Legisla- 
tion, Mar.  26,  321. 

Balintore  Harbour  Light  —  Erection  of 
permanent  Light,  Mar.  30,  809. 

Ballinacurra  Foreshore,  Sale  of,  to  Lord 
Midleton  without  consulting  Harbour 
Authority,  Mar.  SO,  809,  810,  811  ;  Ajtr. 
2,  953,  954. 

Companies  Bill— Giving  Week*8  Notice 
of  Second  Reading,  proposed,  Mar.  JJ^ 
47. 

Excursion  Steamers,  Excluding  from  Pro- 
visions of  Section  503  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act,  1894,  Apr.  5,  1267. 

Gas — ^Water  Gas  in  Dublin,  Professor 
Reynolds  on,  etc..  Mar.  2S,  192. 

Labour  Bureaux — Issue  of  Model  Kule.s  by 
Labour  Department,  proposed,  Mar.  26. 
321. 

Lighthouses 

Flannen  Islands  Lighthouse-^Com- 
pletion  of  Works,  Mar.  27,  442. 

Manacles  Rock — Li^fhtfhip  or  Light- 
house for,  Mar.  27,  443  ;  Mar.  jUy 
7(K>. 

Merchant  Shipping 

Certificates  —  Case  of  Mr.  Milne, 
Delay  in  restoring  Certificate,  A/u: 
6,  14U6. 

Live  Stock  Transport — Shipowners 
compelling  consignors  to  sign  notes 
absolving  them  from  legal  liabili- 
ties. Mar.  22,  49. 

Municipal  Trading,  Appointment  of 
Joint  Committee,  Mar.  2V,  760. 

Railways 

Irish  Railway  Amalgamation  Bills. 
Clause  19 — Forwarding  Traflic  via 
Waterford  and*  Rosslare,  Mar.  27 ^ 
447. 

Long  Eaton  Level  Cros-sing — Midland 
Railway  Company's  Reply,  Mar.  J.t, 
178. 

Manchester  Railway  Conplinp«  Acci- 
dent— Railways  (Prevention  oi 
Accidents)  Bill,  Mar.  27, 442. 

Platelayers,   etc.,    working    between 
Channg  Cross  and     New    Cross— 
Fatalities  in  1899,  Apr.  5,  1267. 
Reading  Railway  Accident 

Board  of  Trade  Communication 
with  Great  Western  Railway 
Company,  Mar.  26,  322. 

Railway      Sen-ants'     hours     of 
\  Va^»\^t  — ^^votul^  Mcvt  ,  f9 ,  TOO. 
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Bitchie,  Et.  Hon.  C.  T.— con<. 
Railways — cont. 

Season  Tickets— Enforcing   Deposits, 
Mar,  2S,  179. 

Workmen's  Trains 

Hammersmith        and       Fulham 

Vestries'    Complaints,    Apr.  5, 

1266,  1267. 

South -Eastern      and      Chatham 

Railway  Company,  Mar.  22,,  46. 

Railways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill, 
2R.,  Apr.  J,  1312,  1317,  1322,  1328, 
1330,  1340. 

Salmon    Fisheries,  Roval    Commission — 
Appointment    of    Water    Engineer  on 
Apr.  6,  1406.  | 

Sea  Fisheries  Bill,  IR.,  Mar.  20,  337.  j 

Seamen's  Lodging  Houses  Regu>ationf« —  ! 

Towns  Adopting  Bye-laws,  Mar.  2(!,  322. 

Boads 

Ireland 

Empowering  Councils  to  employ  direct 
Labour 
Q.  Capt.  Donelan  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Apr.  S,  1075. 

Meath  Main  Roads — Decision  of  the 
Local  (Government  Board 
Q.   Mr.    (Jibney ;    A.    Mr.    Atkin- 
son, Mar.  22,  58. 

BobertSy  Kr.  J.  B.  [Carnarvonshire,  Eifion] 

Blocking  Notices— Procedure  of  the 
Hou«e,  Apr.  0,  1438. 

South  African  War 

Cape  Town,  Disloyalty  at — Arrest  of 
M.  du  Plessis,  Mar.  29,  683. 

Kiniberley 

Armament  by    De    Beers    Com- 
pany— Mr.     Rhodes's      alleged 
Statement,  Mar.  29,  688. 
Siege     of — Differences     between 
Mr.  Rhodes  and  Col.  Kekewich, 
Mar.  22,  30. 
Treatment  of   Boer    Prisoners,    etc., 
Apr,  0,  1438. 


Boberts,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Denbighshiie,  W.] 
Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr. 


.9, 


1599. 
Burial    Dispute   in    Wales — Case   of  D.  I 
Vaughan,  Apr.  3,  1065. 

India 

Contribution  to    the  War  in  South  ; 
Africa— Relief  of  India  of  some  of  | 


Bobertson,  Mr.  E.— ^on^ 

Local  Government  [Scotland]  Act  [1894] 
Amendment  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  6,  1498, 

Municipal  Trading,  Appoitttmeiub  of  Joint 
Committee,  Men-.  29,  76a 

Naval    Resene   [Mobilisationl  BiU«  2r.». 
Apr.  6,  1478. 

United  States,  British  Prc^rty  holders  in. 
—Treaty,  Mar.  29,  698. 

BoUit,  Sir  A.  K.  [Islington,  S  J 

Finance  Bill— Brokers'  Produoa  Contract 
*   Notes,  Mm-.  27,  51 K 

liOndon  Grovernment 

Hammersmith,  Borough  of— ^>rder  in 
Council,  Motion  for  Addrese,  Apt\  ^, 
1377. 
Islington,  Borough  of— Order  in  Coun- 
cil  Motion  for  Address,  Ajrr.  o^ 
1379. 

Private  Bill  Legislation  [Irelaad],  A^tr.  S,, 

1164. 
Railways  [Prevention  of  Accidents]  Bill,. 

2r.,  Apr.  .7,  1339. 

Boman  Catliolic  Ghaplaina 

Sec  Chaplains. 

Boman  Catholic  XTniveraityEducatioa 

Colonial  ReiK)rts 

Q.  Mr.  A.  J.  Moere ;  A.  Mr.  A. 
.1.  Balfour.  Mar.  23i,  186. 
Papers  relating  to,  Presented,  Afor,  29^ 
606,  671). 

I  Boman  Catliolic  University,  Ireland 

Balfour's,  Mr.,  Plan 

(h.  Mr.    Bryce,    Mar.   2S,  249;    Mr. 
i  Dillon,  271 ;  Mr.  A.  Jl.  lialfour,  280. 

I  Resolutioi  (Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell]t  Mar.  2d, 

I  202  ;  Division,  296. 

I  Botherham  Corporation  Bill 

I  /.  Rep.  from  Com.  of  Selection,  Apr.  J,. 

I  1234  ;  Apr.  9,  1502. 

1  Bothschild,  Mr.  K  W.  [Bucks,  Aylesbury] 

Auctioneers'  Licences — Control,  Mar.  27y 
•  443. 

I  Bound,  Mr.  J.  [Essex,  Harwich  1 
!         Transport  Service— "Corn wall »"  Comni is- 
I  sariat  on.  Treatment  of  Imperial  Yeo- 

manry, Mar.  29,  68ft. 


its  home  Military  Charges,  Mar.  iiO, 
791. 
Expenditure,  Report  of  Commission, 
Mar.  SO,  792. 
Shantung    and     Pechili    Disturbances- 
Action  by  the  Powers,  797. 


Bobertflon,  Mr.  E.  [Dundee] 

Finance  Bill 

Brokers'    Produce    Contract 

Mar.  27,  613. 
Tea  Duty,  Mar.  26,  389. 
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Boyal  Artillery 

See  Artillery,  Royal. 

Boyal  College  of  Science,  Ireland 

Committee  of  Inquiry,  Names  of  Members,. 
Terms  of  Reference,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.    Field  ;    A.    Mr.    Plunkett,. 
Mar.  29,  716. 

Boyal  Irisli  Constabtilary 

See  Coii«X8L\>\x\«bX^,>^«i^«^>-^^^^- 


\ 
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Mar.  2,2— April  9. 

i  Bossia— ^o;?/. 

Conquest  of  Asia  by  Kaihvay? 

O.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar,  30,  852. 
j  Petroleum,  Production  of,  and  Trade  in— 

I  Statement  Presented,  Apr.  9,  1512. 

I         Trans-Caspian  Railway 
1  O.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  SO,  852. 

Turkey  and  Russia— Railway  Concessioos 
!  to    Russia,    Attitude    of     British 

j  Government 

Qs.  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  Earl  Percy ;  As. 
Boyal  Residences  |  Mr.  Brodrick,  Mar.  2^,  40. 

Fuel,  Li^lit,  Water,  et-c.,  State  supplying   I  Euthin 

06-.  Mr.  It.  Bowles,  Mr.  A.  Douglas,  Burial  Dispute-Case  of  D.  Vaughan 

Q.    Mr.     H.     Robers;    A.     Mr.    J. 


Hoyal  Maxine  Artillery 
Stt  ^larines. 

35U>yal  Palaces 

Vote  for.  Mar.  JO,  »05. 
{See  aUo  Names  of  Palaces. ) 

35U>yal  Besenre  Battalions 

See  Anny. 


Mar.  30,  908. 

Boyal  University,  Ireland 

Roman    Catholic    University   Education, 
Delmte  (Commons),  Mar.  ^3,  202. 

Bugeley  Gas  Bill 

/.  2R.*  J/ar.  .?tf,  302. 
Rep.*  Apr.  5,  1233. 

Standing   Orders  Complied   with, 
2J,  1. 


Mar. 


Collings,  Apr.  3,  1056. 

Sailors'  Estates 

Death    Duties  —  Soldiers'    and    Sailors* 
Estates,  See  that  title. 

St.  Albans 

Dean  and  Chapter,  Grant  of — Authority 
Responsible  for  Grant,  Endowment, 
etc. 
Q.   Col.   Lockwood ;    A .   Mr.   A.    J. 
Balfour,  Mar.  29,  717 

Oldham  School  Board,  Loss  of  Grant  under  I  gjj   Antfrews  University  (Scotland) 
the  new  Code,  Mar.  29, 706.  i  au^^^a  *t>  *.  a    a 

.         Abstract  of  Accounts  Presented,  Apr.  o, 

Bussell,  Oen.  F.  S.  [Cheltenham]  !  ^^  ^  ^^f;  ^^\         ^  ^ ^     ^  ^^  ^„ 

I  St.  David's  Baalway  (Abandonment)  Bill 

c.  Standing  Order  Complied  with.  Mar. 

I  23,  165 


Bnnciman,  Mr.  W.  [Oldham] 


South  African  War 

Boots  —  Inferior  Boots  supplied  to 
Infantry,  I^rd  Roberts's  complaints, 
eU\,  Mar.  «?,  32. 


Wire  Nippers,  Mar.  22,  32. 


'  St.  David's  Bailway  (Additional  Powers) 
BiU 


Bussell,  Mr.  T.W.—Serrefary,  Local  Gavcni-  \  ^'  ^ep.*  Ajir.  4,  1231. 

mcnf  Boanl  [Tyrone,  S.]  |  g^    ^^^^^ 


Deportation  of  Irisli  Paui)er8,  Bhicklmrn 
WorkhouKC,  Keiiioval  ot  E.  Murray  to  , 
Kilmena,  Mar.  3,  812 ;  Apr.  C^  949. 

Islington  Hoard  uf  Guardians  —Refusal  to  > 
a(;eej>t  Clerk's  Report,  Apr.  2,  946. 

London  Water  (Purchase)  Bill,  2r.,  Mar. 
2!),  eM58. 

Metroi)olitan  Boroughs,  Draft  Ordei*s  in 
Council  —  Substituting  "  Town  Clerk 
of  the  liorough "  for  "  Clerk  of  the 
County  (.'ounoil,-'  Apr.  !),  1532. 

Sewage  Disposal,  Royal  Commission  on, 
Date  of  Rei>ort,  Apr.  5,  1268. 

Workhouses,  Excess  of  Accommodation — 
Reducing  Nunil)er  of  Workhouses  in 
Monmouthshire  proposed,  Apr.  2,  947. 

Bussell  of  Killowen,  Lord  — /-orr/  Chief 

J 1 1, stir  f 

Prevention  of  Corruption  Bill,  2l?.,  Apr.  ,\ 
919,  922. 

Bussia 

Calile    C<nnniunic'ation     with   England — 
Delays 
V.  Mr."  A.  (i.  (Jibbs;    A.  Mr.  Han- 
bury,  Mar.  22,  51. 

CiiiTia,  See  that  title, 

S2 


Boer  Prisoners,  Sec  South  Africiin  War— 
Prisoner?". 

St.  Jolin'^  Ambulance  Brigade 

Po>t    Office    Employes    at    the    Front- 
Granting  same  Privileges  as  Civil 
Servants 
(>.  Mr.   Platt-Higgins ;    .4.   Mr.  Han- 
bury,  Mar.  29,  694. 

St.  Pancras,  Borough  of 

Order  in  Council  for*  Establishment  of, 
Presented,  Mar.  :27,  418,  431. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
BiU 
Petitions,  Mar.  22,  26;  Mar.  23,  167: 
Mar.  26,  307  ;  Mar.  ,21,  430  ;  Mar. 
28,  545  ;  Mar.  29,  G79 ;  Mar.  SO, 
787;  Apr.  2,  929;  Apr.  3,  1052; 
Apr.  5,  1251  ;  Ajn:  f!,  1391  ;  Apr.  9, 
1509. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Children 
BiU 

Petitions,  Mar.  22^  26 ;  Mar.  '2J,  167 : 
Mar.  2(1  307  ;  Mar.  ?7,  430  ;  Mar. 
2S,  545  ;  Mav.  29,  679 ;  Mar.  3u, 
788;  Apr.  2,  929;  Ai*r.  3,  1052; 
Apv.  4,  1177  ;  Afn-.  5,  1251  ;  Apr.  6, 
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Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Children 

(No.  2)  BiU 
Petitions,  Mar,  ^?,  167  ;  3/«r.  .?<>,  307 ; 
Mar.  27,  430  ;  Mar,  28,  545  ;  Mar, 
.r.),  679;  Mar,  SO,  788;  Apr,  ./, 
1052  ;  Apr.  /,,  1177  ;  -4;^/'.  6',  1391  ; 
Apr,  n,  1516. 


Sandys,  Col.  T.  M.  [Lancashire,  Bootle] 
Corporal  Punishment  BiU,  2r.,  Mar.  28, 
591. 


^Sappliire" 

;ii  S 

otion  (Mr.  H.  Wilson),  Mar.  30,  820 
i 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Children  I  q«„„^^«   «;,  -p  rH^fKni 
(Ireland)  Bill  I  Bassoon.  Sir  E.  [Hxthe] 


Foreign  Seamen  on  British  Transports 
Mo ""'  "       ■ 


(Ireland)  Bill 
/.  IR.*  Mar,  :?9,  627. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Children 
(Scotland)  Bill 

Petitions,  Mar,  ^f,   167  ;    Mar.  27,  4.S0  ;  ! 
Mar.  JO,  788  ;  Apr,  4,  1177.  I 

Salisbury,    Marquess    of— Prime  Minister 

ana    Serretarp    of    State    for    Foreiffn 

Affairs, 
Census  (Great  Britain)   Bill,  3k.,  Mar.  23, 

305. 
Education,  etc.,  Schemes,  laying  u])on  the 

Table  in  Printed  form— New  Standing 

Order,  Mar.  29,  621. 
Municipal  Trading — Proposed  Joint  C-om- 

mittne,  Mar,  2^,  9. 
Paris  Exhibition — Compelling  British  Ex- 
hibitors   to  open  on  Sunilav,  Apr.  S, 

1048. 

Salmon  Fisheries 

Royal  Commission  on — Appointing?  Water 
Engineer 
<^,  Sir  J.  Rankin;   A.   Mr.   Ritchie, 
Apr,  n,  1406. 

Samoa 

Anglo-Cierman  Convention,  Copy  Pre- 
8ente<l  Mar,  22,  6,  27. 

Great  Britain,  Germany,  and  United 
States  (-onvention,  (Jopy  Presented, 
Mar,  22,  5,  27. 

Samuel,  Mr.  J.  iStockton] 

Municipal  Tratiing,  Appointment  of  Com- 
mittee, Mar,  20,  775. 

Samuels,  Messrs. 
Army  Contractors 

Boots  for  Volunteei-s  at  the  Front— 
Boots  supplied  untit  for  use 
Q.  Mr.   Howell  ;   A,  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham,  Mar,  30,  793. 

Supplying  Stores  to  Volunteer  Regi- 
ments after  name  was  struck 
off  the  List 
Q.  Mr.    Howell;    A.   Mr.    J.    P. 
Williams,  Ajrr.  2,  9.%. 

San  Marino 

Extradition  Treaty  —  Cojjv  Presented, 
Mar,  22,  5,  27.      ' 


Cablegrams  from   America,    Post    Office 
telephoning  to  Subscribers,  Mar.  22,  50. 

Soath  African  War 

Indian  Camp  Followers — Provision 
for  Wives  and  Families,  Mar.  22, 3.3. 

Telegrams— Code  Messages  allowed 
to  Foreign  Tenitories  and  dis- 
allowing to  British  Colonies,  Mar, 
26,  315. 

Terminal  Tax   between  Post  Office  and 
CablB  Companies,  Mar,   30,  1^1,  798. 

Savings  Banks 

Post  Office  Savings  P.ank.-,  See  that  Title. 

ScariJBT 

Water  Supply  Scheme-  Petition 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  ^.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr,  2,  952. 

School  Board  Elections  (London)  Bill 
Petition,  Apr.  4,  1177. 

School  Boards 

Elections,  Scotland— Franchise  Grievance 
Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray, 
Mar,  27,  447. 

Jurisdiction — Numlier  of  School  Boards 
with  Jurisdiction  over  Districts 
containing  population  of  less  than 
five  hundred,  etc. 
Q,  Mr.  Gray ;  il.  cjir  J,  Gorst,  Mar. 
30,  801. 

Number  of— Return  Presented,  Mar.  22,  4. 

Oldham,  Loss  of  Grant  under  the  New 
Code 
Q.  Mr.  Rnnciman  ;  A.  Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Mar.  29,  706. 

Sciireiner,  Mr. 

Boer  Prisoners,  deportation  to  St.  Helena 
— Protest 
Qg.  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  Flavin ;  As.  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  Apr,  2,  931 

Defence  of  Cape  Town— Duty  of  Self- 
defence  imposed  on  Sell -governing 
Colonies,  etc.  —  Action  of  Mr. 
Schreiner 
Os.  Earl  of  Camperdown,  Earl  of  Sel- 
borne,  Mar,  /i?>,  611,  015. 


'Sandpiper  "  i  '  Schwann,  Mr.  C.  E.  [Manchester,  N.] 

British  Gunboat  on  West  River,  China-  I         Liverpool  Telegraph   Offic^- Revision   of 
Accident  Duties,  proposed,  Mar.  ;r7, 443. 

(J,   Mr.   Walton;   A.   Mr.    Brodrick,  Manchester     PoHt\!tt«iv  —  ^xWi'iL     Q,^\A»s5N» 

Aj^,'.  ;/,  1003.  ^tT\\»eft,  Mar.  ^.2,  ^. 
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fc:  C  i  —  '..' 
j(ittii-i*^:K>r  ii4vi*rr7   '..i»m»inj;?-    *i-nipnr 


F>-3ratr 


3£r.  \.  O, 


'..   Hj.    Bu'.aaaaa. :    A. 

U    Hz  CM^'^-tfZ :  A    Mz.  A.  J.  B*:- 

0  Mr.  ••»>.- ;  ,/.  Mr.  hh-t^J*.  JiT  -  -  .*.. . 

*/  vj^*. .-.■«';•-'-•. .:. 
</     Mr    itjru'.^,    A.     y\z      A.     tT. 
M  *rr*;..  i^'ir.  >.,  •♦.•5. 

^ jft.'j:*:**^.  iK^'.rj^*  l>A/^*i— F^'rliitiefi  fw 
4/.  Mr-   W-rir  :  ^.  Mr.  A-  ir.  .M:;rr»Y, 

V   Mr.  UVir:  .4.  Mr.  A.  J.  lUiioar. 

f^t'AUiT'  nii'i  (>AtAr*.  Mi;rn5it;ori«  of.  from 
^  >/rj;r*5*!t*:*l  I>L-trif:tj- 
(/.  Mr  W*rir;  ><.  Mr.  A.  O.  Murray. 

VAMmt'jl\i  Kev*:noe  BaiJdin^«^ — Delay  in 
^.oa^trur-tion  —  Penalties    for    non- 
'•ornpleti'^n,  etc. 
V-  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Mr.  Akcrs-Doagla*. 
Mar.  z.%  I  ST. 
iyJucation 

Co*]*;,  Compariiions  with  Eln;;lLfh  Code  ; 
Oh.  Ia}T*1  HesLV,  Dake  of  Dcvon- 
Hhire,  Afar.  >.?,  1.79,  ICO.  [ 

Hxj>eriditf]re--Ketam 

(^.   Mr.  Cromliie;  A.  Mr.  A.  U.  ' 
Murray,  Mar.  //>,  >?^JH. 


F^iuszBi  —  Ft    ruIiaZTT^   ^i^fctllng    pr 
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V-    Mr-  Wfcr:   J.  Mr.  .\iBm- 

lilifl  -  JFbt.  »». «  ?ipl 

M*>i^izir? — NTznVr  i»eiL  A:^«j«iaii'r 
c  •.'laimiki  az»i  ^=.pa>i  M»?!:j- 

.       Mr     W«r:    A.    Mr.    A.  t,. 
Mxmy.  Am-.  ..  >fe» 
••y.  >CAi3e*  F>i±sj  LaixKry— Mi^rralh* 

V-   3*r.  W«r:  ^.  >lr-   A.  J.  Rdf.Kir. 

PJer-  az>i  Har^'.-^-z^w  Sfif  ibas  tiile. 

PoS:^ 

A'.-.tial  Kt^»-»rs  of  I&swrior  f»t  <'or. 
»ta:-diajT*Pr««Etci,' J/ir.    *.  l»ix»: 

HeDdersoc  L — Offer  <rf  R^vanl  m 
Infomiatkc  le^iing  to  .-im>L 
Mr.  Law's  daim. 
V-  Sir  C  Camertn  :  .1.  Mr.  A.  li- 
Mnm^y.  Apr.  >,  15(24. 

Negiijnenw  01  Police,   allesed— I'a** 
of  Laurence  Heodersoo 
V-  Sir  (.*.  Cameron  :  J.  Mr.  .\-ti. 
Mnrray,  Jfv.  .^  ,  i04. 

Private   Bill  Lejri5l.it ion,  l^eneral  l>nie» 
and  Scale  of  Fees— Date  of  lysine 
V.     Mr.     Renshaw:    A.     Mr,    A.  t.. 
Murray.  Apr.  3y  10d9, 

Bevenne  and  Expenditure  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  Stf  that  title. 

St.    .Andrews    I'niversitv  —  AU^tntrt    (rf 
X^-t^xuw-*.  Vx««ol\w^^  Avt.  'v,  VQIk  1:251. 
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Scotland— ron^ 

School  Board  Elections — Franchise  Griev-  j 
ance  | 

Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  A.  CI.  Murray,  ! 
Mar.  4f7,  447. 

Trawling,  See  that  Title.  j 

Scottish  American  Investment  Company,  i 
Limited,  Bill  { 
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Mar,  22— April  9. 

Selborne,  Earl  of—  Undei-  Senrfan/  of  State 


/.  t>R.*  Apr.  2,  918. 

Commitied  Apr.  9,  1501. 

Petition,  Mar.  30 ,  781. 

Scottish  Widows'  Fnnd  and  Life  Assur- 
ance Society  Bill 
r.  2r.*  Mar.  S6,  306. 

Sea  Fisheries  (Immature  Fish)  Bill 

r.  IR.,  Mar.  ;y6',  336. 

Sea  Fisheries  Begulation  (Scotland)  Act 
Amendment  Bill 
Petition,  Apr.  3,  1052. 

Seamen 

Merchant  Shipping 

Colour  Tests,  Report,  Mar.  30,  782. 

Continuous  Discharges  —  Report  of 
Committee  Presented,  Apr.  f^  1511. 

Foreign  Seamen,  Employment  of,  on 
Transports— South  African  War 
Q.    Mr.    H.    Wilson;     -4.     Mr. 
Macartney,  Mar.  30y  789. 

Notice  of  Motion  (Mr.  Havelock 
Wilson),  Mar.  J7,  4r)5. 
Us.    Mr.    S.    MacNeill,   Mr. 
Speaker,  Mar.  ^%  680. 

Motion   (Mr.    Havelock  Wilson), 
Mar.  30,  820. 

Lodging  Houses  Regulations— Towns 
adopting  Bye-Law.s 
Q.     Mr.     Pickersgill;     .4.     Mr. 
Ritchie,Jferar.  ;^6-,  321. 

Masters,  Mates,  etc.,   Certificates  of 
Competency,  etc.— Return  Onleretl 
(Capt.  Sinclair)  Mar.  JU,  680. 
Navy 

Death  Duties  and  Sailors'  Estates, 
See  Death  Duties— Soldiers'  and 
Sailors'  Estates. 

Short  Service  Men,  Rate  of  Wages 
Q.    Mr.      M*Arthur;     -4.      Mr. 
Macartney,  Mar.  L'tf,  690. 

Secret  Commissions 

Prevention  of  Corruption,  Sec  that  title. 

Securities 

Ser  Government  Securities. 

Seely,  Mr.  C.  H.  [Lincoln] 

Ritie  Ranges— Purchase  of  Kinder  Scout, 
Mar.  ^6",  318. 


for  Colonies 

Colonial  Self-defence,  Duty  of — Action  of 
Mr.  Schreiner  on  the  Outbreak  of  War 
between  Great  Britain  and  South 
Africitu  RepuMics,  Mar.  f?9,  615. 

Copyright  Rill,  2r.,  Mar.  J9,:&)S. 

Sewage 

Royal  Commission  on  Sewage  Disposal — 
Dale  of  Report 
Q.  Mr.  J.  W.  Wilson ;  A.  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Apr.  r>.  1268. 

Shannon  Cycle  Works 

Army  Contracts 

Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Apr.  J,  1259. 

Shannon  Water  and  Electric  Power  Bill 

j  c.  In.*  Mar.  ^::i,2fi. 

Shannon  and  Limerick  Canal 

I         Tolls,  Reduction  by  the  Board  of  Works, 
pi-oposed 
Q.  Mr.   O'Keefe;    A.  Mr.   Hanbury, 
Mar.  23,  189. 

Shantung  Disturbances 

I         Action  by  the  Powers 
!  Q.  Mr.  H.  Roberts;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick, 

Mar.  30,  797 

Sharpe,  Mr.  W.  E.  T.  [Kersington,  N.] 
I         London  Government  [Boroueh  of  Hammer- 
I  smith  Order   in    Council]    Motion  for 

Address,  Apr.  5,  1378. 

Shaw,  Mr.  T.  [Hawick  Burghs] 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,   2r.  Apr.   P, 
I  1562,  1567. 

'         Ecclesiastical      Asseasmente      [Scotland] 
Bill,  2r.  Apr.  ^^  995. 

Lunacy  Board  [Scotland]  [Salaries,  etc.] 
Bill,  2r.  Apr.  2,  1024. 

Sheffield 

Baths,    Washhouscs,     etc.  —  Municipal 
Trading 
0.  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Apr.  5, 1349. 

Sheffield  Corporation  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Com.   of  Selection,  Apr.  5, 
1234 ;  Apr.  0,  1502. 

Shirts 

Army  Cdntracts  with  Londonderry  Firms 
Q.   Mr.  D.  Sullivan  ;    ^.   Mr.  J.  P. 
Williams,  Aj^r.  J,  93. 

Q.  Mr.  A.  J.  Moore;    A.  Mr.  J.  P. 
Williams,  Mar.  27,  436. 


^"o%,^^TmS.^i;^^coLTron"^  '  Stop  Hours  Act  [1892]  Amendment  BiU 

Campaign,  Mar.  :.'6,  309.  ;         c.  IB.*  Mar.  30,  830. 


So 
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Shops  Bill 

Petition,  A2>r.  5,  1252. 
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Mar.  22— April  9. 

Smaller  Dwellings  [Scotland]  Bill 

c.  IK.*  Apr.  J,  1079. 


Siberian  Eailway 
HuKisia  and  China 

Os.  Mr.    J.   Walton,  Mar.  30,  852 ; 
Ix)rd  Balcarres,  865. 

Sierra  Leone 

District  Commissioners — Criminal  Juris- 
diction ami  Appeals,  etc. 
(^.    Mr.     Hedderwick;    A.     Mr.    J. 
Chamberlain,  Apr.  .9,  1519. 

Sight  Tests 

Mercantile  Marine  Report,  Ma?-.  30,  782. 

Simeon,  Sir  J.  S.  B.  [Southampton] 

Alien  Immigration — Legislation,  Mar.  36, 
321. 

Simonstown 


Boer  Prisoners  at. 
War — Prisoners. 


See    South  African 


Sinclair,  Capt.  J.  [Forfarshire] 

Agricultural   Holdings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  9, 

1615,  1616. 
China— British  and  Commercial  Interests, 

Policy  of  the  Government,  etc.,  Mar,  SO, 

875. 
Ecclesiastical  Assessments  [Scotland]  Bill, 

2r.,  Mar.  JS,  186;  Apr.  S,  1008. 

Finance  Bill— Tea  Duty,  Mar.  S6,  377. 

Lunacy  Board  [Scotland]  [Salaries,  etc.] 
Resolution,  Mar.  22,  142. 

Lunacy  Board  [Scotland]  [Salaries,  etc.] 
Bill, -Jr.,  Apr.  a,  1030. 


Sinclair,  Mr.  L.  [Essex,  Romford] 
Post  ( )ttice  Employees 

Kl^k    alh. Winces    Petition  —  Reply,  , 
Apr.  [y,  1527.  t 

Telegra|)ilLst^»  holding  Science  and  Art 
Certilicates — Delay  in  paying  Incre- 
mentw,  Apr.  9,  1527. 

Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  House 

Easter  Recess 

Q.   Mr.   J.   Ellb;    A.    Mr.    Balfour, 

Mar.  'JO,  718. 

Exemption  from  Standing  Order— Muni- 
cipal Trading  Committee  ; 
Mi>  :on  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour],  Jy;/-.  .7, 

Sivas 

Tradr  \l  port  Presented,  Apr.  .'',  1.503. 

Slavery  in  Erist  Africa 

Corn-,  «i 'l  Tice    relating    to.    Presented, 
Ap.     '.  !.,03,  1512. 

Small  Ai  HIS  Committee 

Forei-in  ^'  v.  .ce  Rifles 

(^'.  Mr.  Hedderwick;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
|;.iMJ,  Apr.  o',  1051). 
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Smith,  Mr.  J.  P.  [Lanark,  Partick] 

Financial  Relations,  England  and  Ireland 
—Over-taxation  of  Ireland,  alleged. 
Mar.  >,';J,  72. 

Lunacy  Board  [Scotland]  [Salaries,  etc.] 
Bill,  2k.,  Apr.  ;?,  1026. 

Police  Reservists  [Allowances]  Bill,  Com. 
Ajn\  'J,  1U42. 

Smith,  Mr.  S.  [Flintshire] 
India 

Currency — Amount  of  Gold  ac<]uired 
by  Indian  Government,  Method  of 
acquiring,  etc.,  Apr.  )i,  944. 

Famine 

Grant    from    Imperial    Sources, 

proposed.  Mar.  :i3,  176. 
Inquiring  into  Causes  and  Pre- 
vention, etc.,  Apr.  3,  1084, 1114. 

Theatrical  Censorship,  Production  of 
Plays  of  a  depraving  character— Lord 
Chamberlain's  licensing  powers,  etc., 
Ajyr.  9,  1521. 

Smith,  Mr.  W.  P.  D.  [Strand,  Westminster] 

Yeomanry  Officers— Allowances  for  Per- 
manent Duties  under  Paragraph  6  of 
the  Special  Army  Order,  Apr.  5,  1259. 

Soames,  Mr.  A.  W.  [Norfolk,  S.] 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disea.se  Regulations  in 
Norfolk,  etc..  Mar.  J3, 180. 

Soldiers 

Death  Dutias  and  Soldiers'  Estates,  See 
title  Deatii  Duties. 

Retired  Soldiers,  encouraging  to  settle  in 
South  Africa  after  the  War 
V-  Mr.   Harwood;  A.  Mr.  W\Ti<lham. 
Mar.  J3,  170. 

Solicitor  Greneral 
Sir  It.  15.  Finlay. 

Solicitors'  Articled  Clerks 

VolunU»-ers  for  South  Africii— Legislation 
for   removal   of  disabilities  for  ad- 
mission as  Solicitor 
(J.  Sir  J.  Jenkins  ;  A.  Sir  R.  Webster, 
Mar.  J9,  695. 

Sorting  Clerks 

*SV'-  Post  (Jtiicc  Employees. 

Soudan 

Finances,  A« I  ministration,  etc.  —Reports 
Proenteti,  Apr.  9,  1503,  15J2. 

South  African  War 

Anglo  ( Jernmn  Relations — '•  Deutschland" 
at    I'ortsmoutii,     Cheers    for    the 
lk)ei-s,  allege<l 
Q.   Mr.    Nicol ;    A.   Mr.   Macartney, 


War.  .'A  34. 
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Barbed  Wire  Nippers — Number  sent  oat, 
etc. 
Qs.  Sir  L.  McTver,  Gen.  Russell ;  As. 
Mr.  J.  P.  Williams,  iV<ir.  J2,  31. 

Boer  and  British  Prisoners,  Ses  sub-head- 
ing Prisoners. 

Boots  for  the  Troops 

Boots  supplied   unfit  for  use,  etc. — 
Inquiry 
Q,  Mr.   Howell;   A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham,  Mar.  SO,  793. 

Inferior  Boots  supplied  to  Infantry —  ; 

Lord  Roberts'  Complaints,  etc.  ! 

Q.  Gen.   Russell ;   A.  Mr.  J.  P.  I 

WUliams,  3Iar.  ^%  32.  I 

Rejections  —  Contractors    supplying  j 

Boots 

Qs.   Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Chan-  | 

ning ;  As.  Mr.  J.  P.  Williams,  ' 

Apr.  3,  1055.  ; 

British  Burghers  refusing  to  take  up  Arms  | 
on  the  Boer  side,  Woer  Threats  to  i 
shoot— President    Steyn's    alleged 
Proclamation 
Q.  Mr.  Gordon ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain, Apr.  J,  1255. 

Bullets 

Expansive  Bullets 

Discovery  of,  in  Boer  Encamp- 
ments —  British  Troops 
wounded  by  Expansive 
Bullets 
Qs.  Mr.  Jeftreys,  Mr.  Dillon  ; 
As.  Mr.   Wyndham,  Mar. 

16,  zn. 

Withdrawal  of  Mark  IV.  Ammu- 
nition from  British  Forces  [ 
Q.     Mr.     Flynn;     A.     Mr. 
Wyndham,  Apr.  J,  1054. 

Explosive  or  Expansive  Bullets,  Use 
of,  by  the  British  Troops  in 
South  Africa 
Qs.  Mr.  Middlemore,  Mr.  Dillon ; 
As.  Mr.  Wyndham,  Mar.  23, 
171. 
Cablegrams,  See  sub-heading  Telegrams. 

Canadian  Contribution — Freedom  of  action 
as  to  future  Wars,  Sir  W.  Laurier  on 
0.  Mr.  Hedderwick,  Apr.  3,  113S. 

Cape 

Colonial     Defence— Self-defence    and 
Self -governing  Colonies,  Action 
of  Mr.  Schreiner 
Os.  Earl  of  Camperdown,  Earl  of 
Selbome,  Mar.  29,  611,  615. 
Railway  Management— Services  ren- 
dered   by    Mr.    T.    R.     Price, 
recognition  of 
Q.  Mr.  M'Kenna  ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Apr.  9, 1516. 
Casualties 

Indian    Ambulance    Corps,    Number 
Employed— Casualty     Return, 
etc. 
(J.  Sir  M.  Bhownaggree  ;  A.  Mr. 
Wyndham,  ifar.  ;.>.^,  171. 

Indian  Forces 

Q.  Mr.  Maclean ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Mar,  26,  312. 
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Censorship 

Mails — Authority  responsible  for 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Ellis ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham 
Apr.  2,  933. 
Resolution    of    Sympathy    with    the 
Boers  returnetl  to  England 
0.  Mr.  Courtney,  Api\  0,  1417. 

Suppression   of  Cablegram    to    Cape 
Town  Newspaper 
Q.    Mr.    Lloyd -George ;  A.    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar,  22,  33. 

Chaplains — Roman    Catholic     Chaplains,. 
Appointment     of     Father     Simou 
Knapp,  Carmelite  Friar 
Q.  Mr.  Flavin ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Mar.  30,  788. 

City  Imperial  Volunteers 

Defective    RiHe    Si^ihts,    New  back- 
sights supplied 
Q.   Mr.    Wason:  A.   Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Mar.  Si),  686. 

E'^uipment  of  Cyclist  Corps 

Q.   Mr.  Wason;  A.   Mr;   Wynd- 
ham, Apr.  6,  1255. 
Clothing  for  the  Troops— Warm  Clothing 
Flannel    Shirts   and    Warm    Under- 
clothing 
Q.  Mr.  Warner;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Mar.  27,  435. 

Supplies  of,  by  the  War  Office  and 
Private  Benevolence — Expedi- 
tious distribution,  etc. 
Qs.  Mr.  Humphreys-Owen,  Mr. 
Coghill  ;  As.  Mr.  Wyndliam, 
Mar.  20,  312. 
Q.  Gen.  Laurie;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Apr.  S.  1056. 

Coinage — War  Record  Coinage,  proposed 
Q.  Mr.  Air!  :  A.  Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach, 
Mar.  22,  33. 

Colonial   Contingents~l)ecease<l  Soldiers" 
Medals,  Forwinling  to  next  of  kin 
Q.  Capt.  Je^sel ;  A.   Mr.  Wyndham, 
A2)r.  G,  1396. 

Comforts  for  tlie  TiOo,»s,  S'e  siib-headin«r 
Gift^. 

Commands 

Gough,  Col.,   Absence   of— Action  of 
L  >rd  Metliuen 
Q,    Mr.    S.    Ma<'Neill;    A.    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  2.i,  172. 

{See  also  sub  hea-ling  Methuen.) 

Methuen's,  Lord— Position 

Q.    Mr.    S.    MacNeill;    A.    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Apr.  :,  937. 

White,  Sir  G.,  See  that  s  ib-heading. 
Commissions 

Number  of  Direct  Commissions  to  be 
oflFered 
Q.    Sir    J.    Forjrusson  ;    A.    Mr 
Wyndham,  Mar.  'X,  313. 

Promotions    from    tlift   Ranks — Coni- 
mi>«sions  phu-ed  at  Lord  Roberts' 
disposal 
Q.  Capt.  Norton  ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Ajn\  2,  935. 

Contraband  of  War,  »SVti  tVM8X\.Siv\^* 
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South  African  War— ^o^t 

Cost  and  Finance  of  the  War 

Loan  ; 

Allottees  paying  Instalments  at 
l>ranch&s  of  the    Bank    of  ' 
England  ' 

g.    Mr.    Warr ;    A.   Sir    M.  1 
Hicks-Beach,  Mar.  /».  690.  i 
Irish  Allottees  registering  Allot- 
ments at  the  Bank  of  JCng-  i 
land 
Q.  Mr.  (Larson  ;    A,   Sir  M.  j 
Hicks-Beach,  Apr,  J,  1258.  i 
Supplementary  Estimates(£10,000, 000  - 
and    £13,000,000)    Statement    Pre- 
sented, Mar.  J6y  307. 
CJourt  Martiiil,  Sec  subheading  Military  ; 
Law.  I 

XJronje,  Gen. ,  Removal  of,  to  St.  Helena — 
Mr.  Sclireiner's  Protect  I 

Q.   Capt.    Donelaii;    A.    Mr.    A.    J. 
Balfour,  Apr.  d,  1392.  j 

Death  Duties  and  Soldiers'  Estates,  See  I 
Death  Duties.  , 

Durban  Naval    Volunteers,  Official    Re- 
lationship to  Royal  Navy— Services  ' 
rendered     in    South    Atrica,    Gen.  | 
Bailer's  and   Captain   Jones'    Des-  ' 
patckes,  etc  i 

Q.  Sir  J.  Colomb;  A,  Mr.  Goschen,  j 
Apr.  4;,  1394.  I 

Dutch  disloyalty  at  Cape  Town— Arrest  I 
of  M  du  Plessis  | 

Q.     Mr.     B.    Roberts ;    A,     Mr.    J.  ! 
Chamberlain,  Mar.  39,  683. 
Dutch  Sul^eccs  of  the  Queen  in  Custody- 
Administration  of  Martial  Law,  etc. 
O*.  Mr.  Courtney,  Apr.  6',  1414 ;  Mr. 
Labouchere,  1433  ;   Mr.   Wyndhain, 
1436. 
Farms— Looting    by    lioer    and     British 
Forces,  al  leged —  Proclamations 
Q.    Mr.    Flynn;    A.   Mr.    Wyndhain, 
Apr,  J,  932. 
<Jifts  far  the  Troops 

Delay  in  forwarding  gifts  for  H.M.S. 
'•  Ten-ible" 
(i.    Mr.      Newdigate  ;      A.     Mr. 
Wyndhani,  Mar.  .7,  435 
Warm     Clothing,     Expeditious    dis- 
tributiou  of 
<?.   Mr.  Coghill  ;   A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
hani, Mar.  20y  313. 
^Gough,  Col.,  and  Lord  Methuen,  See  sub- 
heading Methuen. 
Crraspan    Battle  —  Naval    Brigade    Des- 
patches, Publication  Regulations 
Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles;    A.  Mr.  Goschen, 
Mar.  26,  3ia 

Haulage  Machinery,  Supply  and  use  of 
Q.  Mr.  Warr  ;  A.  ^Ir.  J.  P.  Williams, 
Apr.  6,  1397. 
Horses,    Loss    of,    owin*^    to    insufficient 
number  of  Vetermaiy  Surgeons- 
Employment  of  retired  Surgeons 
C.  Capt.   Jessel;    A.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Apr,  6,  1397. 
Indian   Ambulance  Corps— Number  Em- 
ployed, Casualty  Returns,  etc. 
Q.    Sir    M.    Bhownaggree;    A,    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  ^3,  \7L 

SS 


South  African  Wax—cont. 
Indian  Camp  Followers 

Field  Service  Clothing,  retention  of, 
at  close  of  Campaign 
Q.  Capt.   Norton ;    A.    Lord   G. 
Hamilt^m,  Apr.  6,  1398. 

Provision  for  Wives  and  Families 
Q.   Sir  E.   Sassoon ;    A.  Lord  G. 
Hamilton,  iMar.  2^,  33. 

Indian  Forces 
Casualties 

Q.  Mr.  Maclean ;    A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Mar.  20,  312. 

Expenditure,  Relief  of  India  of  some 
of  its  home  Military  Charges, 
suggested 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Roberts;    A,  Lord  G. 
Hamilton,  Mar.  30,  791. 

Number  of  Forces 

Q.  Mr.  Maclean  ;    ^.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham. Mar.  26,  312. 

Indian  Loyalty 

Os.   Sir  L.    Mclver,    Apr.    3,    1100; 
Mr.  Maclean,  1107. 

Kimberley 

Armament  of,  by  De  Beers  Company 
— Mr.  Rhodes's  Statement 
Q.    Mr.    B.    Roberts;     A.    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  29,  688. 
Siege  of— Mr.  Rhodes  and  Col.  Kekc- 
wich,  Ditterences  between — Sup- 
pression of    **  Diamond   Fielos 
Advertiser,"  etc. 
Q.    Mr.    B.    Roberts;      A.    Mr. 

Wyndham,  Mar.  22,  30. 
Qs.   Mr.  S.   MacNeill;     .4*.   Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  ?,?,  170;  Mar. 
I  ^^6",  311  ;  Mar.  .'7,433. 

i  Koom    Spruit     Dl.sa«*ter— Secret    Papers*, 

Maps,  etc.,    IJoers   Capturing   with 
1  Convoy 

Q.    Mr.V.   O'Brien;    .1.  Mr.  Wynd- 
I  ham,  A2)r.  .9,  1515. 

]  Ladysmith    Relief    Celebrations — Belfast 

'  Disturbances,  Death  of  F.  Mooney 

Q.  xMr.  Daly  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar. 
!  22, 52. 

j  Looting,  See  sub-heading    Property,   De- 

[  struction  of,  etc. 

I  Mafekin^ 

I  Mark    IV.    Amniuniti(m,   L'se   of,  by 

i  the  British  Forces,  alleged 

I  Q.   Mr.    Klynn;    .4.    Mr.   Wyiid- 

I  ham,  Apr.  2,,  1054. 

Provisioning — Persons  taking   initia- 
f  tive 

I  Cecil,  Lord  E. 

I  Q.  Sir  C.   Cameron  ;  A .  Mr. 

j  A.    J.    Balfour,    Mar.    2-S, 

169. 

,  Weil's,  Mr.  J.,  Statement 

I  Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;   A.  Mr. 

Wyndham,  Mar.  29,  685. 

'  Magei*sfontein  Engagement,  Se*-  sub-head- 

ing  Methuen. 

I  Martial  Law,  Administration 

06-.  Mr.  ('ourtnev,  Apr.  ^^  1415: 
Mr.     LalK)uehere.     14:« ;     Mr. 
,  Wyndham,  1436. 
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Martial  Law,  Administration — conU 

Miscarriage  of  Justice,  alleged— Case 
of  F.  A.  Botha 
Q.    Mr.   Hazell;   A.  Mr.  WjTid- 
ham,  Mar.  30,  790. 

Proclamation  of,  Area  and  date  of  j 
Proclamations  I 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Ellis  ;  ^.  Mr.  J.  Cham-  j 
l)erlain,  Ajn^  -,  934. 
Roberts's,  Lord,  tact,  etc. 

0.  Sir  H.  Vincent,  A2ir.  G,  1443.     . 

Medals 

Deceased     Soldiera'      Medals,    For- 
warding    to     next    of    kin- 
Colonial  and  Auxiliary  Forces 
Q.  Capt.  Jessel ;  A,  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham,  Api\  6,  1396. 

Design  for,  Inviting  Competition 
Q.    Col.    Lock  wood;      A,    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar,  29,  686. 

Presenting  to  Troops  immediately  on 
Conclusion  of  Campaign 
Q.    Mr.   Seeley  ;    A.  Mr.   A.   J. 
Balfour,  Mar.  26,  309. 

Medical  Corps,  Work  of 

0.  Col.  Sir  H.  Vincent,  Aiyi\  6',  1442. 

Medical     Service— Pay,     Highest     and 
Lowest  Rate  of  Pay  of  Army  and 
Civilian  Doctors,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.   Weir;    A.    Mr.    Wyndham, 
Apr.  2,  933. 

Methuen,  Lord,  Position  of 

Q.  Mr.  S.  MacNeill;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, A-pr.  2y  937. 

Methuen,    Lord,  and    the  Magei-sfontein  ; 
Engagement  > 

Despatches 

Delay  in  writingr  Despatches 

Q.  Mr.  S.  MacNeill ;  A.  Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  22,  29. 
Downham,  Col. 

Q.    Mr.  T.    M.    Healy ;   ^.  I 
Mr.   Wyndhanj,   Mar.   23, 
173.  1 

Omissions — Drafting  of  Des-  ! 
patches,  Alterations  sug-  ' 
gested  by  the  Commander-  ; 
in-Chief  i 

Q.  Mr.  S.  MacNeill;  A.  Mr.  ; 
WjTidham,  Mar.  25,  173. 

Withholding    from      Publication  | 
original        communication 
dated  Jan.  4. 
Q.  Mr.  S.  MacNeill;  A.  Mr.  | 
Wyndham,  Mar.  29,  684.      | 

CJough,  Col.,  Charges  a^irainst,  Ab-  j 
sence  from  the  Field,  etc. —  I 
Inquiry  i 

Q8.  Mr.  S.  MacNeill ;  As.  Mr.  ' 
Wyndham,  Mar.  22,  29 ;  23rd,  I 
\12',29th,Q^.  ! 

Waucho|>e,  Gren.,  and  Lord  Methuen —  \ 
Difference   of   Ojjsinion    as    to 
Scheme  of  Operations,  etc. 
Qs    Mr.  S.  MacNeill ;   As.  Mr.  \ 
WyndhsLin,  Mar.  22,  29  ;   23rd, 
172;  sm,  434.  \ 
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Military  Law,  Administration  of 

Deputy      Judge-Advocate — Appoint- 
ment of  Lord  Basil  Blackwood 
Q.    Mr.    Humphreys-Owen  ;    A. 
Mr.  Wyndham,  Apr.  2,  939. 

Judge- Advocate  General,  nomination 
of  qualified  delegates  to  confirm 
findings  and  sentences  of 
Courts-Martial,  etc. 
Qs.  Mr.  H.  D.  Greene,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Mellor,  Mr.  S.  MacNeill  ;  As. 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mar.  22, 308. 

xMilitia,  See  that  title. 

Naval  Brigade 

Despatches,  Publication  Regulations 
Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  A,  Mr.  Goschen, 
Mar.26,30Q. 

Durban  Naval  Volunteers,  See  that 
sub-heading. 

Gifts,  Delay  in  forwarding  to  H.M.S. 
"Terrible" 
Q.  Mr.  Newdigate ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Mar.  27,  435. 

Marine    Artillery  —  Employed    as 
Infantry  escorts  to  Naval  Guns 
Q.  Sir  J.  Colomb ;  A.  Mr.  Goschen, 
Apr.  6,  1398. 

Netley    Hospital,    Convalescent   Soldiers 
leaving  —  Treatment  of  Wounded 
Gloucesters 
Q.  Sir  J.  Dorington ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Mar.  27,  432. 

Non-combatants,  Boer  Arrests  of— Case  of 
Mr.  Garstin 
Q.  Mr.  Wason ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain, Mar.  29,  683. 

Nurses  —  Number    of    Qualified  Female 
Nurses,  Pay,  etc. 
Q.   Mr.   Weir;    A.   Mr.    Wyndham, 
Apr.  3,  1054. 
Orange  Free  State 

British  Burghers  refusing  to  take  up 
anns  on  Boer  side,  lioer  threats 
to  shoot  —  President  Steyn's 
alleged  Proclamation 
Q.  Mr.  Gordon ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berlain, Ap7\  5,  1255. 

Property,  Destruction    of,    etc.,  Sec 
sub-heading  Property. 

Status  of  tlie  Free  Staters,  etc. 

Os.  Mr.  Labouchere,.4pr.  G,  1434  ; 
Mr.  Wyndliam,  1436. 

Pretoria    Mint  —  P^nglish  Ofiicial  assist- 
ing Transvaal  tioveninient 
Qs.  Col.  Lockwood,  Mr.  S.  MacNeill ; 
As.  Mr.  J.  Chaml)erlain,  Mar.  JG, 
314. 

Prisoners 

B«er  Prisoners 

Cronje,    Gen.,     Sec    that    Sub- 
heading. 

Deportation  to  St.  Helena— !Mr. 
Schreiner*s  Protest 
Qs.  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  Fla>'in ; 
As.  Mr.  A.  J .  B»ii^NNx^  A-v^t  . 

A.  ^T.  K.  ^.  VwX'wox^  Aya^. 
4    ^  ^^  ^^'^' 
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South  African  War   ioat. 

Boer  PiitiOJierb — vi^i*(. 

liiiprUoniueut     ou     I>oard     »S}iij>, 
Nujijlier       of        }'ii^ouei>. 
Deaths,  etc. 
Qa.  Mr.  JLaboucUix-,  Mj.  1'. 
<rKrieji:    yl.y.   Mr.    Wvud 
liaiJi.  Jyy/.  •'.  I*i5:i 

SiiiiuUi^Uiwu  -Outbreak  of  Ke\er. 
Number  of  Deatlis,  lie- 
ltt0^al  of  PriMiiiers  onSlior*^, 

V-  <'apt.  Donelaii  :  x\.  Mr. 
A.  A.  liiilfour,  Apr.  (J.  I39:i : 
V-  Mr.  (  haniiiii;,' ;  J.  Mr. 
Wynrlhain.  An,.  H,  1394  ; 
V-  Mr.  W.  Abi-aliam:  J. 
Mr.  A.  .1.  i;;iifour.  Aj,i.  .'', 
l.-il.'). 

St<*riib<jrg,    Coiint    .A'lullw.rt.     re 
leaHiUj^ 
V*.     Major    ItuM-li,    Mr.    (i. 
ikiwlw;    Ja.    Mr.    W  ynd 
liaui,  AjN-.  .7,  \'2:a. 

'J'reatiueut  of 

On.  Mr.  (kiurtney,  Apr.  6, 
X4I5 ;  Mr.  J^bouchere, 
H33  ;  Mr.  B.  RoberlK,  1439  ; 
SirH.  Viuceut,  1442. 

JiritlHlj  Wounded  Prihoners,  KeleaHe  | 
of 
(/.  Mr.  L.  Kjiowle.s :  A,  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  J///r.  /.^  :U. 

Nujiilierof  Britwh  and  Boer  Pri.Hoiier.>*, 
K.v<*lian;4e    of     Prisoners     pro 
li0He<l 
<J,     Mr.     P.    O'Brien:     A.     Mr. 

Wyndliain,  Affr.  fJ,  \'M\. 

PioiuotionH    from    tht?    Jtaiiks,    Sn    .^ul» 

lieatlin;^  < 'oiiiini.ssioii>. 
propel  I  y 

|)i-.«^lrintion   of,  by  Hoc j-   ami   I5iiiiyjj 
I'ori'es,  all4',j4,ed     ProilainatioiiN 
(J.  Mr.  Ply  nil  ;  A.  Mr.  Wvndhaiii.  ' 
A/tr.     .\  9:iJ  :  (J.   Mr.    Kiuilier  ;  ' 
J.  Mr.  J.  (.'haiiibcrlaiii,  J///'.  ^, 
I'MK). 

MihuM'V  Sir  A.  Procliimat  ion,  et<'. 

(f.  Mr.  rjilM)urln'r«\  A/tr.  fj, 
1431. 

Copy  of  Proclaiiialioii   PieMMilcd, 
.1/./.  '/,  i:w:i.  139-J. 

Pa>iiienl  of  Taxen  I 

'  tj.   Mr.   Kiiiilier  ;    J.   .Mr.  .1. 
Chambeiiain,  Mor.  J.',  :\\. 

P*niiilios  Pay     Datewof  Paymonl 
(,i.  Mr.  (  .  CorlKai;^.!.  Mr.  Wyiul 
liaia,  Ajh\  .i,  P2.'>7 
Pru.suin^    Countinj;   SimnIco    in   S»u^ 
tions  A,  H,  C\  or  P,  eU\ 
(,i.  Ml.  M-Kenna;  .».  Mr.  Wynd 
han»,  .^yr.  0,  PJi'^T. 

Ptwt  OIUi'o  Knipluvort  rejoiniuiJ—iyv, 
Kxtemlin^;  < 'unoe.-xsious  to  Pn 
n»arri*Hl  Kt>»t»vvisttJi 
(i.  Ml.  Stetidmau;    I-   Mv-   Man 
*  bury.  JiA/.  «;»  l^Oii 


KX. 

South  A&ican  l^lTar— <»**' 

Ivhodes,    Mr.,    and    Col.    £ai 
lieadiut;  Kimberley. 

i:iti»-  <  :oiii]»aijy,  4th  Cinnahy  fe 
Ijaiidiueiit — ^OfficearV  Und 
V-  Mr-    Jeftrev^  :   ^J.  li:.^ 
A/ir.  3,  1057 

Killer     Method  of  lioadiiij:.  hfl 
lirin«dii«^  np  to  Uocr  istu 
V.  -Mr.    Hedclerwick  :  -1.  ] 
iiam.  Alar.  'J2,  39. 

St.  IleJena,  lieportation  of  B« 
,sW  Kiib-lieiifliii^  PriKoaer.-^. 

Settlement  of  Ketired  KoWmt 
Africa  after  tb«*  War 
V   Mr.  Harwootl  :  A.  Mr 
JAo'.   /.A   I7M. 

Spriii«j:lield   Advauee — Pubiicat 
Wynne'.s  Field  Order 
V.    Mr.    Dillon  ;     .1.   Mr. 
Mnr.    *U,  GST. 

••  Stop  tlie  AVar  "  and    Pn»-lJoer 
,SVr  that  title. 

Suirmberg  ED<^a^enient  —  (^ 
a(;re'B  JJeHpateh,  Lord 
Strictures  on.  Action  a 
Otiice 
Q.  Mr.  K.  MacNeiU  ;  A.  1 
iiani,  .Vrrr.  i?J,  170. 

1'elej^ramK 

( -eiiBorBhip,  See  that  .<ab-faei 

( 'ode  MeH8a;;e8  disallowed 
Colonies  in  South  At 
V.  Sir  E.  SasKOon  \  A.\ 
liani.  Mar.  ft;,  315. 

Soldiers"     Tele<jrains,    iledi 

( 'liai*;fes     -  p^:istem     ' 
<  'niiipany's  (/oiK-e^sioi 
(J.  Mr.  H.  Ht^aton  :  A.  .\ 
ham.  M'tr.  .tn,  7i»2. 

rfa«tioii  Pn^im'^ 

(J.  Ml.  Warr;  A.  Mr.  .1.  IV 

A/,r.  '.,  i:»»:. 

'J'iaii'>p<»rt  S«M\  ict',  .S'/-  that  title 

'rn;j:ela  Pnj^a;^eiiient  -Col.  I.,on;:'! 
tion,  Pnblifati<»n  of 
(J.  Mr.  S.    MacNeill  ;  .1.  M 
ham.  Ajtr.  /,  937. 

Psaji**  of  War     Pxmt  al»ii<et>f  \\ 
.sVrsiib  liradin;^  NN'hitt*  Pi.ii:. 
\  I'ltMinarv     Suij^^eons         L*»>^    t 
iiwiiij,'     to    in<ultitMent     n 
Siir;i«;ons.   KiiiploviiuMit    t 
Surgeons,  elf. 
V.   Capt.  .lossel  :    .!.    Mr    \ 
Apr.  r,,  1397. 

\  oluiitet'r>,  Srr  that  title. 

War  Tax     l*ropertv  in  the  Son! 
Pepuhlio,  Sr,  >uF>-headiiii,'  |*r 

NVaiu'hope,  Con.,  and   Lord   Mel 
nu)»  hoadiii^  Methnon. 

\Vhilt\    Sir   i;.    -War    Ottii^^    a 
NUjHTstsle,  aUe^:«d 
Vv    Mr.  S.  MaoNeiU  ;  .4^.  N 
h<uu»  \L^r,  :*,  rss  :  Aj'r. 
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White  Flag  Treachery   by   the    Boers — 
Lord  lvobert:N*s  Despatch  to  Presi 
dents  Stej'^n  and  Kniger 
Q.  Mr.  Dillon ;  ^t.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Jlar.  JO,  682. 

Telegrams  from  Lord  Roljerts  to  Pre- 
sidents of  Orange  Free  State  and 
Soutli  African  Kepublic  and  their 
lleply,    Presented    Apr,    J,     1046; 


lleply,   Prcsi 
/fth.  117S. 


Win^  Xippors,  Num1>er  sent  out,  etc. 

^>.v.  Sir  L.  Mclver,  <ien.  liussell ; 
J.V.  Mr.  J.  P  Williams,  Mar. 
//,  :u. 

Wynne,  (-ol. ^Springfield  .Advance,  Publi- 
cation of  Field  Order 
Q.  Mr.    Dillon;    -1.    Mr.    Wyndham, 
Mar.  ?n,  687. 

Yeomanry,  Imperial,  Siu:  Yeomanry. 

South  Eastern  and  Chatham  Eailway 
Workmen's  Tickets— Limiting  to  Work- 
men in  constant  daily  Employmeut 
Q.    W.    Lough;      J. 'Mr.     Ritchie, 
Mar.  !?J,  46. 

South  Essex  Water  Bill 

/.    Jiep,    from    Committee    of    Selection, 
Apr.   >,  918  ;  9fh,  1501. 


South  Essex  Water  Board  Bill 
/.    Rrp.    from    Committee    of 
A/tr.  /,  918  ;  .'/Mj  1501. 


Southport  Water  Bill 
I  c.  Bep.*  Mar.  iHS,  166. 

!  Con.*  Apr.  :.\  927. 

3k.*  Apr.  J,  1237. 
/.  IK.*  Apr.  U,  1382. 

Southport  and  Lytham  Tramroad  Bill 

c.  2r.*  Apr.  9,  1508. 

Standing  Order  Complied   with,  Apr.  /;, 
1049. 

Spalding  Urban  District  Council  (Water) 
Bill 

r.  Con.  Mar.  :?9,  628. 

3H.*  Ai»\  ?,  927. 
/.  llJ.*  Apr.  i,  918. 

Standing  Orders  Complieil  with,  Apr.  /;, 
i;^81. 


Selection, 


South  Kensington  Museum 

Huckland  Collection,  »SVr  that  title. 

South  Staffordshire  Tramways  Bill 

/.    Hip.    from    (*ommittcc    of    Selection, 
Apr.  n^  13S1  ;  utii,  \:^Y>. 

South  Wales  Borderers  Volunteers 

Insulx)rdination — Cases  of  John  Garland 
and  Tom  Phelps 
Q.  Mr.  M*Kenna  :  A.  \[r.  Wvndham. 
Apr.  J.  9.'^4. 

Southampton  Harbour  Bill 

/.  AVy/.*  Mar.  /.;,  149. 

3ll.*  Apr.  .\  917. 
i:  lit.''  Apr.  ./,  1078. 

Staniling  Orders  Complie<l  with,  Apr.  !», 
1505. 

Southport  Corporation  Tramways  Bill 
/.  IR.*  Mar.  HO,  782. 

Southport  Extension  and  Tramways  Bill 

c.  Con.  Mar.  X?7,  427. 

3r.*  Mar.  30,  784. 

/.  IR.*  Mar.30,1S2. 

2r.*  Apr.  (?,  1382. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr. 
1015 
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Speaker,  Bight  Hon.  W.  C.  Qully  [Carlisle] 
Bills,  Fii*st  Uefiding— Quest  ions  raised  on 

Mar.  ,.%  336,  337. 
Blocking  Notices 

Point  of  Onler,   etc..  Mar.    /O,  681, 

682. 
Power   of    the    Hoaae    to   discharge 
notice  of  motion,  etc.,  Apr.  6',  1419. 

Disoiderly  Conduct  —  Member  calling 
*»  Divide,  Divide  ! "  Mar.  JJ,  12. 

Judges,  criticising  actions  of.  Mar.  JS,  564. 
Motions— Alteration  of  terms  of  Motion, 
etc..  Mar.  !7y  455. 

Motions  for  a<ljournment  --raising  Dehate 
on.  Mar.  .//,  10. 

Motions  for  mljournment  of  the  House  to 
discuss  matters  of  I'rgent  Public   Im- 
i)ortance — Question  as  to  Crgencyand 
Public  Importance,  etc.,  Apr.  '/,  1427. 
Pei-sonal  reflections.  Mar.  //,  135. 
Private    Hill  —  Hcstowing    Powers   upon 
Publico  Department  should   be  brought 
in  OS  I'ulihc  tun,  Mar.  ..'9,  678. 
<ihiestions 

Answering  (iu&>tions  fully,  j\/ar.  ,.V,  30. 
Questions     embodying      matter     of 
O]  union.  Mar.  ;/.',  47. 
Kulings     of      the    <*hair     -  Substantive 
motions,  A/tr.  fl.  1138. 

Spirit  Duty 

Ihidget  ProiK)8als  (Finance  Bill),  Kxem|^»- 
tion  of  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  licdmond  s 
Amendment),  Mar.  J7,  499. 

Drugs— Increase  of  Spirit  Duty 

Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  ^.  Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beiich,  Apr.  /,  945,  965,  966. 

Revenue  from— Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer's Amended  Statement,  Apr.  (K  1448. 

Spirits 

j         Irish     Workhouses,      Comsumption      of 
Spirituous  Liquors— Return 
Q.  Mr.  Daly  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar. 
;>7,460. 

Spitalfields  Market 

London  County  Council  (Spitalfiehls  Mar- 
ket^ RIU,  Ste  tVvivfc  \,\^\fe. 

4\a 


Sta— Sto] 


Stage  Plays 


INDEX. 
Mar,  22— April  9. 

,  Steadman,  Mr.  W.  O.—eont, 
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Censo«hii>--Ptodi»tkm  ol  Plays  of  a  de- 
uraving  duuraeter 
<^«.  MrTS.  ::<mith.  Mr.  T.  B,  Curran ; 
^^  i>ir  M.  W.  Ridley,  Mar.  9, 1521. 

Do  Ujk  Kut)^  Massrss  azui  the  Post  OfiBce 

q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  :  J.  >lr.  Hanbury. 

Mw.  :o\  IvSo. 

Sten^  Duties 

UroktjiW  Product}  Contract  Notes — With- 
drawal ot  Clause  in  Finance  BiU 
Iteleieuce^    to,   in    Debate    on    the 
Kiuauce  Bill,  Mai'.  J7,  oil. 

Conveyance  on   Sale  of   Property — Duty 
on  Covenants  relating  to  Iiuproveuiente 
I'inauce  Bill,  Mar.  ^'i^,  749. 

Debentures-  Illegal  demand  by  the  Inland 
Keveuue  Depai'tuient,  Refusal  to 
repay  Duty  on  Instruments  not 
produced  for  Cancellation  of  Stamps 
fj.  Mr.  Kiml>er ;  .1.  Sir  M.  H.  Beach, 
Mar,  ,\\  43. 

New  Stiimp  Duties— Kepeal  of  Clause  2o 
oi  the  Companies  Act,  1867 
V.  Mr.  (.Zombie ;  ^.  Sir  M.  H.  Beach, 
Mar.  M,  177. 

lidvei>*»d  Life  Assunince  Society  Bill,  See 
that  title. 

?>tftadittg  Orders 

Blocking  Notices,  i>ec  that  title. 
(.ioHure   Motions  in  Committee — Altera- 
tion of  Standing  Order  j 
i^K   Sir  11.    Kowarth  ;   A.  Mr.   A.    J. 

Ikilfour,  Mifr.  JO,  818.  | 

Kdiuation,  etc.,  Schemes,  laying  upon  the  j 

laMo  in  l*rinted  form— New  Stand- ' 

in^  i)rder  ! 

Motion  (Marquess  of  Salisbury),  Mar,  I 

.">,  &2\.  I 

I'rivalo  IUUh,  Srr  that  title. 

^iHkU>  aided  Schools 

PhvHical  and  Military  Insti-uction  Debate, 
\iar.   w,  S3 1. 


HtfOaduiau,     Mr.   W.    C.    [Tower    Hamlets,  , 

Slv^^»noYl  I 

\nn\  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  Jpr.  L\  1030      i 

Lvwulun  Water  (rurehase)  Pdll,  2k.,  Mar. 

.>,  lkV2,  Ot)o, 
Loihluu  Water  (Welsh  Supply)  Bill,  2li., 

V<w.  .%  671.  ! 

VeUoiK>litan  Police — Ex-Soldiers  joining  i 
the  Uoyal  Reserve  Battalions,  Jjtr.  5, 

\s\^\    Kenerve   (Moliilisation)   Bill,  2r.,  ! 
i^a:  '>•,  148t>.  I 

'  V'i"  Oihce  EmpU)yee.s  | 

!i4i  jLuin^hani  Telegraphists'  Grievances 
t>^^e  of  Mr.  Lacon,  Mar.  30,  802. 

\\  Svidiern     joining     Reser\'e    Bat- 
^^i^H»*.    Pav,  allowances,  etc.,  Mar. 


Post  Office  Employees — cont. 
Liverpool 

Appointment  of  Inspectors  of 
Telegraph  Messengers,  Apr.C, 
1407. 

Assistant  Postmen  engaged  in 
hoist  duties,  Removal  of.  Mar. 
30,  803. 

Fines  for  Late  Attendance-  Nev 
Arrangements,  Mar.  SO,  803 

Number  of  temporary  Sorting 
Clerks  and  Telegraphists,  etc., 
Apr.  9,  1528. 

Postmen's  Federation  —  Refusal  of 
Leave  of  Absence  to  Executive 
OtKcers,  Mar.  29,  704. 

Reservists  rejoining  Regiments,  Pay 
— Extending  Concessions  to  un- 
married Reservists,  Ajyr.  fJ,  1400 

Retirement  Rules,  Ajn-.  9,  1525 

Sunday  Duties,  New  Regulations— 
Senior  Officers'  Complaints,  Mar. 
JJ,  183. 

AVest  Central  District  Office— Aux- 
iliar\-  Pof«tmen's  grievances,  Apr.  9, 
1527. 

Steamers 

Excursion  Steamers,  Excluding  from  Pro- 
visions of  the  503rd  Section  of  Uie 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  J  894 
Q.    Mr.    Tritton;    A.    Mr.    Ritchie, 
Apr.  J,  12t)7. 

Steamship  Oommtmication,  Ireland 

Foynes  and  Kilrusii 

n.  Mr.  W.  Reilmond  ;  A,  Mr.  Atkin 
son,  Ajtr.  7,  127*2. 


Stepney,  Borough  of 

Order  in  Council    for  Establishment 
Pre*?enteil,  Mar,  J7,  418,  431. 


of. 


Sternberg,  Count  Adalbert 

Releasing 

Qs.    Major  R.iseh,  Mr.    G.     Howies ; 
As.  ^lr.  Wyndham,  Apr.  5,  1254. 

Stewart,  Field  Marshal  Sir  D. 

Death  of 

Conveyance  of  Body  to  England 

Q.  Mr.  Faber;  .4.  Mr.  Goschen, 
Ajyr.  6,  1401. 

Military  Honours  at  Algiers — thanks 

to  the  French  Government,  etc. 

Qs.  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Courtney ; 

As.  Mr.  A.  J.   Balfour,  Apr.  9, 

1531,  1532 

Stewart,  Sir  M.  J.  M.  [Kirkcudbright] 

Buckland    Collection,    Removal   of    from 
South  Kensington,  etc.  Mar.  26,  322. 

Paris    Exhibition  —  Compelling    British 
Exhibitors  to  exhibit  on  Sundavs.  Mar. 
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Stewart,  Sir  If.  J.  IL—cont, 

Physical    and    Military    InHtmction    in 
State-aided  Schools,  Mar.  SO,  848. 

Roman     Catholic     University,    Ireland, 
Mar,  23,  25C. 

Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  J.  [Glasgow,  College] 
Lunacy  Boanl  (Scotland)  (Salaries,  etc.), 
BUI,  2u.,  Apr.  A  1020. 

Yeonjanry  Camps — Army  Order  relating 
to,  Date  of  rublication.  Mar.  L'3, 174. 

Stodcport  Corporation  Tramways  Bill 

c.  Con.*  Mar.  27,427. 

3b.*  Mar.  SO,  784. 
/.  2R.*  Apr.  6,  1382. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr,  S, 
1045. 

Stokers 

Navy— Short  Service  Men,  Rate  of  Wages 
Q.  Mr.  C.  M*Arthur;  A.  Mr.  Macart- 
ney, Mar.  2'J,  690. 

"  Stop-the-War,"  and  Pro-Boer  Meetings, 
etc. 
Margate     Disturbance,  Damage  to    Mr. 
Powell's  Proi)erty 
Q.    Mr.    Maddison:    A.    Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley,  J/rtr..^,  891. 
Worksoj)   Temi>erance  Meeting— Assault 
on  Chairman 
Q.   Sir  W.  Lawson;  A.   Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  J7,  445. 

Stormberg  Engagement 

Gratacre's,  Gen.,  Despatch,  Lord  Robert's 
Strictures  on— Action  of  the  War  i 
Office  I 

Q.  Mr.  S.  MacNeill ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd-  | 
ham.  Mar.  :?J,  170. 

Street  Noises  Bill 

Petition,  Apr.  J,  929. 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.  [Shoreditch,  Hoxtou] 

London  Water   (Purchase)  Bill,  2ii.,  Mar. 
29,  829,  649. 
Irish  Financial  Discussion,  Mar.  J', 
10,  12,  14,  16. 
London  Water  (Welsh  Supply)  BiD,  2r., 
Mar.  29,  875. 

Sub-Postmasters 
See  Postmasters. 

Submarine  Torpedo  Boats 

Adoption  of,   by   Maritime   Countries- 
Attitude  of  British  Naval  Autho- 
rities 
Q.   Capt.   Norton;  A.  Mr.  Goschen, 
Apr.  6,  1402. 

Sugar  Bounties 

Belgium— Diplomatic    Negotiations    be- 
tween the  Powers  for  the  abolition 
of  bounties— Attitude  of  France 
Q.  Col.  Mil  ward;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick, 
Apr.  5,  1262. 
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Bounties — cont. 
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Counten'ailing  Duties  in  India — Amount 
of  Revenue  yielded.  Effect  on  Sugar 
Inrportation,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Maclean  ;  -4.  Lord  G.  Hamil- 
ton, Mar.  26,  318.  ' 

Sullivan,  Mr.  D.  [Westmeath,  S.] 

Army  Shirt  Contracts  and  the  London- 
derry Firms,  Apr.  2,  937. 

lUllymahon  Union,  Teachers'  Fees- 
Recoupment,  Mar.  23,  193. 

Mullingar 

Drainage  System— Defective  System, 

Mar.  27, 448. 
Rifle  Range   Extension— Acquisitio 

of  Land,  Apr.  6,  1260. 

Sunday  Closing  (Monmouthshire)  Bill 
Petitions,  Mar.  22,  27;  Mar.  23,  167; 
Mar.  20,  307  ;  Mar.  27,  430 ;  Mar.  28, 
546  ;  Mar.  29,  679 ;  Mar.  SO,  788  ;  Apr. 
2,  930;  Apr.  3,  1052;  Apr.  ^,  1178; 
Apr.  5,  1252 ;  Apr.  6,  1391 ;  Apr.  9, 
1509,  1510. 

Sunday  Delivery  of  Letters 

See  Lettei-s. 

Sunday  Labour  in  Factories 
Factory  and  Workshops  Bjjiil 

Q.  Mr.  Talbot ;  A.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley, 
Mar.  29,  710. 

Sunday  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors 

See  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
Bill. 

Sunderland  Corporation  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Com.  of  Selection,  Mar.  J'^ 
782. 
Bill  not  to  be  proceeded  with,  Apr.  5, 
1233. 

Superannuation 

Board  of  Education  (Science  and  Art 
Department)  Kxniiiiners  —  Treasury 
Minute  Presented,  Apr.  9,  l.')03,  1511. 

Civil  Servants  ai>iH)inted  without  Certifi- 
cate—Treasury Sliimte  rresentctl,  Mcr. 
22,  149,  168. 

Civil Senices,  SuiiCi-annuation  and  Retired 
Allowances— Appendix  to  Estimate  Pre- 
sented, Ji)r.  2,  930. 

Local  Authorities*  Superannuation  Bill, 
See  that  title. 

Local  Registrar  of  Bankruptcy  in  Belfast 
—Treasury  Minute  Presented,  Apr.  S, 
1046,  1052. 

Scottish  Commissioners  of  Lunacy,  Retire- 
ment , 
.     Q.  Mr.  Weir;   A.  Mr.  Anstruther, 
Mar.  SO,  804. 

Sub-Postmasters,  See  Postmasters. 

Supply 

Civil  Service  Estimates 

Houses    of    Parliament  Bmidxsise^— 
£J2a,QK»,  Com., ^lav.  iO,^\^. 


Sup -Tel] 


Supply — conL 

Civil  Service  Estimates -row/. 

Koyal     Palaces     and     Marlboroagh 
ftoiwe— £29,000,  Com.  Mar.  ^0,905  ;  [ 
Rep,*  Apr.  ?,  1043. 

Itoval  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 
£93,440,  Lom.  Mar.  JO,  909;  JRep.* 
Apr.  .J,  1044. 

Su))eraimuation  and  lietired  Allow- 
ances— Appendix  to  Estimate  Pre- 
sente<l,  Apr.  2, 930.  , 

[For  subjects  discussed  in  Committee  of  | 
Supply,  6'cc  their  titles.]  1 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  ' 

Ireland — Kulas,    Order    in    Council    Pre- 
sented, Apr,  A  1053 ;  Apr.  J,  1236. 

Surveyors 

Ireland — Increase   in    Salaries    by  Local 
Government  Board,  County  Coun- 
cils' Objection 
Qs,  Mr.   Flavin,    Captain    Donelan  ; 
Ab'.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar.  J(J,  326. 

Kerry  Surveyors,  See  Kerry. 

Taff  Vale  Railway  Bill 

/.  ftfp.  from  Com.  of  Selection,    Apr.    J, 
918;  Apr.  U,  1501. 

Talbot,  Et.  Hon.  J.  Q.  [Oxford  University] 
Sunday  Labour— Ftictory  and  Workshops 
IVillProposal,  Mar.  sit,  710. 

Tanner,  Dr.  C.  K.  D.  [Cork  Co.,  Mitl] 

Ancient  Monuments  Protection  Hill,  Cum.. 
Mar.  /.',  148. 

Keriy  County  Surveyor's  Salary — Increase 
in.  Mar.  .V,  193. 

^lacrooni  Land  Sub-Conunissioners'  Sit- 
tings, Mar.  :*Oy  195. 

Tasmania 

Army,  Imperial --Offer  of  Commissions 
(^.  Mr.    Orr  Ewing ;  A.  Mr.  AVynd- 
ham,  Mar.  .JV,  685. 

Taxation  of  Ireland 

Financial  lielations,  England  and  frcland, 
Sec  that  title. 

Taylor,  District  Inspector 

Associating  with  Magistrate  of  his  District 
Q.    Mr.    Flavin;    A.    Mr.    Atkinson, 
Apr  /,  954. 

Tea  Duty 

Budget  Pro^josals— Finance  Hill 

Kxeniption   of    Ireland    from    Extra 

Duty — Amendment  to  Finance  Hill 

[Mr.  J.  KedmondJ,  Mar.  J6,  337. 
"  Four"  instead  of  "  Six  "  [Mr.  Lough's 

Amendment],  Mar.  JG,  373. 
Omission    of    Clause    [Mr.     Field's 

Amendment],  Mar.  JO,  379. 

Colonics — Preferential  treatment  to  trade 
within  the  Empke,  etc. 
0.  Mr.  J.  Lowther,  .lj|»r  ♦;,  W^o. 
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County    Council     Connnittces.     W 

serving  on— Ileturn 
(^i.  "Sir.  Jebb ;  ./.  Sir  J.  Gurst,  Apr.j, 

1066. 
Keturn    Ordered  [Mr.  Jebb],   Apr.  5, 

1253. 

Subjects  to  be  taught  under  Clause  8- 
Minutes  of  Committee  of  Council  P^^ 
sented,  Apr.  J,  1235 ;  Aj*r.  0,  1392. 


Teinds  (Scotland)  Bill 
Petition,  Mar.  2J,  27. 

Telegrams 

Soldiers'Telegrams  —Reduction  of  Chai^fex, 
Eastern  Telegraph  Company's  Con- 
cession, etc. 
q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;  .1.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Mar.  30,  792. 


Telegraph  Companies 

Sec  Cable  Communication. 


Telegraph  Employees 

Hirmingham  Telegraphist^"   (irievauccs- 
Case  of  Mr.  Lacon 
i^.  Mr.  Steadman  ;  A.  Mr.  Anstr other. 
Mar.  SO,  802. 
1 5righton— Promotions 

V.    Mr.    liOiler;    ./.    Mr.     Hanbnry, 
Apr.  J,  1270. 
Classilication,  Abolition  of— Mr.  Fa\vc«tl'> 
Scheme 
V.    Col.   Dalbiai-:    -1.   ^Ir.    Hanhury. 
Mar.  iO,  323. 

Ireland 

Cork  —  C^ualitied     Fenmle     Telegm 
pliists  awaiting  Appointments 
q.    Mr.   J.   F.   O'Brien:   A.  Mr. 
Hanburj,  Mar.  JO,  325. 

Manturin,  Mr.,  Case  of — Inability  to 
pass  efficiency  Bar 
q.     Mr.    P.    O'Brien;    A.    Mr. 
Hanburj',  Ajn-.  0,  14U9. 

Liverpool 

Appointment  of    Inspectors — Passing 
over  qualitie*!  Postmen 
V.  Mr.  Stea<lnmn  :  A.   Mr.   Han- 
man,  Apr.  0,  1407. 
Nnml>er  of  teniiK)rnry  Telegniphi>U 
etc. 
fj.     Mr.     Steadman  :       A.     Mr. 
Anstruther,  Apr.  f*.  1528. 
Kc vision  of  Duties,  proix>sed 

Q.  Mr.  Schwann;   -1.   Mr.    Han- 
bury,  Mar.  /;,  443. 

Medical      Attendance  —  London      Tele 
graphists 
Q.   Mr.    M'Ghee;   A.  Mr.    Haubur>. 
Mar.  SO,  325. 
Science  and  Art- Certificates,  Teleg^aphi^t^ 
holdUig— Delay    in    paying    Incrc- 
nients 
Ci.  ^V\.  ViSsvRVA.vt  \  A.  Mr.  Anstruther, 
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Mar.  '12—Ajyril  9.  • 

Telegraph  Service  [  Tobacco  Duty 

Akahista,    Co.    Cork— Establish iiient    of  Budget  Proposals— Finance  Hill,  Mar,  JV, 

Telegraph  Station,  (Juarantee    for  72*^. 

Payment  of  ExiKsnses  Exemption  of  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  Re<i- 

V-    Mr.   Gilhooly  ;   -1.  Mr.  Uaiiliury,  luond's  Amendment),  Mar,  J6,  395. 

Mar.  Jdj  325.  ( )nussion    of    Clause     (Mr.    Dillon's 

Amendment).  Mar.  <J'6*,  409. 
Telephone  Service  Kcvenue    from— Chancellor   of   the    Ex- 

Cablegrams,  Telegraphing  after  Business  '  chequer's      amended      Statement, 

liours,  etc.  -h*''-  ^'»  1^9. 

Q.  Mr.  C.  M* Arthur  ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Apr.  J,  1269.  Tomlinson,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.  [Preston J 

Cablegrams    from    America,    Post    Oflice  llailways  (Prevention  of  Accidents)  Bill, 

telephoning  to  destination  2u.,  J/«y.  J./,  145  ;  Apr.  J,  1286. 

Q.  Sir  E.  Sassoon  ;  .1.  Mr.  Hanbury,    ^ 
Mar.  ™^^  50.  Torpedo  Boats 

Submarine  Torpedo  Boats,  Adoption  of,  by 
Temperance    Reform    Threefold    Option  Maritime    Countries— Attituile  of 


(Scotland)  Bill 


Hritish  Naval  Authorities 

,     ^    ,            ,^   ^  ^t>.  ('apt.    Norton;    A.   Mr.    (losrlien, 

r.  Ml.*  Apr.  o\  10 i\).  i^„\  r,,  1402. 

Tenants'  Improvements  Tottenham  School  Board 

,,               ^.         c           *           i     •  „u....i  Education  Department  refusing  to api»oint 

Compensation     for,     etc.  -  Agricultural  nnvaccinated  J>npil  Teacher 

Holdings  Bill,  Apr.  .'>,  lo34.  ^^  ^^^    Pickersgill ;  A.  Sir  J.  (iorst, 

Town  Hohlings,  So-,  that  title.  Mar.  .'/;,  323. 

Tenants  in  Towns  Improvement  (Ireland)  Tottenham  Urban  District  Council  Bill 

Bill  Petition,  Ajtr.  .9,  1508. 
/•.  2k,  J/>r.  ;,  1J7H. 


Tennant,  Mr.  H.  J.  L^^^jrwickshirej 


Town  Councils  (Scotland)  Bill 

'  c.  2r.*  Apr.  ..\  1U44. 

Kuihvay  I  Prevention  of   Accidents]   Bill,  ^'«l^^''^*'»"^. 'Y;'/;-    '(}  ^'^ ''J^'J'';.    '')  ^'^; 

Sea  Fisheries  lUll,  111.  Mar.  .'(/,  336. 

Town  Tenants 

'  Terrible,"  H. M.S.  Tenants  in  Towns  Improvement  (Ireland) 

Soutli  Africu.  War-Delay  in  forwarding  Tennl;**^  anl.S^nrity  of  hnprovcMnent. 

/.'^XT      X'       r     4.         4     Af«    IV,...  1  — Commission  proiKwed 

V.   Mr.   Newdigatej  .1.  Mr.  A\>nd-  ^^^     ^.^1^    1^  I  ^^     Atkinson, 

Imm,  Mar.  /. ,  4.^,,.  y^^^,    .^.  33^^ .  ^^  ^^^   ^.^j^^ .    j   ^^ 

A.  J.  IJalfour,  Mar.  ..';,  452. 

Texas 

Trade  Ueport  l»resented,  Mar.  .V,  418.         Traction  Engines 

I         South  African  War 
Theatres  ^'  ^^'  ^^'*"*J  -l-  Mr.  J.  P.Williams, 

Blocking  Gangways — Authorities  respon-  /'  •  '> 

sille  for  carrying  out  Relations       ^rade,  Board  of 
Q.  Mr.  Hogan;  J .  Sir  M.  W .  Ridley,  .  ,,      w    .     i>.   n       i.  m,  ,,.,  ,. 

Mar    V445  Prrsidvnt     Ut.  Hon.  C.  T.  Ritchie. 

'''''".  .   ,^,  .       ,  I*(tr/aniunfan/    Sv.rrctanf    —  Karl    of 

Censorship,  Production  of  Plays  of  a  de-  Dudley. 

o    Mr    S    Smith  •      1     Sir  M    W  Labour  Bureaux— Issue  of  Model  Rules, 

'''Ridleyr-i/>>-.  .'M521.  *  '        *  ^.^^JP"?^^!,       i^r     1,.  i  •      ir 

•^      '  <;>.  Mr.  Lough  ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mar. 

.jn,  320. 
Thornton,  Mr.  P.  M.  LClaphamJ  ^^^^^^^  Department 

Naval     Ordnance     Department,     Store-  Abstract  of  Statistics  Presented,  Apr, 

keei)er  General— Filling  Vacant  Post,  5,  1046,  1053. 

Apr,  J,  1062.  Directory  of   Industrial  Associations 

Presented,  Aj)r.  J,  1046,  1053. 

Thring,  Lord         ^     ^^      ^  ^  '  Trade  Eeports  Presented 

Copyright  Bill,  2K..l/.r.->,  609.  ^^^^^^  g^^.^    3^^^.     ,,,    .^    ^^  ^     ,.^^ 

418,431;    :?nth,  605,  679;    Jy^r.  .',  919 ; 
Tithes  jrd,  1052  ;    J^//,   1235,  1252  ;   9(h^   laUS. 

•  Teinds[ScotJrt2jdJ  Bill,  Sec  that  title.  .  \oV2. 
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Mar.  22— Apil  9, 

¥rade  Unions 

Funds — Savings  Banks  Deposits,  Return 
Ordered  (Mr.  Woods),  Api\  5, 1253. 

Post  Office  Employees,  See  that  title- 
Organisation  of  Employees. 

Trade  and  Commerce 

Colonies — Preferential  treatment  to  trade 
within  the  Empire 
Lowther,  Mr.  J.,  on,  Apr.  6,  1463 
0.  Mr.  Hedderwick,  Api\  J,  1137. 

Imperial  Zollverein 

0.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  Apr.  3, 1151. 

Trading  by  Municipal  Authorities. 
See  Municijml  Trading. 


Tramways 

Bills  relating  to,  See  their  titles. 

Municipalities  constructing  Tramways  be- 
yond limits  of  Districts— Alteration 
of  Standing  Order 
Q.  Mr.  Jeffreys  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Apr.  5,  1067. 

Trans-Oaspian  Railway 

Position  of  Kussia  in  China,  etc. 
0.  Mr.  J.  Walton.  Mar.  30,  852. 

Transport  Service--SoutlL  African  War 
"  Cornwall,"  Commissaiiat  on— Treatment 
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Trawling— Scotland— co»<. 

Illegal   Trawling  —  Number   of   Convic- 
tions, etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray, 
Mar.  27,  446. 
Moray  Firth,  Foreign  Trawlers  in— Num- 
ber of  days  on  which  Trawlers  were 
Oijserved 
Q.  Mr.  AVeir ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Munay, 
Apr.  5,  1068. 

Treaties 

Number  concluded  with  Foreign  Powers 
since  Jan.  1st,  1899 
,    Q.  Mr.  Hedderwick ;  ^.  Mr.  Brodrick, 
Mar.  22,  41. 


of  Imperial  Yeomanry 
Q.  Mr.   Round;  A.   Mr.  Macartney, 
Mar.  29,  689. 
"  Dunera  "  neaped  for  three  days  in  Port 
Talbot,  alleged — Authority  respon- 
sible for  Report 
Q.  Mr.  B.  Jones ;  A.  Mr.  Macartney 
Mar.  29,  689. 
Foreign  Seamen,  Employment  of  on  Trans- 
ports, "  Caspian,"  etc.  j 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Wilson  ;     A.    Mr.  |  Tugela  Engagement 


Treaty  Series  Presented,  Mar.  22^  5,  27. 

Trebizond 

Trade  Report  Presented,  Apr.  9,  1503. 

Trevelyan,  Mr.  C.  P.  [York,  W.R.,  EUand] 
Colonies,  Representation  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  Apr.  3,  1141. 

Trinity  College,  Dublin 

Cahircireen  Property,  See  Cahirciveen. 

Roman  Catholic  University  Education 
Debate  (Commons),  3lar.  23,  202. 

1  Tritton,  Mr.  C.  £.  [Lambeth,  Norwood] 


Excursion  Steamers,  excluding  from  Pro- 
visions of  Section  503  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act  of  1894,  Apr.  5,  1267. 


Trust  Investments 

Canadian  Government  Securities 
Q.  Mr.  F.  Begg;     A.  Sir  M. 
Beach,  Ajyr.  5,  1264. 


Hicks 


Macartney,  Mar.  30,  789. 
Motion  (Mr.  Havelock  Wilson),  Mar. 

30,  820. 
Notice  of  Motion  (Mr.    H.  Wilson), 
Mar.  27,  465. 
Horse    Transports— "  Goth,"    Supply    of 
Veterinary  Stores 
Q.   Mr.    Faber;^.   Mr.    Wyndham, 
Apr  5, 1055. 
Return 

Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Mr.  Goschen,  Apr.  3, 
1053. 

Transvaal 

Pretoria    Mint— English    Bank     ( Jflicial  j 
a.ssi8ting  Transvaal  Grovernment 
Qs.  Col.  Lockwood,  Mr.  S.  MacNeill ;  i 
As.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain.  Mar.  26,  \ 
314.  ; 

Property,  destruction  of,  by  Boers  and 
British  Forces,  alleged,  See  South  Afri- 
can War. 

Trawling— Scotland 

Bye-law  imposing  heavier  Penalties,  pro- 
posed —  Sentence    on     Captain    of 
British  Trawler  in  Denmark,  etc. 
Q,  Mr.  AVeir;  A,  Mr.   A.  G.  Murray, 
Apr.  2,  947. 

96 


See  South  African  War. 

Turkey 

Loan  Conversion  Convention,  Ratification 
().  Mr.  Pierpoint;  A.  Mr.   Brodrick, 
Apr.  2,  943. 

Russia  and  Turkey — Railway  Concessions 
to     Russia,    Attitude'   of     British 
Goveninient 
Qs.  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  Earl  Percy ;  As. 
Mr.  Brodrick,  Mar.  22,  46. 

Trade  Report  Presented,  Apr.  9,  1503. 

Tweedmouth,  Lord 

Census  (Great  Britain)  Bill,  3r.  Mar.  26. 
304. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill — Funds  avail- 
able, Motion  for  Return,  Mar.  29,  618, 
620. 

Uganda  Eailway 

Account  Presented,  Mar.  23,  168. 

Contracts — Crown  Agents  and  the  employ- 
ment of  Shipbrokers,  Commissionn, 
Charges,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Engledew  ;  -1.  Mr.  Brodrick, 
Mar.  22,  42. 
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Uganda  Railway— ^on^. 

Number  of  Miles  completed,  Amount  ex- 
pended, etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Labouchere;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick, 
Apr,  9,  1521 


SESSION  1906.  [Uga— Vet 

Mar.  22'^April  9. 

Universal  Life  Asburance  Society  Bill 
Stamp  Duties— Resolution  in  Com. ,  Mar. 


Underwood  &  Sons,  Messrs. 

Army  Contractors,  See  Army — Contracts. 

Union  Steamship  Company 

Foreign  Seamen  on  British  Trans^wrta 
Debate,  Mar.  SO,  820. 

United  Irish  League 

Doneraile  Meeting  and  the  Police    . 

Q.    Mr.   Flynn;   A.    Mr.    Atkinson, 
Apr.  2,  950. 

United  States 

British  Property  holders — Treaty 

Q.  Mr.  E.  Robertson;  A.  Mr.  Brod- 
rick,  Mar.  :J9,  698. 

Cable  Delays  between  Liverpool  and  the 
United  States,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  C.  M'Arthur;    A.  Mr.  Han- 
bury,  Apr.  J,  1269. 

Cablegrams  from,  Post  Office  telephoning 
to  destination 
Q.  Sir  E.  Sassoon;  .1.  Mr.  Hauburj', 
Mar.  22,  50. 

China  and  the  "  Open  Door  " — Administra- 
tive Reforms,  etc. 
Co-operation  with  Cireat  Britain,  etc. 
Os.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Mar.  :iO, 
849,  863;   Mr.    Buchanan, 
874;    Mr.   Brodrick,    887; 
Sir    E.   Grey,  893  ;  Sir  C. 
Dilke,  900. 
Q.    Col.    Milward;    A.    Mr. 
^    Brodrick,  Apr.  J,  1063. 
Correspondence  Presented,  Aj^r.  9, 
1503,  1512. 

Horses  for  British  Army,  Purchase  of 
Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  ^.  Mr.  J.  P.  Williams, 
Mar.  29,  686. 

Indian  Famine  Relief  Contributions 

Q.   Mr.   W.   Redmond;  A.   Lord  G. 
Hamilton,  Mar.  27,  439. 

Mail  Service  to — Terms  of  Arrangement 
with  White  Star  Line,  Cost,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Lonsdale ;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther, 
Apr.  9,  1526. 

Petroleum,  Production  and  Trade — State- 
ment l*resented,  Apr.  9,  1612. 

Samoa— Convention  between  United 
Kingdom,  Germany,  and  United  States — 
Copy  Presented,  Mar.  22,  5,  27. 

Service  Rifle,  Method  of  Loading—Small 
Arms  Committee 
Q.  Mr.  Hedderwdck  ;  A .  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham,  Apr.  J,  1059. 

Trade  Report  Presented,  Apr.  6, 1235. 
Universal  Life  Assurance  Society  Bill 

c.  2R.*  Mar.  26, 306. 
Bep.*  Apr.  4,  1231. 
Con.*  Apr.  9,  1508. 
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29,  628  ;  Report,  Mar.  30,  784. 

Universities  (Scotland)  Act 

St.     Andrews    University — Abstract     of 
Accounts  Presented,  Apr.  5,  1235,  1252. 

University  Education 

Roman   Catholic    University  Education 
Ireland 
Debate  [Commons],  Mar.  23,  202. 

Colonial  Reports 

Q.  Mr.  A  J.  Moore  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Mar.  23,  186. 

Papers    relating    to,    Presented, 
Mar.  29,  606,  679. 

Ure,  Mr.  A.  [Linlithgowshire] 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  2r.,  Ajir.  9,^ 

1607. 
Ecclesiastical  Assessments  [Scotland]  Bill, 
2r.,  Apr.  2,  969. 

Vaccination 

Pupil  Teaxjhers 

Clifford,  F.,  Case  of 

Q.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor  ;  A,  Sir  J. 
Gorst,  Api'.  J,  1269. 

Refusal  to  appoint  unvaccinated  Pupil 
Teacher  at  Tottenham   Board 
School 
Q.    Mr.   Pickersgill;    A.   Sir  J. 
Gorst,  Mar.  20,  323. 

Vaccination  Bill 

c.  IR.*  Mar.  30,  831. 

Vagrancy  Act 

Corporal  Punishment — NumWr  of  Cases 
Q.   Mr.    L.    Morgan  ;   A.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  27,  441. 

Vaughan,  D. 

Case  of — Refusal    of   Welsh    Rectors  to 
bury    Non-Parishioner    in    Parish 
Churchyard 
(?.    Mr.    H.    Roberts;    A.    Mr.     /. 
Ceilings,  Apr.  S,  1065. 

Venison 

Fees  on  gifts  of  Venison  by  the  State 
Os.  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  Mr.  A.  Douglas. 
Mar.  30,  914 

Vestries 

London  Government,  See  that  title. 

Veterinary  College,  Lreland 

Representation  of  Roman  Catholic  Sur- 
geons on  Board 
Q.   Mr.   Flavin;   A.    Mr.    Plunkett, 
Mar.  30,  817. 

Veterinary  Department  of  the  Army 
Sec  Arm'j* 
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Veterinary  Surgeons  Amendment  Bill 
Petition,  Apr.  9,  1510. 

Victoria  and  Albert  Museum 

Backland  Collection,  /See  tliat  title. 

Vincent,  Col.  Sir  C.  E.  H.  [Sheffield,  Central] 
South  African  War— Treatment  of  Boer 
Prisoners,  work  of  the  Army  Medical 
Corps,  etc.,  Apr.  0,  1441. 

Vivisection 

Petition  for  Prohibition,  Ajtr.  0,  1510. 

Voluntary  Schools 

Heating  Arrangements,  Costs,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  M.  Healy  ;  A.  Sir.  J.  Gorst, 
Mar.  iJ7,  440. 

Norwich,    Bishop    of,     refusing    Homing 
School    Board    use    of    Voluntary 
School 
(^.    Mr.    Price ;     A.    Sir    J.    Ciorst, 
Mar.  ;J0,  706. 

Volunteers 

CapiUition  <jlrant 
Cadet  Battalions 

Q.  Mr.  AVarr;  A.  Mr.  AYyndhani, 
Mar.  'JJy  35. 
Cyclist   Companies  —  Special    Grant, 
Annual  Grant 
<,>.     Col.    Pryce- Jones ;    A.    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Apr.  5,  1260. 
Si)ecial  Grant  for  Battalions  having 
one-half  of    total   Strength  in 
Camp  for  Training 
if.  Mr.  Yerburgh  ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Apr.  J,  1260. 
(J.  Mr.  Brvce  ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndliam, 
Apr.  (J, ^1399. 

Civil  Servants— Counting  whole  period  of 
Camp  Training  as  part  of  Annual 
Leave 
Q.  Lord  Balcarre.s ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Apr.  6',  1400. 

Contracts  —  Fraudulent         Contractors, 
Messrs.   Samuels  Supplying  Stores 
after  Name  was  struck  off  List 
Q.   Mr.   Howell ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
Apr.  2,  938. 

Inns  of  Court  Rifle  Volunteers— Permis- 
sion to  go  to  Winchester  for  drill 
refused 
q.  Mr.  L.  Knowles  ;   A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Apr.  9y  1516. 

Land  and  Building  Loans— Increased  Rate 
of  Interest 
Q.  Mr.  C.  J.  Murray;   .1.   Mr.  An- 
btruther,  Apr.  0^  1517. 

Officers,  Employment  of,  at  Regimental 
Depots 
Q.   Mr.  Comwallis ;   A.   Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Apr.  Sy  1058. 

Reserve— **  Waiting  Companies,"  Period 
prior    to    calling  up    for  Service — 
Army  Order  2 '^ 
Q.  Mr.  R.  Cook'      A.  "Mr.  Wyn^Wmiu, 
Apr.  0\  1399. 
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Volunteers— t'o>i/. 

South  African  War 

Boots — Inferior     Boots    supplied    by 
Messrs.  Samuels 
Q.  Mr.  Howell;    A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Mar.  SO,  793. 

City  and  Imperial  Volunteers 
Cyclist  Corps  Equipment 

Q.    Mr.    AVason;      A.     .Mr. 
Wyndham,  Aj>r.  J,  1255 

Replacing  Defective  Rifle  Sight?* 
Q.     Mr.    Wason;     A.    Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  ,.%  686 

Medals    of    deceased    Soldiers,    For- 
wai*ding  to  next  of  kin 
Q.  Capt.  Jessel ;   ^.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Apr.  6\  1396. 

Post     Office    Employes,    St.    JohnV 
Brigade— Granting  same  Privi- 
leges as  Civil  Servants 
Q.    Mr.   Platt-Higgins ;    .1.    Mr. 
Hanbury,  Mar.  JO,  694. 

Solicitors'  Articled    Clerks — Le'jLHla- 
tion  for  removal  of  disabilities 
for  admission  as  Solicitor 
(^.    Sir  J.   Jenkins ;    A.   Sir    R. 
Webster,  Mar.  JO,  695. 

South  Wales  Borderei"s — Insul^oi-dina- 
tion  -  Case.s   of   John  Garland 
and  Tom  Phelps 
Q.  Mr.M'Kenna;   A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Apr.  2,  934. 

Strengthening  and   improving  Organisa- 
tion, etc.  —  Increase  of   Establish- 
ment to  1,000  men 
(^.  Mr.  Gretton  ;  .1.    Mr.  Wyndham, 
Apr.  0,  1517. 

Uniforms—Change  in  Colour  and  Material 
contemplated 
q.  Mr.  F.  W.  Wilson  :  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham, Mar.  :0,  695. 

Vote  Office 

Smoke  Nuisance 

Q.    Mr.    Harwood ;   A.    Mr.    Akers- 
Douglas,  Mar.  J3,  182. 

Wages 

Local  Authorities'  Contracts 

England  and  Wales — Return  Ordered 
[Sir  C.  Dilke],  Apr.  0,  1515. 

Ireland — Return     Ordered     [Sir      C. 
Dilke],  Apr.  0,  1514. 

Naval  Seamen,  See  Navy. 

Waima  Incident 

Payment  of  Claims 

Q.  Mr.  B.  Jones  ;  A.  SirM.  H.  lieach, 
Mar.  JJ,  43. 

Wakefield  Corporation  Market  Bill 

c.  Con.*  Mar.  i?5,  306. 

3R.*  Mar.  30,  784. 
I.  Ih.*  Mar.  JO,  1S2. 

3r.*  Apr.  9,  1501. 

^VAX.Xi'Ww^  Ot4^y>s  Cviuvyluid  with,  Apr.  J, 
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l^far.  22— Ajyril  9. 


LWal— Web 


Wales  I 

Hills  relating  to,  Sir  their  titles. 

Hurial  Dispute— Cane  of  D.  Vaughau 

C>.  Mr.  H.  llobcrts :  A.  Mr.  J.  Col- 
lings,  Apr,  J,  10(55. 

Coroners'   Inquests  —  Dis([ualitication    of 
Welsh -speaking  Jurors 
Q.  Mr.   V.   Davies  ;    A,   Sir  M.    W. 
Ridley,  Mar.  :J0,  708. 

Walsall  Corporation  Bill 

/.  Rep.  fi-oni  Com.  of  Selection,  Apr.  6*, 
1381  ;  9th,  1502. 

Walton,  Mr.  J.  [York,  W.K.,  BarnsleyJ 
(Miina 


Warner,  Mf.  T.  C.  T.  [Statlordshire,  Lich- 
lieldj 

.\grieultural  Holdings  Bill,  2k.,  Apr.  ry, 
1G20. 

Army  [Annual]  IJill,  Com. —  Fraudulent 
Knlistment,  etc.,  Apr.  /,  1033,  1034. 

Army— lioyal  Keserve  Hattalions,  Publi- 
cation of  Scheme,  Mar.  ,.'7,  437. 

Palatine  Court  of  Durham  Bill,  2it., 
Apr.  ..\  1038. 

South"  African  War— Clothing  for  the 
'I'roops,  Flannel  Shirt*«  and  AVarm 
Underclothing,  Mar.  .,^7,  435. 

Withington  Ritie  Rjinge,  Cause  of  Delay 
in  Construction,  Mar.  .i7^  437. 


Accident  to  British  Gunboat  *'Sand-    tit«-.-.  nir-    a    -p  iT:«i>..rww.i    \f.^^^  Tr>x-f«fi.i 
piper"  on  West  River,  Apr.  J,  1063  '  ^*^^'  ^'  ^'  ^'  [Lnerpool,  Last  Toxteth] 

County  Courts  Bill,  2r.,  Ajh\  J,  1175. 


British  Commercial  and  Political 
Interests,  Failure  of  H.  M.  Govern- 
ment to  uphold,  Mar.  JO,  848,  865, 
868,  878,  883,  887,  903. 
[For  details  of  subjects  discu.ssed, 
tSec  China.] 

Kwong  Yu-pui,  Alnluction  from  Hong 
Kong,  Mar.  JO,  797  ;  Apr.  />',  1063. 

Indian    Famine —  Imperial    Gmnt,    etc. 
Jy;r.  .>',  1127. 

War 

Sec  South  African  War. 

War  Loan 

Allottees  i«iying  instalments  at  branches 
of  liank  of  England 
V.  Mr.  Warr ;   A.  Sir  M.  H.  Iteiich, 
Mar.  :/0,  690. 

Irish  Allottees  registering  Allotments  at 
the  Bank  of  England 
(J.  Mr.  Carson  ;   A.  Sir  M.  H.  Beach, 
Apr.  J,  1258.  ^ 

War  Loan  Bill 

/.  Koyal  Assent,  Mar.  J7,  417,  429. 

War  Medals 

Scv  South  African  War — Medals. 


War  Office 

Hritish  Armaments  Corporation — Forma 

tion  for  the  Manufacture  of  Guns,    Ways  and  Means 
etc..  War  Office  Otticials  connection 
with 
V.   Mr.   Howell;   A.   Mr.  Wyndham, 
Apr.  J,  1060. 

C  Mothing  for  the  Trooi>s  in  South  Africa,  • 
Sec  South  African  War. 

Contiucts,  Sec  Army — Contracts.  | 

White,  Sir  G.,  Attempts  to    supersede,  : 
alleged 
V*.  Mr.  S.  MacNcUl ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham,  Mar*  JO,  688  ;  Apr.  J,  935. 


Finance  Bill— Brokers'  Produce  Contract 
Notes.  Mar.  .V,  513. 

Marine  Insurance  Bill — Date  of  Introduc- 
tion, Mar.  .r.t,  718. 

South  iVfrican  War  Haulage  Machinery, 
Sup])ly  ami  use  of,  Apr.  0,  1397. 

Volunteer  C.-ulet  BatUilions— CapiUition 
Grant,  el<*.,  proposed,  Mar.  J  J,  35. 

War  Loan  -AllottecH  pavinjj  instalments 
at  branches  of  Btmkof  J'iUgland,  Mar.  J'J, 
61K). 

Wason,  Mr.  E.  [Clackmannan  and  Kinross] 

South  African  War 

City  Imnerial  Volunteers 

Cyclist  Corps  Equipment,  Apr.  7, 

1255. 
Ueplacing  Defective  Riile  Sights, 
Mar.  /.'',  686. 
Non-Combatants,   Arrest  of,   by  the 
Boers-  -Case  of  Mr.  (iarstin.  Mar. 
JO,  683. 

;  Water  Qas 

Dublin — Professor  Reynolds  on,  etc. 
I  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie, 

Mar.  JJ,  191. 

Water  Supply 

Scaritt  Scheme— Petition 

V.  Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  A.  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Apr.  .',  952. 


Postponement    of     Committee— Mr.     G. 
liowles'  Notice  of  Motion  on  going 
into  Committee 
().  Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Mar.  J7,  458. 


Webster,  Sir  B.  E. 
of  Wight] 


-Attornetj-Gcneral  [Isle 


Warehousing  Bonded  Goods 

Sec  Customs  House— ClcATAiice, 


Army  [Annual]  Bill,  Com.,  Mar,  J9,  779. 

Array  Contractors  —  Fraudulent  Con- 
tractors—Under>yood,  E.,  Justice  of  the 
Peace  for  Middlesex,  Apr,  3,  1056. 

Balian,  Mr.,  London  County  Councillor — 
Apj\0,\^2a. 


Web-Wel] 


INDEX. 
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Webster,  Sir  R.  K—cont. 

Contempt  of  Court  Committals — Legisla- 
tion, Mar.  ^V,  441. 

Finance  Bill— Death  Duties,  Mar.  27, 515, 
518,  520. 

Hawksley  Correspondence— Receipt  and 
Abstraction  of  Letters  —  Prosecution, 
Apr.  2,  941, 

Judge  Advocate  General,  Office  of — Par- 
liamentary Criticism,  etc.,  3far.  '21  ^  440. 

Land  Charges  Bill,  2it.,  Apr.  6,  1495,  1497. 

Naval  Reserve  (Mobilisation)  Bill,  2r., 
Apr.  6y  1478,  1484,  1488. 

Palatine  Court  of  Durham  Bill,  2b.,  1038. 

Solicitors'  Articled  Clerks  volunteering 
for  Service  in  South  Africa — Legislation 
for  removal  of  disabilities  for  admission 
as  Solicitor,  Mar.  20,  695. 

Wedderbum,  Sir  W.  [Banffshire] 

Agricultural  Banks,  Establishment  of,  m 
India --Mr.  Nicholson's  Inquiry  and 
Recommendations,  Mar.fJQ,  697. 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill,  Apr.  9,  1583. 
Provision  to  Protect  Improvements  of 
Sitting  Tenants,  proposed.  Mar.  J9, 
702. 

Indian  Famine,  Inquiry  into  Causes,  Pre- 
ventive MeoHures,  etc.,  Mar,  27,  697  ; 
Apr.  3,  1U8U. 

Wei-hai-Wei 

See  China. 

Weil,  Mr.  J. 

Mafeking,   Provisioning — Persons  taking 
initiative 
Q.  SirC.  Cameron  ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndliam, 
Mar.  -P,  685. 

Weir,  Mr.  J.  O.  [Ross  and  Cromarty] 

Armour  Plate  Contracts  —  Amount  ex- 
pended in  England  and  Scotland,  Mar. 
27,  438. 

Army  [Annual]  Bill,  Billeting  Soldiers, 
etc.,  Apr.  2,  1035. 

Balintore  Harbour  Light  —  Erection  of 
Permanent  Light,  Mar.  30,  809. 

Blakeley  Gun  Invention — Alteration  of 
Law  relating  to  Armstrong  Guns,  pro- 
posed, Apr.  2,  941. 

Cattle  Weighing  Act,  1891  —  Official 
Market  Returns,  Publishing  weekly, 
Mar.  23,  179. 

Congested  Districts  —  Facilities  for  de- 
veloping home  Industries,  Breeding  of 
StocK,  etc. — Distribution  of  Information, 
Mar.  30,  805. 

Cowdenbeath  Level  Crossing — Protection 
for  the  Public,  Apr.  3,  1069. 

Criminal  Lunatics,  Accommodation  for — 
County  an<l  Borough  Asylums,  Mar. 
23,  18i. 

Crofters  and  Cottars,  Migrations  ol,  irom 
Congested  Districts,  Mar.  30, 806. 
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Weir,  Mr.  J.  Q.—cont. 

Edinburgh  Revenue  Buildings — Delay  in 
Construction,  Penalties  for  non-comple- 
tion, etc.,  Mar.  23,  187. 

Fishery  Board  Report,  Date  of  Issue, 
Mar.  27,  447. 

Fishery  Cruisers — Delay  in  advertising  for 
Tenders,  Mar.  27,  446. 

Fishing  Population  of  Scotland,  decrease 
in,  etc.,  Apr.  0,  1445. 

Flannen  Islands  Lighthouse — Completion 
of  Works,  Mar.  27,  442. 

Holyrood  Palace,  Preservation  of  Tapes- 
tries, etc..  Mar.  30,  907. 

Kew  Gardens — Seating  AccommodatioD, 
Mar.  30,  913. 

Lighthouses,  Sites  of  minor  Lights — 
Decision  of  the  Congested  Districts 
Board,  Mar.  23,  186. 

Lochs  School  Board  Election,  Insufficient 
Number  of  Electors — Franchise  Griev- 
ance, Mar.  27,  447. 

Lunacy  Board 

Appointment  of  Salaried  Chairman, 
etc.,  Mar.  30,  808. 

Commissioners  Retirement  —  Super- 
annuation Allowance,  Mar.  30,  804. 

Meetings — Number  held.  Attendance 
of  Chainuan  and  unpaid  Members, 
.    etc.,  Apr.  ^',948. 

Lunacy  Board  [Scotland]  [Salaries,  etc.] 
BUI,  2b.  Apr.  2,  1019. 

Old  Slaines  Harbour  Accommodation, 
want  of  Suitable  Accommodation  — 
Appointment  of  Committee,  etc..  Mar. 

i  30, 807. 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks —Telegrsiphif 
withdrawals.  Number,  Cost  to  De- 
positors, etc..  Mar.  23,  184. 

South  African  War 

Medical  Service — Kate  of  Pay  of 
Army  and  Civilian  Doctors,  etc., 
Apr.  2,  933. 

Nurses — Number  of  Qualified  Female 
Nurses,  Pay,  etc.,  Apr.  3,  1054. 

Transport  Service — Return,  Apr.  3, 
1053. 

Trawling  in  Prohibited  Scottish  Waters 

Bye-Law  imposing  heavier  Penalties 
proposed,  Apr.  2,  947. 

Moray  Firth,  Foreign  Trawlers  in. 
Return,  Apr.  3,  1068. 

Number  of  Convictions,  etc..  Mar.  27, 
446. 


Welby,  Lt.-OoL  A.  0.  E.  [Taunton] 

Auxiliary  Forces,  Inspector-General  of — 
Selection  of  Officers,  Mar.  22,  36. 

Members    of    Parliament — Free    Postage 
proposed,  Apr.  6,  1407 

Yeomanry  Officers,  Expenses  of  Training 
oi  M^Tv,  ^te. — CVvwrcea  to  be  borne  by 
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Wellingborough  and  Distarict  Tramroads  i  Whittaker,  Mr.  T.  P.  [York,  W.R.,  Spen 
nSll  \'alley] 

Finance  BQl— Beer  Duty,  Mar.  J7y  490. 
Wicklow 


c  Rep.*  Mar.  SO,  785. 
Con.*  Apr.  9,  1508. 


Wemyss,  Earl  of 

Home  Defensive  Forces — Return,  Mar.  S9, 

626. 
Money  Lending  Bill,  3r.,  Mar.  ??,  5. 

Municipal  Trading — Proposed  Joint  Com- 
mittee, Mar.  22,  8. 

West  Central  District  Post  Office 
Auxiliary  Postmen's  Grievance 

Q.  Mr.  St«adman  ;  A.  Mr.  Anstruthor, 
Apr.  9,  1527. 

West  Indies 

Friendly  Society  Banks  and  Industrial 
and  Provident  Supply  Associations, 
Reduction  of  Registration  Fee  pro- 
posed 
Q.  Mr.  Channing ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain, Apr.  9,  1518. 

Wetherby  District  Water  Bill 

r.  Con.*  Mnr.  27,  427. 

3r.*  Mar.  JO,  784. 

.  IR.*  Mar.  JO,  782. 

2r.*  Apr.  r>,  1501. 

Standing  Orders  Complied  with,  Apr.  5, 
12:^3.  I 

Wharton,   Rt.    Hon.  J.  L.  [York,  W.R., 
Ripon] 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill,  2r.,  Mar.  28, 
547,  55o,  558,  561,  573. 

Whisky,  Tax  on 

De>)ate  on  the  Finance  Bill,  Mar.  27,  499. 

White,  SirO. 

See  South  African  War. 

White  Flag 

Boer  abuse  of.  See  South  African  War- 
White  Flag  Treachery. 

White  Star  Line 

Mail    Service    to    America — Terms    of 
Agreement,  Cost,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Lonsdale  ;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther, 
A2ir.  9,  1526. 

Whitechapel 

Housing  of   the   Working    Classes,    See 
London  and  North-Westem  Railway. 

Whitechapel  and  Bow  Railway  Bill 
I.  Committed,  Mar.  22, 2. 

Whitmore,  Mr.  0.  A.  [Chelsea] 

London  Water  (Purchase)  Bill,  2r.,  Mar. 
29,  6.35. 
Irish  Financial  Discussion,  Mar,  22^ 
17. 
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County  Council— Regulations  as  to  use  of 
Printed  Fonus 
Q.  Mr.  Carew ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mar. 
26,  329. 

Widnes  and  Roncom  Bridge  Bill 
c.  Rep.*  Mar.  27,  432. 

Con.*  Apr.  2,  927. 

3R,*  Apr.  6,  1386. 
/.  IR.*  Apr.  9,  1502. 

Williams,  Mr.  J.  C.  [Notte,  Mansfield] 

Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland)  Bill, 

2r.,  Apr.  2,  1003. 
Education  Schemes,  etc. — Laying  on  the 

Table  of  the  House  in  Printed  Form — 

Adopting  Similar  Order  to  that  of  the 

House  of  Lords,  Apr.  2,  954. 

Government  Churches,  in  India,  use  of  by 
other  Denominations  than  the  Church 
of  England,  Apr.  9,  1518. 

Roman  Catholic  University,  Ireland,  Mar 
M,  237. 

Williams,  Mr.  J.  F.  — Financial  Srcreian/, 
]Vnr  Office  [Birmingham,  S.] 

Contracts 

Bicycles— Irish   Manufacturers,  Mar. 

2:i,  175. 
Canteens,  Ireland,  Local  Contracts — 

Aleoliol  Contract  given  to  English 

Firm,  Mar.  23,  175. 

Comparative    Outlay    in    thft    Three 
Kingdoms,  Mar.  27,  435 

Cordite,  Arklow    Factory,  Mar.  29, 
692. 

Directors'    Staff,  Qualifications   of— 
Insjiection  of  Stores,  Apr.  2,  938. 

Misconduct  of  Conti*actors 

Samuels,      Messrs.,      Supplying 
Stores  to  Volunteer  Regiments, 
Apr.  2,  939. 
Underwood  and  Sons,  alias  Hood 
and  Moore,  Bennett,  etc.,  Mar. 
22,  37 ;  26ih,  316. 
Shirts,  Contracts  for,  and  the  London- 
derry Firms,  Mar.  27,  436 ;  Aiyr.  2, 
937. 
Horses,    Purchase    in    Ireland,    Number 
Purchased  in  Foreign  Countries,  etc., 
Mar.  29,  687. 

Militia,    South    Cork — Non-payment    of 
Bounty,  Mar.  22,  39 ;  23rd,  176. 

Pensions 

Coanilian,  Timothy,  Case  of.  Mar.  30, 

795. 
Hennessy,     Patrick,     Crimean     and 

Indian  Mutiny  Veteran,  Mar,  30, 

796. 
Hogan,    Dominick,    Indian    Mutiny 

Veteran.  Mar.  29,  693. 


Wil    Wor] 


Williams,  Mr.  J.  F.—cont. 
South  African  War 
Boots 

Inferior  Boots  supplied  to  In- 
fantrj-,  Lord  Roberts's  Com- 
plaints, etc.,  M((r.  ii2,  32. 

Rejections  —  Contractors  supply- 
ing Boots,  etc.,  Apr.  J,  1056. 

Traction  Engines,  Supply  and  use  of, 
Apr,  fJ,  1397. 

Wire  Nippers— Number  sent  out,  etc.. 
Mar,  ,^?,  32. 

Woolwich  Arsenal— Disohar*re  of  Engi- 
neers, Ke  employment  in  other  Depart - 
ments,  propo<%ed,  ^ff^r.  ?7,  4:^S. 

Willox,  Sir  J.  A.  [Liverjiool,  Everton] 

Finance  Bill  —  Tobacco  Out  v.  Mftr.  /if, 
721. 

Wilson,  Mr.  F.  W.  [Norfolk,  MidJ 

Volunteer  Uniforms,  Change  in  Colour 
and  Material  contemplated.  Mar.  ./ft, 
695. 

Wilson,  Mr.  H.  J.  [York,  W.R.,  Holmfirth] 

South  African  War— Treatment  of  Boer 
Prisoners,  etc.,  Apr.  6",  1445. 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.  [Durham,  Mid] 

Coroners'    Inquests  —  Viewing   bodies 
Replies  to  Circulars  sent  out  to  Coroners 
with  reference  to  alteration    of    I>aw, 
Mar.  .?9,  709. 

Wilson,  Mr.  Havelock  [Middlesbrough] 

Manacles  Rock — Lightship  or  Lighthouse 
for,  Mar.  /7,  442. 

Naval  Reserve  (Mobilisation)  Bill,  2i;.. 
Apr.  6',  1484. 

Seamen  —  Foreign    Seamen    on    British 
Transports  —  Transports  conveying 
Stores,  etc.,  to  South  Africa, //</;-. 
J6',  789,  820,  827,  829. 
Notice  of  Motion,  Mar.  .7,  45."i. 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.  W.  |  Worcestershire.  N.  | 

Sewagt^  JM8i»osjil  (-oniiniHsinn,  Dale  ol' 
Keport,  A/H-.  -7,  !2t»S. 

Winchester 

Inns  of   Court  Uitle  Volunteers— Permis- 
sion to  drill  at  Wincliester  refused 
(J.   Mr.  L.  Knowles;  .1.   Mr.  Wynd- 
ham,  Apr.  9.  1.")1G. 

Windsor,  Lord 

Public  Libraries  Bill,  Com.,  Mar.  :J,i,  151, 
152,  154,  155;  Rep.,  Apr,  :/,  925;  8k.. 
Apr,  (J,  1385. 

Windsor  Castle 

Electric  Light  installation 

Os.   Mr.    Caldwell,  Mr.   A.   l)ou«Ias, 
Mar,  30,  906,  907. 
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Miir.  22  -Jjyril  9. 

I  Wire  Nippers 

South    African  War — Number  smt   oat, 
etc. 
Qjt.  Sir  L.  M-Iver,  Gen.  Rii>aell :  A*. 
Mr.  J.  P.  Williams,  Metr.  ??,  31. 

Withington  Rifle  Bange 

Construction  of— Cause  of  Deiav 

V-  Mr.  Warner:  A.  Mr.  'iVvndhain, 
Mar.  ^^7,  437. 

Wolff,  Mr.  O.  W.  [Belfa<  E.l 

Irish  Uailwav  Amalgamation  Kills,  .)«»int 
Committee,  Apr.  T,  1239,  1242,  1243. 

l'aui)er  Lunatics  in  Belfast— Additional 
Accommodation,  etc.,  Apr.  .7,  1272. 

Wolverhampton,  Essington,  and  Cannock 
Chase  Junction  Railway  Bill 

r.  Jiep.*  Mar.  2'u  333, 
Con.*  Apr.  n,  1387. 

Women 

Parliamentary  Franchise  (Extension  to 
Women)  Bul,  Sec  that  title. 

Technical  Instruction  Committees,  Women 
Serving  on — Return 
Q,   Mr.  Jebb;    A.  Sir  J.    Gor«t, 
Apr.  .?,  1066. 
Return  Ordered  (Mr.  Jebb),  Apr.  .7, 
1253. 

Woods,  Mr.  S.  [Essex,  Walthamstow] 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Acts  Amendment 
Hill,  2r.,  Mar.  :.\%  Wt. 

Post  Office  Employes — Otticial  Recogni- 
tion of  Organisations,  Apr.  o',  141)8. 

Workmen's  (/oini>ensation  Act  —  Chief 
HegLstrar's  Report  under  Clause  3. 
Apr.  .7,  1264. 

Woolwich  Arsenal 

Krigineei-s,  Discharge  of,  allege«l — lie-em- 
ployment   in    other    Department^i. 
proposed 
Q.  Sir  F.    Flannery;    A.   Mr.   J.    P. 
Williams,  Mar.  .T,  438. 

Ordnance  l-'orging  Pi*es>.  Const nirti<»fi   ui 
3.0<M»-ton  Press 
^>.   Mr.    S.    Won  ley  :  A.   Mr  Wyn.l 
ham.  Apr.  :.  1M1».' 

Workhouses 

Aecomnio<lation,  Excess  of 

V.    Col.     Pryte- Jones :     .1.     Mr. 
Chaplin,  Alar,  id,  319. 
MonmouthshiriB,  Ke<lucing  Number  of 
Workhou.scs,  proposed 
i^.    Col.    Pryee- Jones ;     A.    Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell,  Apr.  .?,  94«. 

Ireland 

Carriekmacross  Dietary  Scale 

Qii  Mr.  Dalv ;  An.  Mr.  Atkinson. 
Mar,    .7,450;  .JOth,  813. 
Spirituous     Liquors,    Consumption  — 
Heturn 
V.  Mr.  Daly;  A.  Mr.   Atkinson 
\  Max.  /7,  45<). 


Vol.  SI.] 


Workhouses  -eont. 

Metropolitan,  N  amber  of  Children  in 

(}.  Dr.  Farqiiharson ;  A.  Mr.  Chaplin, 
Mav.  JO,  701. 

[See  ((ho  namcH  of  Workhouses.  ] 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act 

Accident  occiin*ing  off   Employer's   Pre- 
mises—Case of  J.  Carroll 
V*'.    Mr.   Austin,  Mr.   J.    liedmond ; 
As\  Mr.  Atkinson,  Apr.  »7,  1076 ;  Q, 
Mr.  Austin  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  .1.  Balfour, 
Apr.  J,  1274. 
Chief     Kej^istrar  of     Friendly    Societies' 
J  leport  under  Clause  H 
V.   Mr.   Wootls;  .1.  Mr.  J.   Collinj,'S,  I 
A/fr.  .7,  1264. 

Workmen's     Compensation     Act    (1897) 
Amendment  Bill 
r.  Hill  withdrawn,  Apr.  4,  1178. 


SKSSION   luoo.  [Wor-Wyn 

Mor.  -n— April  9. 

Writers  in  tlie  Civil  Service 

See  Civil  Ser\'ice. 


Workmen's     Compensation    Act 
Amendment  (No.  3)  Bill 
I'etition,  Mar.  ,?7,  430. 


(1897)1 


Workmen's     Compensation    Act    (1897) 
Extension  Bill 
c.  Rep.*  Apr,  ,J,  958. 

Workmen's  Houses  Tenure  Bill 

Petition,  Mar.  ?;,  430. 

Workmen's  Trains 

C«uiti*al    homlon    IJailway    lUll,  >sVr   tliat 
title. 

HauimerHmith  and  Ful ham  Vestries'  Com- 
plaints 
(J.  Mr.  Louj^h  ;  .1.  Mr.  Kitohie,  Apr. 
.7,  12<M;. 

South- Kastem  and  Chatham   Railway— 
Lindtin;;  Tickets  to   Workmen  in 
constant  daily  Employment 
Q.  Mr.  Lough  ;  A.  All.  Ritchie,  Mar. 
/?,  46. 


Worksop 

Teniperanct*    Meet in^jj  -  Ass;uilt 
li<HM'  chairman 
(J.    Sir  \V.    fiawson ;   .1 
M'uWoy.Mftr.  /;,  44.K 


on 


Pro 
Sir  M.   \V. 


Wortley,  Right 

Hallaml 


Hon.  C.  B.  S.    fShemeld, 


Army  Contract m,  Frauilulent  ( Contractors— 
Underwood  and  Sons  a/ias  Bennett, 
Mar.  //,  37. 

Onlnance  Forging  Pres-s,  construction  of 
3,000-ton  Press  at  W(K)lwich,  Apr.  ,.\ 
1)40. 

Hillings  as  Chairman  of  Committers 

I rrelevant  Observations  -Fin  ince  Bill, 
Mar.  JG,  376,  388,  389,  396. 

References  to  Previous  Debates  in  the 
same  Session— Finance  Bill,  Mar. 
26,  341. 
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Wylie,  Mr.  A.  [Dumbartonshire] 

Ecclesiastical  jVssc.ssments  (Scotland) 
Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  J,  1002. 

Wyndliamt  Mr.  Q.  —  Under  Secretary  oj  State 
for  War  [Dover] 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  Mar.  l^9,  777, 
778 ;  Aprils,  1033, 1034, 1036, 1037,  1038. 

Artillery,  Royal— Lieutenants'  Promotion, 
Service  Qualification  Rule,  J/«/*. ,?; ,  438. 

Auxiliary   Force>< — Selection  of    Otlicers, 
,  Mar.  1,\  37. 

British  Armaments  Corporation,  Forma- 
tion of,  for  the  Manufacture  of  (fUns, 
etc. — War  Office  Officials'  Connection 
with,  Apr. .;,  1060. 

Buckinghamshire  Regiment  —  jiroposed 
New  Regiment,  Mar.  .'Jff,  693. 

Commanding  Officers,  Examination  of — 
Physical  fitness,  etc.,  Apr.  J,  1261. 

Commissions 

Colonies,  Offer  of  Commissions  to 
Cost  of  living  in  the  Army,  etc. 
Mar.  26,  314. 

Further  offer  to  Canada,  proposed, 
Apr.  3,  1057. 

Tasmania     and     New    Zealand 
Cavalry,  Mar.  2l\  686. 

Number  offered  without  Competititm 
and  Number  obtained  bv  Cadets, 
etc.,  Mar.  i6,  31.3. 

Promotions  from  the  Ranks —Com- 
missions placed  at  liord  Roberts* 
disi)Osal,  Apr.  A  93'). 

Public  Schools,  Offers  to — Sandhurst 
Cadets  grievance,  Mar.  :J.,\  36. 

Contracts  for  Bicyc^les — Placing  name  of 
Shannon  Cycle  Works,  Limerick,  on 
Contractors'  List,  Apr.  J,  1259. 

Corporal  Punishment  in  Military  Prisons — 
Modification  of  Rules,  Mar.  27,  437. 

Dire(!tor-General  of  Military  Education— 
Abolition  of  Post,  Mar.  .'/;,  317. 

Forging  Press,  (Construction  of  3,0<)()-ton 
Press  at  Woolwich,  Apr.  A  940. 

( Juiis 

lilakelyCiun  Invention --Alteration  of 
Law*  relating  to  Armstrong  (Juns, 
proi)osed,  Apr.  .',  941. 

(rruson's,  Messrs.,  Exhibition  of 
Quick-firing  Guns,  et<*.  —  (.General 
Joubert's  Purchases  for  the  Trans- 
vaiil.  Mar.  2,\  33. 

Horses— Conveyance  of  by  Rail  in  un- 
covered (.'attle  Trucks,  Apr.  2,  940. 

Hulme  Barracks— Condemned  for  Sanit-ary 
Reasons,  Mar.  20,  (i96. 

Hyderabad  Artillery  Officers— Employ- 
ment of  elsewhere,  Mar.  .10,  795. 

Inns  of  (*ourt  Rifle  Volunteers — Per- 
mission to  dTVW  ^\,  \^*YW3oRS}WSt  ^«rf5?»R^^ 

V  Apr.9,\^Vl, 


Wyn— Wyn] 


INDEX. 
Mar,  22— Apnl  9. 
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Wyndham,  Mr.  O.  -cojit. 

Manoeuvres  —  Acquisition  of  Suitable 
Training  Ground,  Apr.  6,  1399. 

Marines  sei-vin^  in  Royal  Reserve  Bat- 
talions, on  same  terms  as  men  having 
served  in  the  Army,  Apr.  5,  1257. 

Medical  Service  Corps  —  Lieut  anant- 
Colonel's  Pay,  Mar.  29,  693. 

Military  Schools— Percentage  of  Boys 
joining  the  Army,  Mar.  36,  318. 

Militia 

Bounties  —  Payment   of   Bounty    on 
Enlistment  proposed,  Apr.  3,  1059. 

Medical  Staff  Corps  Pay,  Mar.  22, 38. 

Officers 

Army  Officers  serving  in — Gratui- 
ties and  the  Reduction  of 
Pay,  etc.,  Mar.  22,  35; 
Mar,  2o,  174. 
Adjutants'  and  Quarter- 
masters' Gratuity,  Mar. 
22,  39. 
Regulations,  Publication  of,  Apr.  9, 

1516. 
Serjeant  Major— Status,  Pay,  Allow- 
ances, etc..  Mar.  27,  436. 

Netley  Hospital,  Treatment  of  Con- 
valescent Soldiers  leavin«;— Gloucester 
Regiment,  Mar.  27,  432. 

Queen's  Visit  to  Ireland— Welsh  Guard  of 
Honour  at  Holyhead,  Mar,  .Jo,  794. 

Recruiting  Agents,  Revised  Instructions 
for  Employment  of.  Mar,  22,  39. 

Rifle  Ranges 

Essex — Utilising  Crown  Lands,  Apr. .?, 

941. 
Herefordshire       lianges   —  Sending 

Regiments    to    Herefordsliire    for 

Training,  Apr.  6,  1401. 
Kinder  Scout,  Purchase  of,  Mar.  26, 

318. 
Mullin^ar    Rifle  Range  Extension — 

Acquisition  of  Land,  Apr.  5,  1260. 
Withmgton      Range      Construction, 

Cause  of  delay.  Mar.  27,  437. 

Rifles,  Inferiority  of  Method  of  Loading, 
etc.,  of  British  Rifle,  Mar.  22,  40; 
Apr.  S,  1059. 

Royal  Reserve  Battalions 

Oflicers'  Pay — Deductions  for  Crratui- 

ties,  etc..  Mar.  22,  35. 
Scheme,  Publication  of.  Mar.  27,  437. 
Statistics,  Apr.  5,  1256. 

South  African  War 

lioots  supplied  to  the  Troops  unfit  for 

use,  etc.,  Mar.  30,  793. 
Bullets 

Expansive  Bullets 

Discovery  of,  in  Boer  En- 
campments, British  troops 
wounded  by,  etc..  Mar.  20, 
311. 
Orders  for  Witlidrawal  of 
Mark  IV.  Amiiuinition 
from  British  Forces,  Apr.  3, 
1054. 
Use  of,  by  the  BritiaUTroovH 
Mar.  23, 171,  172. 
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Wyndham,  Mr.  Q.—ront. 
'  South  African  War — ront. 

Cane  Railway  Management — Public 
Recognition  of  Services  of  Chief 
Traffic  Manager,  etc.,  Apr.  9,  1516. 

Censorship 

Mails,  Authority  Responsible  for, 
Apr.  2,  933,  934. 

Suppression  of  CableCTam  to  Cape 
Town  Newspaper,  Mar.  22,  34. 

Clothing:    for   the    Troops  —  Warm 
Clothing 
Flannel  Shirts  and  Undercloth- 
ing, Mar.  27,  435. 

Supplies  of,  by  the  War  Office  and 
Private  Benevolence— Expedi- 
tious Distribution,  3rar,  26, 
312,  313. 

War    Office     Supplying — Appeal 

for  Contributions,  etc.,  Ajtr.  3, 

1057. 
Commands 

Gough's,   Col.,  Absence — Action 

of  Lord  Methuen,  Mar.  23,  172. 
Methuen's,  Lord,  Command,  Apr. 

2,  937. 
White,   Sir   G.,   and    the   War 

Office — Attempts  to  supersede, 

alleged,  Mar,  29,  688  ;  Apr.  :, 

936. 

Gifts  for  the  Troops— Delay  in  for- 
warding Gifts  for  H.M.S."terrible," 
Mar.  :27,  435. 

Indian  Ambulance  Corps — Number 
Employed,  Casualty  Return,  etc., 
Mar.  23,  171. 

Indian  Forces— Ctisualties,  etc.,  Mar. 
20,  312. 

Kiml)erley 

Armament  of,  by  De  Beers  Com- 
pany —  Mr.      Rhodes'    alleged 
Statement,  Mar.  29,  688. 
Siege  of — Mr.   Rhodes  and  Col. 
Kekewicli,  Differences  between 
— Suppression  of  Diamond  Field 
Advertiser,  etc..  Mar.   22,   31  ; 
23rd,  170  ;  20th,  312  ;  27tK  434. 
Koorn  Spruit  Disaster — Secret  Papers, 
Maps,  etc.,  Boers  Capturing  with 
the  Convoy,  Apr.  9,  1516. 
Maf  eking 

Provisioning  —  Persons      taking 
Initiative,  Mr.  J.  Weil's  State- 
ment, Mar.  20,  685. 
Relief  of — Measures  adopted  by 
Lord  Roberts,  Mar.  30,  792. 

Martial  Law — Miscarriage  of  Justice, 
alleged.  Case  of  F.  A.  Botha,  Mar. 
30,  791. 

Medals 

Design  for— Competition,  Mar.  79, 
686. 

Deceased  Soldiers'  Me<lals,  For- 
warding to  Next  of  Kin,  Apr.  0. 
1396. 

.  Medical  Service— Pay,   Highest  and 

V!\Ni\YaLTv\>Qfc\«t"?.,  ^\j5s..^  Apr.  -i^'JffSJ*. 
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Wyndham,  Mr.  Qt,  -cont. 

South  African  War— 6y>///. 

Methuen,    Lonl— Magersfoiitein 
gage  m  en  t 

Despatches 

Delay  in  writing,  Mar. ;?-;?,  29. 

UniiHsions  —  Alterations      in 

Despatches     su^rgested    by 

the      Coiunianiler-in-Chiel:, 

Mar,  ./o\  173. 

Withholding  from  Publica- 
tion original  Communica- 
tion dated  4th  January, 
Mar,  Jif,  684. 

(Rough's,  Col,,  lietiremeut  from 
the  Front,  etc.— Inquiry,  Mar, 
.^^29;  yS^/Zt,  685. 

Wauchope's,  General,  Opinion  on 
the  (Contemplated    Operations, 
Mar.  ;/?,  29 ;   ,^:ird,   173  ;   J7th, 
434. 
Military    Law,     Administration    of, 
Appointment  of  Lord  Basil  Black- 
wood as   Deputy  Judge  Advocate, 
Apr.  'J.  939. 

Nurses,  Number  of  Qualiiied  Female 
Nurses,  Pay,  etc.,  Aj^'.  J,  1054. 

Prisoners 

Boer  Prisoners 

Number  of  on  Botird  Ship, 
Deaths,  etc.,  Apr.  ij,  1254. 

Simonstown  —  Outbreak  of 
Fever,  Apr.  o',  1394. 

Treatment  of  —  Administra- 
tion of  Martial  Law— 
Status  of  the  Free  Staters, 
etc.,  Apr,  6',  1435. 

Total  Numbers— Exchange  of 
Prisontirs  proposed,  etc., 
Apr.  a,  1394. 

Property — Destruction  of  by  Boer  and 
British  Forces,  alleged— Proclama- 
tions, Apr,  ./,  932. 

Reservists 

Families  —  Dates  of  Payment, 
Apr.  J,  1257. 

Pensions  -Counting  Service  in  A, 
B,  C,   or   D   Strctions,  Apr.   J, 
1257. 
Ritle     Company,      Fourth 
Brigade,      Disband  ment 
( Jutlits,  Apr.  J,  1U58. 

Settlement    of     Retired    Stddiers    in 

South  Africa  after  the   War,  etc., 

Mar.  HJ,  171. 
South  Wales  Borderers  fnsuoordina- 

tion— Ca.ses  of  John   Garland   and 

Tom  l^helps,  Apr.  J,  935. 
Springliehl   Advance— Publication  of 

Col.  Wynne's  Fiehl  Order,  Mar,  Jif, 

687. 
Sternberg,  Count  A<lall)erc,  relejisiiig, 

Api'.  J,  1254,  1255. 
St*»rml»erg    Engagement  —  Cieneral 

Gatacre's  Despatch,  Lord  Roberts's 

Strictures  on— Action  of  the  War 

O/tice,  Mar.  J^J,  170. 
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Cavalry 
Ollicers' 


Wyndham,  Mr.  Q.—ront. 

South  African  War — cont. 

Telegrams 

Code  Mes-nages,  allowing  to 
Forei^i  Territories,  and  dis- 
allowing to  Britisli  Colonies, 
Mar.  i%  315. 

Soldiers'  Telegrams,  Reduction  of 
(charges,  Eastern  Telegraph 
Company's  Concessions,  etc., 
Mar.  JU,  792. 

Tngela  Engagement  —  Col.  Long's 
Ex])lanation,  Publication  of,  Apr.  i\ 
937. 

Transport  Service—"  Goth,"  Horse  Trans- 
I)ort,  Supply  of  Veterinary  Stores, 
Apr  J,  1055. 

Veterinary  Department 

Examinationand  the  Director-General, 
Apr.  (J,  1396. 

Examination  of  Oliicei-s  in  1899 — Non- 
publication  of  List,  Apr.  3y  1060. 

StJitua  of  Ollicers,  Apr.  J,  1261. 

Surgeons — Loss  of  Horses  in  South 
Africa,  owine  to  insufticient  number 
of  Surgeons,  Employment  of  Retired 
Otlicers,  etc.,  Apr.  6*,  1397. 

Volunteei-s 

(.'ai>itation  Grant 

Cadet  Battalions,  Mar. ;?.?,  36. 

Cyclist  Companies,  Special  Grant 
—Annual  Grant,  Apr.  5,  1260. 

Special  Grant  for  liattalions 
having  one-half  of  total  strength 
in  (.*amp  for  Training,  Apr.  J, 
1260 ;  (ith,  1400. 

Increase  of  Establishment  to  1,000 
men,  Apr.  9^  1517. 

Oliicers,  Employment  of,  at  Regi- 
mental Depots,  Apr.  3^  1058. 

Reserve  —  "Waiting  Companies,'* 
Period  prior  to  chilling  up  tor  Ser- 
vice—Army Order  29,  Apr.  6,  1399. 

South  African    War — City    Imperial 
Volunteers 

Cyclist  Corps  Ei{uipment,  Aftr.  J, 
1255. 

Replacing  defective  Ritte  Sights, 
Mar.  :,%  686. 


Uniforms, 
material 
695. 


change     in     colour    and 
contemplated.    Mar.    Xf9, 


Yeomanry 


Camps— Army  Onler  relating  to,  Date 
of  Publication,  Mar.  ^3,  174. 

OHioers 

Allowances  for  Permanent  Duties 
under  l^aragraph  6  of  the  spe- 
cial Army  Order,  Apr.  J,  1260. 

Expenses  of  Training  of  men,  etc.. 


Wyn— Zol] 


Wynne,  Ool. 

Springfield  Advance— Publication  of  Field 
Order 

Q.   Mr.   Dillon  ;  A.    Mr.  Wyndham, 
Mar.  29,  G87. 

Yang-tsze  Valley,  ^ee  China. 

Yeomanry 

Camps,  Army  Order  relating  to— Date  of 
Publication 
Q,  Sir  J.  Stirling-Maxwell;   A.  Mr. 
Wyndham,  Mar.  ^3,  174. 

Officers 

Allowances    for     pennanent    duties 
under  Paragraph  6  of  the  Spe- 
cial Army  Order 
Q.  Mr.  W.  F.  D.  Smith;  A.  Mr. 
Wyndham,  Api\  5,  1259. 
Commissions,  Conditions  of  Granting 
0.  Lord  Newton.  Mar.  29,  621. 

Expenses  of  Training  of  Men,  etc. — 
Charges  to  be   borne    by  the 
Public,  proposed 
Q.  Col.  Welby;   A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham,  Apr.  S,  1058. 
South  African  War — Imperial  Yeomanry 
"  Cornwall  "  Transport,  Couimissariat 
on 
Q.  Mr. Round  ;  A.  Mr.  Macartney, 
Mar.  .?.9,689. 
Return  Presented,  Mar.  29,  680 ;  30th, 
788. 

Yerburgh,  Mr.  R.  A.  [Chester] 

China — British  Political  and  Commercial 

Interests,   Policy  of    the  Government, 

Mar.  30,  895. 
Volunteers  —  Special    Capitation    Grant, 

Half  strength    in    Camp    for   fourteen 

days,  etc.,  Ap7\  5,  1260. 


INDEX.  LVol.  81. 

Mar.  22— Apil  9. 

Young,  Com.  O.  [Berks,  Wokingham! 

Marines  serving  in  Royal    Reserve  Bat 


talions  on  same  terms  as  men  luiving 
served  in  the  Army,  Apr.  5,  1256. 

Malitia,  Retired  Army  Officers  serving  in 
— Reduction  of  Pav,  Gratuities  on  dis- 
embodiment, etc.,  Mar.  2S,  174. 

Yoong,  Mr.  S.  [Cavan,  E.] 

Belfast  Post  Office— Sunday  Deliveries, 
May  23,  191. 

Belfast  Protestant  Association  Lectures— 
"  Ex- Monk  Widdows,"  Mar.  29,  714. 

Census  (Ireland)  Bill — Deaf  Mutes  Clau.*«e, 
Mar.  23,  197. 

Murphy,  Constable  F.,  Death  of,  in  Lur- 
gan  Workhouse  Hospital,  Mar.  20,  327. 

Roman     Catholic 
Mar.  23,  258. 


University,     Ireland, 


Youthful  Offenders  Bill 

I.  Rep.*  Mar.  22,  7. 
3R.,  Mar.  27,  418. 

Yoxall,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Nottingham,  W.] 

Physical  and  Military  Instruction  in  State- 
aided  Schools,  Mar.  3n,  83S. 


Zanzibar 

Slavery — Correspondence  Presented, 
9,  1503,  1512. 


iiftr. 


ZoUverein 

Imperial  ZoUverein 

0.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  Aftr.  -I,  li:»l. 
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